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The amendment was to. : . 

The next amendment was,in section 8,line 1, after the word 
*“‘ shall,” to insert ‘‘ knowingly;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 8. That no person shall knowingly sell, exchange, or deliver, or havein 
his custody or possession with intent to sell, exchange, or deliver, skimmed 
milk containing less than 9.3 per cent of milk solids, inclusive of fat. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 2, before the word 
** sell,” to insert ‘‘knowingly;” so as to read: 

Sec. 10. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to knowingly 
sell or offer for sale, etc. é 

The amendment was agreed to. _ . 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 4, before the word 
‘‘ days,” to strike out “ten ” and insert ‘‘ seven;” so as to read: 

Within the District of Columbia, milk taken from any cow less than fifteen 
days before or seven days after parturition. 

wir. FAULKNER. I desire that amendment disagreed to, so 
as to let the original text stand. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

he amendment was rejected. . 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 5, after the word 
‘*which,” to strike out ‘‘ has not been examined and found free” 
and insert ‘‘is known to be suffering;” so as to read: 

Or from any cow which is known to be suffering from tuberculosis, splenic 
fever, anthrax, or any general or local disease which is liable to render the 
milk from said cow unwholesome. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 13. That in all cases of sampling, in the District of Columbia, milk 
taken for analysis shall be taken, examined, and analyzed in the presence of 
at least two witnesses, one of whom may be the owner of the milk or his 
agent; and in all cases such fair sampling shall e according to the 
Babcock method, to wit, dumping the milk from one can to another not less 
than twice before sampling. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

The next amendment was, in section [13] 14, line 9, after the 
word “days,” tostrike out ‘‘ or both such fine and imprisonment;” 
in line 13, after the word ‘‘ days,” to strike out ‘‘or by both such 
fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court;” and in 
line 17, after the words ‘‘period of,” to strike out ‘‘five years” 
and insert ‘‘ six months;” so as to read: 

Sec. 14. That prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court of said 
District, on information signed by the attorney of the District or one of his 
assistants, and any person or persons violating any of the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed ty of a misdemeanor, and shall; on conviction, be pun- 
ished for the first offense by a fine of not less than $5 nor more than $25, to 
be collected as other fines and penalties, or by imprisonment in the work- 
house for a period of not more t. thirty days; and for the second offense 
and each subsequent offense, by a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $100, 
or by imprisonment in the workhouse for ninety days, and if the person so 
convic of asecond or subsequent offense hold a permit under this act, the 
same shall be canceled, and no permit shall be issued to said person for a pe- 
riod of six months. 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

The next amendment was, in section 14, after the word ‘‘ months,” 
in line 18, to insert: 

Provided, That any person or persons under this act shall have the privi- 
lege, when demanded, of a trial by jury, asin other jury cases, in the police 
court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I submit an amendment to the bill, which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “‘ officer,” in line 7, section 1, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Pvovided, That no applicant for said permit shall be restrained from con- 
ducting business until said application has been acted upon by the health offi- 
cer of the District of Columbia‘or his duly appointed agent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I ask that the same amendment may bein- 
serted after the word “‘ milk,” in line 9, of section 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 9, section 2, after the word ‘ milk,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That no — for said permit shall be restrained from con- 
ducting business until said application has been acted upon by the health 
officer of the District of Columbia or his duly appointed agent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. : ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was to. 

_ By unanimous consent, the Vice-President,was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FauLk- 
NER, Mr. Harris, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 
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ANNA M, COLMAN, 


_Mr. STEWART. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 593) to permit Anna M. Coleman, a 
widow, to prosecute a claim. 

Mr. HARRIS. That bill is not under the Bowman Act, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. STEWART. No, it is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does it require the Court of Claims to pronounce 


oe ag 
r. STEWART. It is a billintroduced by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], and has reference to some money which 
was taken. It is a dispute about whether it was private property 
or Government property, and the Court of Claims is to ascertain 
that fact. 

Mr. HARRIS. The object of my inquiry is this: Is this simply 
for the court to find the facts and report or to pronounce a jadg- 
ment one way or the other upon the validity of the claim? 

Mr. STEWART. It isleft for the Court of Claims to pronounce 
judgment, as I understand. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It refers the claim of 
Anna M. Colman, widow and sole legatee of Charles D. Colman, 
deceased, against the United States, on account of the seizure by 
the United States of certain moneys and securities in St. Louis, 
Mo., about February, 1865, held by the bailee as a special deposit 
theretofore made by said Charles D. Colman, to the Court of 
Claims; and vests jurisdiction in the court to hear and determine 
the cause and to render judgment for such amount as the court 
may find due the claimant, with the right of appeal to both parties; 
and the statute of limitations shall not apply to the right of recov- 
ery by the claimant. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed fora third reading, read thethird time, and passed. 


MICHAEL RYAN. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 391) for the relief'of Michael Ryan, a 
bill reported to-day from the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ireport from the Committee on Military Affairs 
the bill (S. 2501) for the relief of Michael Ryan, which is of the 
same tenor as the bill just passed, and I move that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation at this time of the bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Capi- 
tal Railway Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP TALLAPOOSA, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1201) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States steamship Tallapoosa. The bill 
has been heretofore read and amended. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. TheSenator from Missouri [Mr. CockrEeL} 
desires an amendment to be made in line 8 of the amendment, on 
page 3, after the words ‘‘ claims for losses,” to insert ‘‘of private 
property.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the reimbursement of officers and 
seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval service of the 
United States.” 

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I again ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the 
Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Colnmbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is that one of the bills which was objected to 
early in the evening? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is the bill for the Brightwood Railway 
Company. 
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Mr. HILL. That was a bill which was laid aside for further 
consideration. It has since been examined, and found to be a 
most meritorious bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 5 

The bill was reportedto the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. QUAY. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela iw. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 2, line 2, after the word 
e ~ nil to strike out ‘‘ sixty ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;” so as to 
read: 

Sxc. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall not be 
in any case of less elevation than 75 feet from the level of the water at pool 
full in said river to the bottom chord of said bridge, etc. 

Mr. QUAY. -Iask that the committee amendment, in line 2, 
be disagreed to, striking out “sixty ” and inserting ‘‘ seventy-five,” 
and I move to insert ‘‘eighty ” in lieu thefeof, making the eleva- 
tion 80 feet above the level of the water at pool full. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
line 5, after the words ‘‘ less than,” by striking out “five hundred” 
and inserting ‘‘ seven hundred and fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, and ask a conference with the House of Representatives 
upon the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to - 

oint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
Benay, and Mr. QUAY were appointed. 


DENNIS M’INTYRE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis Mc- 
Intyre. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Auditor of 
the Post-Office Department, in making a settlement with Dennis 
McIntyre, postmaster at Mackinac Island, Mackinac County, 
Mich., to allow him a credit of $1,991.82 for postage stamps and 
postal funds, and afurther credit of $53.14 for money-order funds, 
stolen from his office on the night of September 17, 1893, through 
no fault of his. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CLYDE SULLIVAN. 


Mr. PERKINS. At the request of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 1655) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bili, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘lieutenant-commender,” to insert “atthe foot of 
the list of paymasters having the relative rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to reappoint John Clyde Sullivan a paymaster in the Navy with the rela- 
tive rank of lieutenant-commander at the foot of the list of paymasters hav- 
ing the relative rank of lieutenant-co r. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill erent to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

e bill was ordered to be en or a third reading, re 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ALBIN, . 


Mr. PASCO. In behalf of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bri FAI 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bi 
(H. R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
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William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 7, after the word “ rebellion,” to insert the following proviso: 


_ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or allowance shall accrue to the said Wil- 
liam Albin in consequence of the passage of this act. 


So as to make the bill read; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is directed to remove from 
the reeords of the War Department the charge of desertion now standin 
against William Albin, late a sergeant of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regt. 
ment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry in the war of the rebellion: Provided, 
That no pay, bounty, or allowance shall accrue to the said William Albin in 
consequence of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


‘ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN AND SARAH GRIFFIN. 


Mr. McLAURIN. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. Grorex], 
who is confined to his room by sickness and can not be here this 
evening, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin. 

There being no objeceion, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to refer to the 
Court of Claims the claim of John Griffin and Sarah Griffin, of 
the city of Greenville and State of Mississippi, for damage done 
to their realty, situated in the county of Jefferson and State of 
Kentucky, by United States troops, while the troops occupied the 
realty as a smallpox hospital, from the year 1862 to the year 1867, 
both inclusive, and gives the court jurisdiction and authority to 
hear and determine all questions of fact and law in the claim, and 
the court is directed to take order in the premises, and as speedily 
as may be to wpees to the House of Representatives in all things 
as provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DANIEL. I had intended to ask leave to bring up again 
to-night a bill which was objected to in the early part of the ses- 
sion, but there are so few Senators here now, and being informed 
that a quorum might possibly be called, I shall not do that. All 
I rise to do is to say that I believe this measure is a meritorious 
one and in the public interest, and, being under my charge, I 
shall ask the Senate before the adjournment of Congress to give 
me a fair time, say fifteen or re minutes, for the pros and 
cons of this measure to be stated. shell net press it upon the 
attention of the Senate to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that the Suburban Railroad bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say that I objected to the bill to-night; 
I have favored it in committee, and when the Senator chooses to 
present it I shall cheerfully cooperate with him. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam obliged to the Senator. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. Does he yield? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask the Senator to yield for a moment while I 
make a brief statement. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Committee on Public Lands has unani- 
mously reported a resolution, which was introduced by the Sen- 
ator from California Pa WHITE], requesting the Secretary of 
the Interior to suspend action on all selections filed by land-grant 
railroad companies for lands situated in the State of California 
until the ist day of January, 1896, unless legislation providing for 
the examination and classification of mimeral lands within the 
limits of such selections shall be enacted previous to said date. 

_ Task now that it be considered. It is a resolution of only eight 


ines. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator knows that I should like to ac- 
commodate him, but under the circumstances | must insist upon 
my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock and 25 mimites p. 
m.) the Senate adjotirned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 
27, 1895, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 26, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 
Paeer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Bacpy. 
oe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved, 
. RETIRED LIST OF THE NAVY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting a petition from the officers and 
enlisted men of the United States steamer Yantic relative to 
placing on the retired list noncommissioned officers and privates 
of the Navy; which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING, CHICAGO, ILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2798) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a Govern- 
ment building at Chicago, Ill,” approved February 13, 1895; in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 


uested. 

: Mr. DURBOROW. I should like to ask consideration of this 
little matter, and in explanation will say that the act providing 
for the erection of a public building in Chicago contained a single 
word which might lead to a peculiar construction, whereby the 
Government might not be able to take the proper advan in 
the removal of the old building now occupying the site on which 
the new building is to be erected. It is thought that the bill now 
laid before the House will remedy this difficulty. 

bs SPEAKER. Perhaps it would be better to have the bill 
read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lez the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the word “lowest,” in line 11 of the act to which 
this act is amendatory, be changed to the word “* highest,” so that the original 
act shall provide as follows: ‘“‘And the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized to contract with the highest and best bidder, after reasonable notice by 
advertisement in two or more newspapers published in the city of Chicago, 
for the sale of the present building as hereinbefore descri and the re- 
moval of the same from the site where it is now located.” 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuRBoRow]} 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of this bill. The 
gentleman desires to amend itin some way. Is there objection 
to the request for the consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, the portion sought to be 
changed relates to the sale and removal of the building now occu- 
pying the site on which the new building is intended to be 
erected. It is usually considered that buildings of this kind can 
be removed for the salvage and perhaps a little more; but it 
occasionally happens that the salvage will not pay for the re- 
moval. It has therefore been thought best by the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury to strike out the word “lowest,” in the 
original bill, and in this bill as it comes from the Senate the word 
‘‘highest” is substituted; but it has been thought advisable to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to contract with the best 
bidder, and therefore I send up an amerdment. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Will this provide that it may be dis- 


posed ak private sale? 
Mr. DURBOROW.. Oh, no; pas! sale, by advertisement. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois. ° 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend said act by striking out, in the thirteenth li third 
thereof, the words Lowest nar ne — 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that perha 
that does not quite cover the point. I will move to amend the 
bill now under consideration by striking out of line 7 the words 
* highest and.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that this is an important 
matter and it ought to go over to to-morrow until the amendment 


is perf: 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the amendment 
sent up and read? 
Mr. DURBOROW. Yes; andI will substitute anamendmentto 
—_ — of this bill now under consideration the words “ high- 
an ” . 


uae SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ent. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “highest and;” so that it will read: 
of the Treasury is authorized 


“And the 
best bidder” au to contract with the 





Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think thatis proper, provided there 
is good administration. The best bidder might be someone that 
was not the highest bidder, everything considered. Iam rather 
ineined to believe, as there can be no bond syndicate in this mat- 
ter, that it is safe. 

Mr. SAYERS. No;Idonotthinkso. As I understand, unani- 
mous consent has not been given for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It has been given. 

Mr. SAYERS. When unanimous consent was allowed, Mr. 
Speaker, I had no idea that the gentleman was going to offer this 
amendment. I thought he was simply going to pass this bill. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I simply want to amend this so as to carry 
out the intention of Congress. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The idea is this: We do not know whether 
this will go to the highest or lowest bidder. If it is for the removal, 
it goes to the lowest bidder. If we get anything over and above 
a cost of removal, then it goes to the highest bidder. That is 
the point. 

r. PAYNE. Why not make it read, ‘“‘ Contract with the per- 
son ing the bid mostadvantageous to the Government?” Then 
there would not be any question about it. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It is thought by the Supervising Architect 
that this will cover the point. 

The amendment offered by Mr. DuRBOROW was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is on the third reading of 
the bill as amended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to cali attention to the fact that the 
amendment just agreed to is inconsistent with the preceding part 
of the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will nowreport the bili asit would 
be amended. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I would suggest that the word “lowest” 
be stricken out. 5 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemen will please reduce their amend- 
ments to writing. The Chair does not know what they desire. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the Clerk will give me hisattention. The 
word “lowest” should be stricken out, so that the text will read 
as follows—— 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please reduce their ame:d- 
ments to writing. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.HUNTER. It isimpossible tohear what is being transacted 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw this bill until to- 
morrow, so as to be able in the mean time to perfect the text. 

TheSPEAKER. Thematter, then, will go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, Senate bills for 
reference. 

NANCY G. OLIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1639) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy G. Oliver. 
Mr. HAYES. I ask that that bill remain on the Speaker's table. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection that bill will lie on the 
table. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pend- 
ing on which there is a disagreement between the two Houses. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


F Amend on page 4, line 20, after the words ‘‘ Postmaster-General,”’ by insert- 


ing: 

© provided, That all clerks hereafter appointed tothe Railway Mail Service, 
and to perform duty in railway post-offices, shall reside at rome point along 
the route to which they are assigned; but railway clerks heretofore ap- 
— and now performing such duty, shall not be required to change their 
residence.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
that the House further insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, and agree to the conference; and the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup] moves that the House recede from its disa- 
greement and to the same. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. I would like to have the 
letter of the Postmaster-General read in connection with this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1895. 


Sir: Replying to your oral inquiry senpocting the Senate amendment to the 
Post-Office ap riation bill which provides that railway mail clerks hereto- 
fore appointed and now performing such duties shall not be required to change 
their residence, I have the honor to state: 

During the first year that I was in office I found that the effectiveness of 
the Railway Mail Service was impaired by the fact that many of the clerks 
lived at a distance from the railroads on which they perform service; that 
some of them lived 10 miles distant, and others various distances up to 150 
miles; and that, in cases of emergency such as are occasioned by washouts, 
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wrecks, and blockades, it was found impossible to summon these clerks to 
the points where needed in time to be of any use. I further found that of the 
tondl Saeeabar of these clerks, between 6,000 and 7,000 in all, 1,204 resided off 
from the lines of their runs, and so, after a good deal of consideration, on 
June 2, 1894, I issued an order requiring these 1,204 clerks to remove to some 
oint on the lines of the roads on which they were running, on or before May 
, 189, thus giving them eleven months in which to adjust their affairs so as 
to comply with the order. During the intervening eight months 800 of these 
clerks, in round numbers, have complied; the remaining 5300 have not as yet 
given notice of such compliance. eanwhile I have been urged in several 
cases to make ozeepwons to the rule, but have declined in every instance, 
feeling that the clerks should all be treated alike. The Senate amendment, 
however, would operate to relieve these 500 clerks, or such of them as have 

not complied with the order, from its provisions. ; 
Without discussing the probable effect upon discipline in the service if 
such amendment were to become a law, I beg leave, in the interest of the 
,0stal service, to earnestly urge that this amendment be not adopted. The 
ilway Mail Service is now eupliee to 150,000 miles of railroad, at enormous 
expense to the Government, for the benefit, not of the clerks, but of the 
people: and I feel that the people are entitled to the best service it can ren- 
er. It can not render the best service, as has been already demonstrated 
by experience, if part of the clerks are permitted to reside at considerable 
distance from their runs. Moreover, it would work manifest injustice to 
the 800 clerks who have complied with the order if the remaining clerks 
are to be excused from compliance through legislative action. Indeed, I 
should think that if the amendment were adopted these 800 clerks would 
have good claims against the Government for such losses as they may have 
sustained in removing to their runs, in accordance with the terms of the 
order. I admit that the sentiment that prompted this action on the part of 
the Senate is honorable, but its practical effect is to hamper the officers of 

the Post-Office Department in their efforts to improve the postal service. 
Very respectfrlly, 
W. 8S. BISSELL, 


Postmaster-General. 
Hon. Jonun 8S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Offtee and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, City. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now read the letter 


of the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


{Memorandum for the Postmaster-General.] 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1895. 
wt wal of clerks who have not up to this date complied with General Order 
First ‘division, 80; most of whom have promised to move on or before May 1. 
Second division, 65. 
Third division, 35. 
Fourth divison, 3. 
Fifth division, 47; all of whom have promised to move on or before May 1. 
Sixth division, 96. 
Seventh division, 14. 
Eighth division, 7. 
Ninth division, 50; all of whom have agreed to move by May 1. 
Tenth division, 50. 
Eleventh division, none. 
or respectful 
er ’ 
.: m JAMES E. WHITE. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire just a moment. I un- 
derstand the proposition as it comes from the Senate provides— 
That all clerks hereafter appointed to the Railway Mail Service, and toper- 
form duty in railway post-offices, shall reside at some point along the route 
to which they are assigned; but railway clerks heretofore appointed, and 
now perfo g such duty, shall not be required to change their residence. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, this proposition comes to us from the Sen- 
ate, and is essentially administrative. It proposes to say to the 
Post-Office Department that certain clerks heretofore appointed 
shall not be required to reside along the line of the railroads upon 
which they perform service. In other words, the clerks shall not 
be required to live where they do duty. Now, whatever may be 
the merits or the demerits of this question, I want to submit tomy 
friend from California, who has offered a motion to recede, that 
this is an administrative ——- that ought to be left to the dis- 
cretion of the head of the Post-Office Department. If by legisla- 
tion we attempt to enter the domain of administration, the result 
will be “‘ confusion worse confounded.” I submit to the gentle- 
man that is an inopportune proposition, a as it is antago- 
nized by one of the best administrative officers that Department 
has ever had. I have had occasion to refer to the ability of the 
gentleman in charge of the Post-Office Department on a former 
occasion, and I believe it is not denied on either side that, how- 
ever much there may be in the criticism of gentlemen on this side 
because of an alleged lack of partisanship, no one on this floor 


will gain — the proposition that the present Postmaster-General 
is an ex ingly efficient administrative officer. 

Mr. HOP 8S of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow an inter- 
ruption? 


r. DOCKERY. Ina moment. Now, then, he believes, as the 
result of the administration of that office for two years, that in 
the interest of the postal service, in which every citizen is vitally 
interested, that these clerks should be required to live where they 
do work. I believe thatis a correct proposition. , 

Mr. : alana S of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow an inter- 
ion 


- DOCKERY. Certainly. 


Tu 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman does not claim, does 
he, that the present Postmaster-General and Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General are, either of them, any more efficient than 
their predecessors? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not said so and shall not say so, and I 
— my friend will not interject any partisanship in this matter. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. Their predecessors have never at- 
tempted to enforce an order of this kind, have they? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know whether they have or not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 1 know that they have not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, this is an age of improvement and 

rogress, and it is not unreasonable to suppose that in the admin- 
istration of the Post-Office Department some improvement can be 
made. In what I said I made no reflection whatever upon any of 
the predecessors of the present Postmaster-General, because, in my 
opinion, his immediate predecessor was a very efficient officer, and 
I know of other predecessors who were equally entitled to that 
encomium. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not inject par- 
tisanship into what is purely a business question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman entirely 
misapprehends me. I made that suggestion simply because he 
was attempting to oppose this amendment on account of the op- 
position of the Postmaster-General and his Second Assistant, and 
was using that as an argument. Idesired, therefore, to challenge 
attentior to the fact that men equally as efficient, who had held 
the same responsible positions, believed that this regulation was 
unnecessary. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like a minute more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask whether there is any debate 
on this question on the other side, or is the debate to be conducted 
entirely - the side that opposes the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] now has the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My inquiry is whether, under parlia- 
mentary procedure, and as a matter of right, there are two sides 
to this debate? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman understands that this is a 
matter with the House. hen the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina shall. have occupied his hour the Chair will certainly recog- 
nize some gentleman on the other side, unless the House orders 
the previous question. It was intended, however, that this day 
should be devoted to other business. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think we want more than ten 
minutes on this side, but I think we are entitled to have some 
time as a matter of right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Sreaker, with the indulgence of the 
House I will say that my suggestion to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois and the House is simply this. The question here is purely an 
administrative one, and it ought not to be hedged around by an 
iron-cladlaw. If, in theexecution of this order, it should be found 
by experience to be unwise, I take it that the present Postmaster- 
General or his successor will revoke the order; but if we put this 
provision on the statute book we remove the whole question from 
the field of discretion, and the executive officers of the Depart- 
ment will be compelled to follow the law whether their judgment 
io pte, it or not. 

suggest that this question should be left, where it always has 
been left, in the discretion of the heads of the Department; and 
if, in the course of time, this regulation should be found to be un- 
wise, I have no doubt that the Postmaster-General will revoke it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment 
is not adopted, then the discretion of the Postmaster-General will 
be exercised against these employees, and the postal clerks willbe 
compelled to sell their present residences at a sacrifice and to ob- 
tain new ones under conditions that will work great hardship 
upon them. Itis idle to say that this order may be revoked at 
some future time, because that will be too late, the injury will 
have been done to this large class of deserving employees of tho 
Government. It seems to me, with all due deference to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, that the experience of twenty years of 
service ought to offset the experience of a few months of the 
present Postmaster-General and his Second Assistant. Itis purely 
speculative with them as to whether this will be an improvement 
or not. If the question could be tested without doing serious in- 
jury to the members of this great body of public employees I 
would not object; but it can not be done without injuring them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. One additional word, Mr. Speaker. This 
Senate proposition absolutely concedes the correctness of the view 
of the Postmaster-General, because it provides that all clerks 
hereafter appointed to the Railway Mail Rarvies shall reside along 
the lines where they work. Now, if it is right to require men 
who are to be hereafter appointed to reside along the line, in the 
interest of the public service, it is equally right to require those 
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inted, because the interest of the 
public service must be considered first. a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina is en- 
titled to the floor. 


who have heretofore been ap 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. S$ er, this de- 
bate is taking quite a wide range, and as other business is assigned 
for this day, I ask unanimous consent that this go over until to- 
morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on Rules. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the remainder of this day, until 3 o’clock p. m., be assigned 
to the consideration of such business as may have been reported from and 
may be called Leg by the Committee on Labor. 

Resolved, That the House meet at 11 o’clock on Wednesday, the 27th instant 
and, after the call of committees for reports, the remainder of such day, unt 
5.30 p. m., be assigned to the consideration of business — from and 
called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

This order not to interfere in any way with the right to consider appro- 
priation bills, any matter which is privileged under the rules of the House, 
or motions to suspend the rules. 


Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, Idemand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and the resolution was then 


— d ; 
e SPEAKER. Under the order just adopted, this day until 
8 o’clock p.m., subject to the limitations indicated in the order, is 
assigned to such business as may be called up by the Committee 
on Labor. 

COMMON CARRIERS AND THEIR EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. McGANN. Icall up the bill (H. R. 8556) concerning car- 
riers engaged in interstate commerce and their employees. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. McGANN (before the reading was concluded). I ask con- 
sent that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Several members objected. 

_ Mr. DOCKERY (before the reading was concluded). Isee that 
under the provisions of this bill the rules would require that it be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. In order to save time, I 
make that point. ; 

Mr. McGANN. Iask consent that the bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. The amount ere 
by the bill is very small—only necessary expenses. ere is no 
provision for the payment of any salary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. AsI understand, if the bill be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole it will be read by para- 
a, each paragraph being subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the previous question be ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, my wish is to have each paragraph 
read, with opportunity for amendment. I have no purpose at all 
to delay the consideration of the bill; but I do not want the pre- 
vious question to be ordered in such a way as to cut off the oppor- 
tunity for amendment. 

Mr. McGANN. There will be no objection to that understand- 


ing. 

Nir, DOCKERY. With the understanding, then, that the pre- 
vious question is not to be ordered, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Although I have not been able to 
hear the bill so far as it has beer read, I am in sympathy with the 
purposes of this legislation; but it seems to me that so important 
a measure should receive such consideration as will allow full op- 
pen for amendment and discussion under the five-minute 


rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think it will delay the measure to 
consider it in the usual way. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill, then, will be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McGANN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill just re- 
ferred—House bill 8556. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8556) concerning car- 
riers eee in interstate commerce and their employees. 

Mr. McGANN. I move that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. HAINES. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that, as part of the bill has been 
read in the House, the Clerk begin the reading now where he 


stopped. 

Me. HAINES. I withdraw my objection to dispensing with the 
first reading of the bill. 

There being no further objection, the first reading of the bill 


was ~~ with. 
Mr. McGANN. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. ErpMAn] such time as he may desire to explain the bill. 
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Mr.ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill was prepared by the At- 
torney-General. Having been referred to the Committee on Labor, 
it was considered by that committee in consultation with the 
labor chiefs who were most concerned in the passage of the meas- 
ure. It has nowthe itive approval of the Commissioner of La- 
bor, of all the labor chiefs, and probably of the Attorney-General, 
though some of the amendments adopted by the committee have 
altered somewhat the character of the bill as originally presented 
by him. 

The purpose of the bill in the first place was to provide a tri- 
bunal which should endeavor to procure mediation and concilia- 
tion before arbitration was resorted to. That is made a special 
feature of this bill. Itis believed that after the first blow has 
been struck, the settlement of labor questions is very difficult, 
and that if mediation and conciliation be early resorted to, it 
will probably avoid in many cases the necessity of arbitration. 

In the next es, @ permanent tribunal was not favored; yet 
the tribunal already partially organized has been adopted in order 
that speedy action may be taken on such questions as may arise. 
The body already in existence under the law, consisting of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and the Commissioner of Labor, 
has been selected as the tribunal before which the initiatory pro- 
ceedings are to be taken. The method of selection of the arbi- 
trators, the mode of action, the enforcement of the conclusions or 
judgments arrived at, are all succinctly and clearly set forth in 
the Sill more clearly than I could state them. 

The bill contains no compulsory feature. It was believed by 
the committee that compulsory arbitration is not in accord with 
American institutions or Americanideas. Hence anything of that 
kind has been avoided in this bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What, then, will the biliamount to? 

Mr. ERDMAN. In our judgment this measure will amount to 
more than any compulsory arbitration bill, inasmuch as all the 
parties interested desire to have it passed. 

Mr. KIEFER. It will exercise a moral influence. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; there will be amoral influence behind [ts 
decrees. Heretofore labor organizations have complained that 
they have not been accorded by the Congress in its legislation on 
this subject the treatment they have desired; and they have not 
favored the bills which have heretofore been passed. 

This bill meets their views and the experiment is certainly worth 
trying. It is desired by all. It is desired by the railroad people 
engaged in interstate commerce; it is desired by the Commissioner 
of Labor and by the labor organizations themselves, the parties 
most vitally interested. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. As I understand it, this is a 
unanimous report of the Committee on Labor? 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Then, I understand further, 
from the statement of the gentleman, that the safeguards around 
the bill were prepared by the Attorney-General, and the bill, with 
the safeguards included, meets the approval of the labor organiza- 
tions of the country or their representatives? 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is true, except that the Attorney-General 
drew the original bill himself. The other statements are accurate 
as suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Letme ask the gentleman if this is understood 
to be compulsory arbitration? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Bynomeans. Thecommittee hasseyeral times 
acted on all compulsory bills before it, and have in every case 
almost unanimously declined to report them. 

‘ Mr. SIMPSON. And you understand that this is not such a 

ill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iam sure of it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I would like to call the gentleman’s attention 
to this point: I find by an examination of section 4 of the bill that 
on an award being filed in the clerk’s office of a circuit court of 
the United States the judgment shall be entered accordingly at 
the expiration of thirty days from such filing, unless within such 
period either party shall file exceptions. Now,is it possible, I 
would ask the gentleman, for us by such a bill as this to give to 
the United States courts authority to render a judgment which 
might interfere with the individual rights and liberties of the 
parties involved? For instance, suppose that the arbitrators 
should find that the employees of a certain railroad, we will say, 
should work for a given scale of wages—— 

Mr. DUNN. They can not. 

Mr. BOATNER,. And report accordingly, and the circuit court 
of the United States, under the terms of this section of the bill, 
shall enter such a judgment; is it possible, I ask the gentleman, 
to enforce such a judgment by any process of the court? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Why not? 

Mr. BOATNER. Is there any right or warrant under the Con- 





Will the gentleman allow me 
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stitution for a court to compel a man to render service at any rate 
of wages in the United States? 

Mr. ERDMAN. If parties enter into a contract to render serv- 
ice on certain conditions certainly a judgment of the court would 
hold them for a violation or breach of the contract. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then, your understanding is this: If parties 
submit to arbitration, and an award is made by the arbitrators, 
and that award is carried into a judgment of the United States 
court, that the employees affected by such judgment will be com- 
pelled, under the penalty of being arrest. 4 and punished for con- 
tempt of court coal being subjected to all of the conditions which 
may be employed under the powers of a court of the United States 
to enforce its judgment, to work at that rate of wages for the 
period fixed in this bill, one year. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Whatever powers the courts have now to en- 
force their decrees can be exercised under the awards granted by 
this tribunal, and the members of the various labor organizations, 
well versed in this matter, have considered it and are willing to 
accept it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, I merely desired to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the provision to see whether I was correct in my un- 
derstanding of it—— 

Mr. ERDMAN. That feature was considered in committee and 
the representatives of these organizations were entirely willing 
to accept it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I wish to remark for myself only this: That 
I do not believe Congress can invest the courts of the country 
with such powers, and that a judgment rendered under such cir- 
cumstances would be a mere nullity. 

Mr. ERDMAN. This is not intended to increase the powers of 
the court; but we have power under the Constitution to regulate 
interstate commerce; of course one of the powers to ‘‘ regulate,” 
in that connection, is any incidental. provicion closely connected 
with and affecting interstate commerce. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the attention of the gen- 
tleman, to see if I understand this bill, to page 5, paragraph 4, in 
the following words: 

Fourth. That employees dissatisfied with the award shall not by reason 
of such dissatisfaction quit the service of the employer before the expiration 
of three months from and after the making of such award, nor without giv- 
ing three months’ notice in writing of their intention so to quit. 

Now, query: Does the gentleman think thag legislation should 
be enacted whereby one man or a million of men employed for 
three months must give their employers thirty days’ notice if dis- 
satisfied with an award where a question is in controversy be- 
tween the employer and the employees? I ask for information as 
the friend of a satisfactory bill: Is it safe to go to that extent and 
interfere with the personal rights of the laborer? 

Mr. ERDMAN. The purpose of that provision, I will state to 
the gentleman from Illinois, is that where another reason exists 
why there should be a severance of the relations between the em- 
ployer and the —— then they may be changed and that the 
matter in dispute s not cause the relations to be changed un- 
less notice has been received. And this is mutual, as you will see 
by reference to the same section, by an amendment which is sug- 
gested by the committee, which places the employer and the em- 
ployee on the same footing as to notice. Has the gentleman the 
amended bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The gentleman will see that the purpose is 
simply to prevent strikes by reason of the sudden severance of the 
relations on account of a dispute between them. If other reasons 
exist why there should be a change of the relations, they might 
still sever them, and are not affected by this provision. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman taken into con- 
sideration the facility with which our citizens, as the wants of 
transportation and the necessities of the case require, and some- 
times, it is thought, when there is no necessity, invoke the equity 
powers of the courts? Has the gentleman taken into considera- 
tion the ibility under this legislation of restraining orders that 
may unduly interfere with the rights of the citizen? 

r.ERDMAN. We have considered that—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Wiil the gentleman from Pennsylvania per- 
mit me to ask him a question? Is it not a fact that that pro- 
vision is based upon the theory that, the parties having had an op- 
portunity to have a fair and impartial hearing before a tribunal 
created for the purpose of settling the controversy, they ought to 
be required to serve for a reasonable length of time thereafter 
without obstructing the commerce of the country by quitting 
without notice? That is the theory, as I understand it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, provided no other reason exists why they 
should be removed. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is it not quite as much for 
the protection of the laboring man as it is for the protection of 
the capitalist? 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is; and the capitalists have not complained, 
in fact, the railroads favor it, and the men themselves have con- 
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sidered it in every phase, and they have given it a great deal of 
time and attention and consideration. They are here to-day 
looking on, watching to see what your action shall be upon this 
measure which they desire above all other things. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I agree with the gentleman as to the 
necessity of all possible legislation that does not unduly interfere 
with the rights of the citizens; but the necessity for legislation is 
not going to stampede me into voting for legislation which I do 
not understand. 

Mr. ERDMAN. AndIam —_ anxious to explain to the gen- 
tleman, so that he may know about the bill that he desires to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have asked a question, and the gen- 
tleman has answered it, and I suppose that fuller answer can come 
in under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has said that the bill meets 
with the approval of all the organizations to which the employees 
of railroad companies belo I would ask the gentleman if it is 
not a fact that the leaders of these organizations would prefer a 
—— of arbitration of five members rather than a board of 


ee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. From consultation with them this morning I 
am inclined to think that they are perfectly satisfied with the bill 
as it is, and prefer to have it passed as it is presented to the House 
now, with the amendment suggested by them. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Some of them spoke to mein regard to that 
feature of the bill. A board of three would consist of two parti- 
sans and one disinterested person, so that the controversy would 
have to be settled virtually by one man, whereas if there were 
three disinterested persons the parties would be less liable to com- 
plain of the decision on the ground that it was the result of mis- 
take or undue influence. 

Mr. BOATNER. After the decision the third member will 
either be called a sand-lotter or a tool of the capitalists. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the great Ganger of having one man 
decide a controversy. If there were three disinterested men 
there would be less liability of either party finding fault with the 
decision on the ground that it was brought about by undue in- 
fluence or otherwise. That was the argument used to me by the 
representative of one of the organizations in favor of a board of 
arbitration of five instead of three. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iwill say that this morning I was in consulta- 
tion with several of the chiefs, and they considered that matter 
and preferred to have it left as it was in the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ILhaveno personal objection. Ithink it would 
be safer for the employees to have a board of five than to have a 
board of three. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does it not come to the de- 
cision of one person anyway in the end? He has the casting vote. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that general debate be 


closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ERDMAN] asks unanimous consent that general debate be now con- 
sidered as closed. 

Mr. DINGLAY. Mr. Chairman, it seems tome that there should 
be a fuller exph:nation. We on this side have not been able to 
hear a word of the exyianation that has been made. We should 
like to know a little more of the character of this bill before we 
are called upon to vote for it. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Let the explanation come under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr.DINGLEY. That does not give sufficient opportunity. I 
should like to ask the gentleman who has charge of the bill some 
questions in reference to it. This, as I understand, is permissive 
arbitration entirely. 

Mr.ERDMAN. It is not compulsory. 

Mr.DINGLEY. But after the award is made, how then? 

Mr. ERDMAN. If the award is made the judgment of the 
tribunal is to be enforced in court and by such statutes and pow- 
ers as now exist in the United States for similar purposes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ican understand how that may be entirely 
effective as to the common carrier which has property which 
may be reached, but how do you make it effective against the em- 
a tae 

r. ERDMAN. Well, the purpose is to consider and treat the 
employees as incorporated organizations, as far as possible, and 
they are willing that they may be so treated under the law, and 
then it is apparent how the judgment can easily and readily be 
enforced. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Here isthe difficulty that comes up in the 
matter. Some transportation company and its employees have 
agreed to submit their differences toa board of arbitration, as 
provided in this bill. The decision of the board is thatthe em- 
ployees shall continue work at the wages which the company has 
offered. Now, the employees refuse to doso. What are you 
going to do about it? 





Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman answer what power there 
is now by which United States courts enforce decrees, injunctions, 
and the like? ; 

a DINGLEY. Is there really any power against the em- 
oyees? 
: r. ERDMAN. As individuals. 3 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Not since the adoption of the thirteenth 
amendment. s 

Mr. DINGLEY. As my friend says, not since the adoption of 
the thirteenth amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. How far has the power of the courts been ex- 
ercised in a matter of this kind? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notas against the employees. Can youcom- 
pel an individual to work who does not desire to work—that is ‘ne 

offered—without changing the whole character of our 
institutions? You may say that he is liable in damages. 

Mr. ERDMAN. He is liable in damages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But what is that against the employee? 

Mr. ERDMAN. The corporation which he belo to, and 
which is the corporation we seek to treat with in this bill, would 
be liable in damages; and they are willing to subject themselves 
to such damages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the point I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Is not that thwarted through section 7 of 
your bill, in which it states: 

It must be provided in the articles of incorporation, and in the constitution, 
rules, and by-laws, that a member shall cease to be such by participating in 
or by instigation of force or violence t any persons or property during 


strikes, lockouts, boycotts, or Ee to prevent others from working 
through violence, threats, intimidation, etc. 


ae not that practically take out any liability of that particu- 
rson? 

. ERDMAN. Heis removed from the organization on the es- 
tablishment of that fact, and thisis great punishmentin itself. The 
personal liability of the members of the organization, as the gen- 
tleman will see further on, is also removed; but as to the manner 
of the enforcement of the judgment or decrees, we must leave that 
to the courts, subject to the powers and limitations of the Consti- 


tution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can understand, Mr. Chairman, the moral 
effect of an arbitration of this kind—that it may have great moral 
effect, especially on the corporations more than upon the em- 
ployees, when a decision has rendered by the board of arbi- 
tration. Now, you propose in this bill to go further than the 
moral effect. There is no legislation by which you can enforce 
the award of a board of arbitration any more than the moral ef- 
fect. That is the Massachusetts statute, and it has proved to be 
effective. Now, you yee to go astep further, and you pro- 
vide that by decree of court you shall endeavor to carry out the 
arbitration. Now, you can carry it out as to the corporation, but 
can you as to the employees, practically, when you come right 
down to it? When you come te a practical consideration of it you 
can do it on one side and not on the other. It will work on the 
transportation company and practically not on the other side. 
Theoretically it is the same. 

Mr. ERDMAN. When you come down to individuals, you are 
probably correct; but as these men belong to an organization and 
a corporation, then you can treat with this corporation, and suc- 
ceed in enforcing the decrees of any court. 

Mr. SORG. Would not it leave the employer at liberty to hire 
any other labor that would work according to the decision of 
arbitration, and thereby prevent strikes? 

Mr. ERDMAN. It would. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would just like to ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ishould like to know whether the decision 
of the —— court will affect that question of law raised by 
the employees alone, or whether the circuit court will have the 
power to review the facts. There is nothing here to refer the 
facts to the appellate court. 

Mr. ERD . Well, it is not intended. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The appellate court would have to take the 
findings of the arbitrators on the question of fact as conclusive. 

_Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that always the case in matters of ar- 
bitration? The court has no oe to review the facts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, t is the objection to this whole 
——_ tbat is to inaugurate or to continue a system of arbitra- 

on. 

_Mr. HEPBURN. You would require the circuit court, in sit- 
ting in confirmation of this award, to sit as a court of equity and 
not of law. Now, if it sits as a court of equity, then all of the ob- 
jections that are suggested by the gentleman from Maine will be 
obviated, because as a court of equity they can enforce by process 
of contempt and wo obedience to this award. Now, there is 


a solution of this difficulty that is suggested by the gentleman 
from Maine. 
I have not been able to learn from the terms of the bill whether 
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it is the purpose of the committee that this court shall sit as a 
court of equity. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If it should sit as a court of equity 
and should have the power to compel, by punishing for contempt, 
compliance with the award, does the gentleman think it is safe to 
make such a departure, viewing it from the standpoint of the per- 
sonal liberty of thousands of people, their right to work or not to 
work when they choose? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The objection which the gentleman suggests 
is obviated, it seems to me, by the voluntary consent of those seex- 
ing arbitration; and that this measure would be acceptable to all 
of the class affected by it is evidenced by the fact that the repre- 
sentatives of that class are seeking for this legislation. So that 
question does not trouble me. 

Mr. ERDMAN. They are willing to accept the courts as the 
tribunals for the enforcement of awards. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is, however, a difference, as the gen- 
tleman from Illinois knows, between a judgment of a court and a 
decree of a court. There is a difference between simply relying 
upon an action for the recovery of damages and arming the court 
with the powers of a court of equity to punishforcontempt. The 
latter provision will =~ efficiency and vigor to this bill. The 
other, it seems to me, leaves it obnoxious to’all the suggestions 
made by the gentleman from—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How can that power be 
exercised as against parties who are not parties to the action? 
No court of equity can punish for contempt a man who is not a 
party to the action. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The law makes them parties through the 
action of the officers of their organization, and the organization 
itself will undoubtedly be required to give the necessary consent. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But how can an organiza- 
tion bring a man into court who does not want to go there, and 
subject him to the jurisdiction of the court so that he may be 
punished under a decree? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the man does not choose to go into court, 
he has his remedy in making his objection; but the whole theory; 
of this bill is that the organization is a unit in the matter, and 
that the individuality of its members is merged in the officiwi ac 
tion of the organization. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Then the decree would 
operate only upon parties to the action and their privies? 

Mr. HEPBURN. All the members of the organization are 
privies in such a case. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I think there is very preat 
doubt as to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ihave just read this bill for the first 
time, having had other duties to perform, but I gather from what 
the gentleman says that if a man belongs to an organization, and 
that organization agrees to submit the question in dispute to arbi- 
tration, then, after the award ismade, the court has the jurisdiction 
in the exercise of its powers to punish for contempt, so that it may 
go out and lay its hand on an individual who belongs to the organ- 
ization if he says: ‘‘I exercise my right as an American citizen to 
quit work without giving thirty days’ notice, or before the expira- 
tion of three months.” Now, if the court in such a case can lay 
its hands upon the man and put him in jail under this proposed 
legislation, I doubt whether we had not better think long and in- 
quire closely before we undertake to confer such powers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will resort to other sections 
of the bill he will find that the arbitrators are required, I would 
say as a jurisdictional matter, to know that the members of the 
association area unit, or practically a unit, in the action that they 
take; and being such they will, under this law, have the same re- 
lations to the decree of the court that the individual stockholder 
of a corporation has when the corporation is a party to the suit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. When youcome to corporations, the 
corporation would be respcnsible, as I understand, under the pro- 
posed law, because its property could be held responsible. But a 
corporation can not be imprisoned. Now, take the other proposi- 
tion. Youmightmakethe employeesresponsibleindamages. Well 
and geod. This is a matter that would sound in judgment or de- 
cree, and could be collected like any other debt. But when you 
come to employ these powers, to be conferred upon the court, to 
punish a man for contempt if he sees proper to quit work, when 
you come to send him to prison or otherwise punish him for con- 
tempt, that is such an interference with the personal liberty of the 
citizen that I think we would do well to inquire closely before we 
enact it into law. Ido not say that I object to this bill. I have 
not even completed its reading. But I am compelled to make sug- 
gestions to find out what it really does mean, and I thank the gen- 
tleman for what he has said in explanation of the bill, and I hope 
that he will go on to make further explanation of it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does not the gentleman from 
Illinois underestimate the force of section 7? 

Mr. McGANN,. I again ask that general debate be considered 
as closed, 





Mr. DINGLEY. Ihold the floor. I am yielding to these gentle- 

men for the purpose of securing a better understanding of this 
uestion. 

7 TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 

has not yet yielded the floor. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Under section 7 the articles of 
incorporation of these labor associations must provide that any 
member failing to comply with these judgments shall forfeit his 
membership. “In the a highly organized condition of society 
membership in his labor organization is one of the workingman’s 
most valuable possessions. I think that the danger of thus losing 
membership in the association will have a very powerful influence 
upon the member, and will as a rule cause him to obey the decree 
of the arbitration board. 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to call attention to a part of sec- 


tion 7. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HULICK. Lines 10 to 14, inclusive, of section 7 provide, 
it seems to me, for the disintegration of this whole proceeding 
without practical result. The language is: 


But members of such incorporations shall not be personall 
acts, debts, or obligations of the corporations, nor shall suc 


liable for the 
corporations 
be liable for the acts of members or others in violation of the provisions of 
this section. 

Now, it seems to me that if a court should undertake to enforce 
proceedings for contempt in consequence of the violation of any 
order, or should undertake to enforce a judgment (if under the 
provisions of this bill a judgment in damages can be obtained), 
there is nothing for such proceedings to operate upon. I should 
like some explanation on that point. 

Mr.ERDMAN. Why should there be personal liability of the 
members for the acts, debts, or obligations of any of these labor 
organizations? 

Mr. HULICK. Then it seems to me we need some answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Maine, how one of these judg- 
ments can be enforced against an individual, taking into view the 
class of individuals involved in these controversies. 

Then, again, many of these corporations are corporations only 
in name; they have not a dollar’s worth of real or personal prop- 
erty upon which you can lay your hand; and if the members of the 
corporation are not individually liable, what resources have you 
for enforcing any order or proceedings? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken in the re- 
mark he has just made. A number of these corporations have 
considerable funds—a large amount of property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I can answer the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HuLick]. Section 3 provides that— 

Whenever a controversy shall arise between a carrier subject to this act 
and the employees of such carrier which can not be settled by mediation and 
conciliation in the manner provided in the preceding section, said contro- 
versy may be submitted to the arbitration of a board-of three persons. 

Further along in this section it is provided that— 


The submission shal] be in writing, shall be signed by the employer and by 
the labor organization representing the employees, shall state the questions 
to be decided, and shall contain aprropriate provisions by which the respec- 
tive parties shall stipulate, as follo 8: 

First. That pending the arbitratic.a the existing status shall not be changed. 

Second. That the award shall be filed in the clerk’s office of the circuit 

court of the United States for any district wherein the employer carries on 
business, and shall be fina! and conclusive upon both parties, unless set aside 
for error of law apparent on the record. 
; Third. That the respective parties to the award will each faithfully execute 
: the same, end that the same may be specifically enforced in equity so far as 
the powers of a court of equity permit. 


It seems to me those provisions of the bill answer the question 
just raised by the gentleman from Ohio. They show how parties 
are to be held liable. They give to the court such jurisdiction 
over each individual interested in the controversy that the neces- 
sary enforcing action may be taken. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And at the same time the bill grants no higher 
powers to the courts than are now exercised by them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Could a court in enforcing such a 




























decree punish a person for contempt? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I think there is no question about that. 
Mr. HULICK. Suppose there are fifty or one hundred employ- 





ees interested in a matter of this kind. The court renders its 
judgment and makes an order that these parties shall not within 
thirty days quit work. Will the court attempt to enforce an order 
of that kind by compelling parties to continue work against their 
will or go to jail? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose that in this case, as in others, when 
a party is under arrest for contempt he has his day in court. He 
may show that he is not in contempt or that he is not a party to 
the contract or arbitration, The contract he signs or authorizes 
provides that he shall not quit work for an agreed period. 

Mr. HULICK. But suppose he is a party and says, ‘‘ I can not 
afford to work any longer under these circumstances. I must look 
after the interests of my family instead of the interests of this 
organization.” 
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Mr. HEPBURN. But he has agreed that he will submit in 
such cases to the order of the court. His contract of arbitration 
stipulates for that. 

r. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. Thisisa 
very interesting subject, and the time allowed for its considera- 
tion and discussion is short. It is important that all members 
should hear what is said. I ask the Chair to insist that gentle- 
men take their places and that the debate proceed in such a man- 
ner that all members may receive the benefit of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. Order 
must be enforced. Gentlemen will resume their seats. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield a few moments to the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. HEPBURN], who desires 10 make answer to an inquiry 
which was addressed to him a few moments ago. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, asI understand the reading 
of this bill, when one or more of the employees who comes within 
its terms invokes the aid of the law he does it with a full knowl- 
edge of the law itself. When he signs the contract of arbitration 
he does it knowing the liability which he assumes under the law. 
Under the operation of the law the signing of the contract of ar- 
bitration forms an agreement on his part that if there is an award 
of the arbitrators adverse to him he holds himself liable and is 
compelled under the law, which becomes a part of his contract, to 
continue his employment through the period prescribed by the 
law. That being the case, there can of course be no complaint of 
hardship on his part because his relations to the award and to the 
court are the result of his own contract, a contract entered into 
with a full knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But if the gentleman will permit 
me, while I might agree in the main that the gentleman is cor- 
rect, the question to my mind is as to the remedy; that is to say, 
if it would sound in damages only, which is the usual remedy, or 
if it would result also in imprisonment. But if the gentleman is 
correct—and I am glad he is making this statement—that the 
power to enforce the award is the same as that inherent in courts 
of equity for the enforcement of any of the ordinary decrees of the 
court, namely, to direct a specific performance of the contract or 
to punish for contempt or otherwise, why then I doubt, or sug- 
gest, or at least question, whether it is safe to enact here legisla- 
tion which attempts to secure the enforcement of the performance 
of a contract to render service by imprisonment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, [am not basing my support 
of this bill alone upon the ideas I may have of what is the better 
course to pursue. But Iam basing my supportof itlargely upon 
the recommendations of those men who are most interested, those 
persons who have given the subject the most of attention, and 
who are here through their representatiy ls asking that this spe- 
cific legislation may be enacted, as they believe, for their benefit. 
They are men of intelligence; they are men of experience; they 
are men who know what they aredoing. They are men who have 
studied the question thoroughly and who are entirely familiar 
with all the difficulties that environ it. They know that some- 
thing must be done to pacificate these constantly recurring dis- 
turbances that menace communities, from which communities 
suffer, and which afflict so sorely individuals. 

I do not suppose that this law is just what they would have. I 
know that it is but tentative. I do not suppose that it embodies 
all the provisions they perhaps would choose. But they are try- 
ing to get something. They are trying to take a step forward in 
the direction of quiet and in the direction of a peaceable settle- 
ment of these internecine difficulties. 

Now, they have adopted this bill as a means of effecting, at 
least to a certain extent, a remedy. They propose to subject 
themselves to whatever burdens or difficulties may be in the bill; 
and under these circumstances, believing it to be the best legisla- 
tion now attainable, knowing that it meets their approval and 
that they desire its adoption, I am willirg to waive whatever 
of personal objections I may ctherwise have had, and assent to 
its passage. 

But, I tell you, gentlemen, that something must be done in this 
matter. There must be some method adopted for the adjustment 
of these differences and the settlement of the difficulties which 
confront us in this question. I sometimes hear a person say, 
‘Why, if that man is not satisfied with his condition as a laborer 
and with his wages let him quit his employment.” Ah, gentle- 
men, these men can not do that. There is the presence of every- 
day want on this classof men. When they quit work, no matter 
how insufficient they may regard the recompense, they fly into 
difficulty worse than their first estate. ; 

They can not wait. They can not be idle. Every day that a 
laboring man loses a day’s work a part of his capital is absorbed; 
no industry, no diligence, no zeal ever recovers that. If the 
employer's business is suspended for a day he but loses interest; 
to-morrow the work may be resumed; to-morrow his ital may 
be employed, and he has but lost in the interregnum of idleness 
interest only. But the other man, the laborer, loses capital that 
is precious to him, for it is his all. And more—behind him are the 











wife and the children; behind him is the fireless hearth, the empty 
larder. He can not wait; his necessities will not wait. Hunger 
will not cease; and therefore he does not come as an equal into the 
contest. All of the advantages are against him, and he alone is 
burdened with all of the disadvantages. Now, he says: “I am 
willing to accept this bill. Iam willing to take my chances under 
it. I am willing to submit to the burdens which the bill imposes.” 
It is no time, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, under these circum- 
stances, for quibbling over the matter. } 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. de 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman uses the singular number in his 
argument referring to the difficulties of the employee. Now, I 
would like to ask the gentleman—but first, is the gentleman a 
member of the Committee on Labor? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like to know whether the committee 
have had the corporations or employers before them anywhere in 
the United States in order to know how this legislation would 
operate in their business. 2 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman who explained 
the bill to state that it was satisfactory to all parties. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Absolutely. 

Mr. HULICK. It is not necessary that such arguments must 
be used to this House as have been very well: eared by the 

mtleman who has just addressed the House. e all, I appre- 

end, want to reach that object. We want to protect these la- 
borers. We want also to protect the employers. We want to 
adopt some legislation now—not at the next session, but at this 
session—that will meet these very demands; but these gentlemen 
who are so well versed in this, if it is so plain and so satisfactory, 
ought to be able to explain away all the objections and answer all 
the questions propounded. There are some things here that I am 
sure I do not understand, and doubtless, from what I have heard, 
there are others in the same situation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman, in his desire to protect these 
persons asking for this bill, it seems to me, is going a little farther 
than need be. They are not asking his protection. They are ask- 
ing for the passage of the bill. That is what they are here for— 
that is what their representatives tell us. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to inquire who are asking for 
the passage of this bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is asked for by E. E. Clark, of the Order of 
Railway Conductors; Frank P. Sargent and F. M. Arnold, of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen; P. M. Arthur, of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers; D. L. Cease and W. G. Edens, of 
the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and W. V. Powell, of the 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers. All the organizations concerned 
have put in writing their request and reasons for this bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What corporations ask for it? . 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. I 
will yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Van Vooruis]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I observe that the bill has 
been amended very radically. Iwill ask the gentleman in charge 
of it if these persons whose names he has read have been consulted 
about these amendments and have agreed to them? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Every oneof these amendments was suggested 
by the gentlemen whom I have named, and the amendments have 
been adopted at their instance. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It strikes me that it is use- 
less for Congress to attempt to do the impossible. There are cer- 
tain things which Congress has not the power to do, and one of 
those things is to make a contract for a man that he does not him- 
self agree to. 

These corporations do not employ their men on time contracts. 
They reserve the right to discharge a man at any moment when 
they see fit. They will not agree to employ him for two days at 
a time, much less fora month. And yet here in this bill Treada 
provision on page 5, the fourth subdivision of section 3: 

Fourth. That employees dissatisfied with the award shall not, by reason of 
such dissatisfaction, quit the service of the employer before the expiration 
of three months from and after the of such award, nor without giv- 
ing thirty days’ notice in writing of their intention so to quit. 

Congress steps in ani makes a contract for these men, if you can 
call it a contract, or it sends forth a fiat which obliges them to 
work against their will for three months, and they can only leave 
by giving thirty days’ notice, when at the same time the railroad 
we or the carrier can discharge them without a moment's 
notice. 

Mr. PENCE. All the parties upon both sides of these questions 
appeared before the committee and agreed to this provision; and 
ee re the parties upon both sides being satisfied, what 
possible objection can the tleman have? 

Mr. V VOORHIS of New York. Certain men have come 
together and agreed—— 

r. PENCE. But they are the ‘ies in interest? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. They are but a few of 
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them. Iam talking about this act when you cme to put it into 
actual practice. hen you come to enforce your decree, you will 
find that a decree in equity goes only against th: associations, and 
not against the members. Everybody knows tht itis utterly im- 
possible to enforce against individual stockhol:tsrs of a corpora- 
tion by process for contempt a decree rendere:; against the cor- 

ration itself, to which the individuals are n«*; parties. Much 
ess can it be done when the association is a vol:ntary one. I do 
not understand that these associations are all cor;crations. Many 
of them are mere voluntary associations; but whether they are 
corporations or not, they are not business corpor::tions. They are 
merely social corporations or associations. E\jn if you get a 
judgment against them, they have no property: .There is no way 
by which you can get a judgment against the in‘j: vidual members. 
You can only enforce your decree in equity, and ‘hereis no known 
rule of equity practice by which it can be done 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is urged that the passa. of this law will 
have a moral effect on the minds of ignorant m:; but when you 
take the laboring men of this country to be ignorant men, you 
make a great mistake. They are just as keen a. you are and they 
will see at once that this provision, which I haye read on page 5, 
the fourth subdivision of section 3, is utterly worthless and void. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT}. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have asked the gentlemen who have con- 
trol of this bill why they do not give us the names of the employ- 
ers, the names of the corporations who they aliege are in favor of 
this bill. They say that both sides are in favor of it, and yet the 
only names furnished are those of the leaders of: the great labor 
organizations which have conducted the great strikes in the last 
few years. 

New, I think we ought to hear from the other side. We have 
no account from the employers of labor. Without employers there 
can be no employment, and labor can receive no hire, The other 
side is to be heard from. They tell us that the Attorney-General 
is in favor of this bill; and yet we have no letter from the Depart- 
ment of Justice to that effect; and we are asked, in the expiring 
hours of this Congress, to consider a measure far transcending in 
importance any brought before us in many months of our session; 
and I do not think that a measure of this kind should be passed 
without the fullest consideration, both in the interest of the em- 
ployer and of the employed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will yield for an answer. 

Mr. McETTRICK. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
that national arbitration has been favored by all trades unions 
and organizations throughout the entire country. I, myself, have 
received possibly scores of petitions from different bodies in the 
State of Massachusetts, where, as the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
DINGLEY] has remarked, an arbitration commission has been es- 
stablished that has behind it public sentiment, and nothing but 
public sentiment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iwould state to the gentleman from New York 
that the Attorney-General drew this bill and sent it here for in- 
troduction, and the labor people have agreed to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SMITH of [llinois. Those of us who are compelled to sit 
here can not hear a word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The pointof orderis well taken. The Chair 
can not insist on gentlemen speaking louder. Gentlemen must 
resume their seats. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire a moment in reference to this. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. If gentlemen will take their seats other 
gentlemen can hear. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to say we can not lear from 
where I sit; and in order to hear we have to get where others are 
speaking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to keep order and 
keep gentlemen in their seats, if possible. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if there be one thing dear to 
American institutions, and dear to American citizens, it is the 
right of absolute freedom of contract; and here we have a meas- 
ure, proposed to be rushed through, depriving the employee to a 
certain extent of his freedom of contract, and on the other hand 
imposing a severe and arbitrary provision against the employers 
of Jabor throughout the country; and when I ask these gentlemen 
to give me the names of the employers of labor who favor this 
measure, they do not furnish one name. Give us the names of 
the railways thronghout the West and North and East, and the 
great employers of labor in every walk of life, who ask for the 
passage of this measure. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Has any railroad instructed you to oppose this bill? 
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Mr. BARTLETT. LIanswer the gentleman with great pleas- 
ure. No railroad of the United States has instructed me to op- 
pose this bill, or has requested me to oppose this bill, or has inter- 
viewed me, or spoken to me, or written to me at any time to oppose 
this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand that the Attorney-General has 
drawn up, in part, this bill, and favors it. I understand also that 
he is the attorney and director of a great many railroads, which 
employ a great many laborers of the country. [Laughter.] That 
ought to be eenory to the gentleman. 

.Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not rise to oppose this bill, but I rise 
to ask for it more careful consideration. I rise to object to the 
passage of a bill, hurriedly, of the scope and far-reaching pur- 
pose of this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, I do not; excuse me, General. I only 
ask for fair play to both sides; and while it may be true that the 
Attorney-General approves this bill to-day, how is it you have no 
letter from the Department of Justice? Why is it that you do 
not bring some communication from the Attorney-General, or 
from some one of his assistants, telling’us the views of the De- 
partment upon this question? Why is it that you do not tell us 
whether it was the original bill or the bill in its amended form 
that was approved by the Attorney-General? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Why, the Attorney-General drew it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. All these questions are left vague and un- 
certain. Now, I believe in protecting the interests of the Ameri- 
can laborer andthe American mechanic just as muchas any gentle- 
man here. I want to see American labor well paid. I want to 
see the American mechanic get his full amount of wages, and I 
am glad to say that I live in a city where we pay the mechanic 
and the skilled artisan, and the day laborer, too, higher wages than 
are paid in any other city in the countrv. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Not so high as are paid in 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ispeak just as much in the interest of labor 
as in the interest of the employer. What I want is fair play and 
justice for both, and I do not want to see a bill hurried through 
here which interferes with the freedom of contract of the Ameri- 
can citizen, whatever be his station, whether employer or em- 
ployee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tilinois [Mr. ener 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I could have wished 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepsBuRN], who is so clear 
and strong, had gone fully through this bill section by section, as 
he has evidently examined it, and given us the benefit of his 
opinion upon the bill in full, section by section, as he has given it 
in part, as to what this measure if enacted into law would accom- 
plish. So far as his remarks are concerned about the effect upon 
the laborer while he loses his employment, I indorse all that he says. 
When he says that this is no time to cavil, I indorse that, too. 
But, Mr. Chairman, this is atime to inquire. We make the laws. 
I could have wished that the Committee on Labor could have been 
so fortunate as to have reported and obtained consideration of this 
bill earlier in the session. However desirable it may be, if it be 
desirable, I fear that it is not to be enacted into law at this Con- 
gress, that it is not to through the Senate as well as through 
the House. So much in a general way. 

I understand from the explanation of the bill that the common 
carriers of the country may well be in favor of it. Gentlemen 
need not bring any proo* of that. Those people have got to oper- 
ate the railroads, and if the men ‘“‘ kick,” or will not work, or de- 
mand an increase of pay, or a change of any kind, of course the 
employers are willing to arbitrate and to accept the result, and if 
they refuse to accept the result their property is liable. That is 
all right. The same thing might be true as to the other side. 
They might be made liable in damages, and thatis all right. They 
have made a contract and they should be liable if they break it. 
But the gentleman from Iowa says—and I do not know whether 
he is correct or not—that when a labor organization makes the 
agreement of submission through its officers, whether there are 
1,000 or 100,000 men in the organization, it binds all the individ- 
ual members the same as if they signed the agreement, and when 
the award is made if they do not abide by it they must not only be 
held responsible for damages but also must be subject to punish- 
ment for contempt; that is, a workingman who exercises the 
right of an American to say, ‘‘I will not work longer,” 
may be imprisoned for contempt. 

r. BURN. The gen 
sent me. 


does not wish to misrepre- 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly not. I am not even criti- 
cising the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What the gentleman from Iowa said was that 
when this contract was made it would be made by the association, 
which would presumably be representative of all the members 
thereof. The gentleman from Illinois complains that a person 
who is not a party to the contract might be punished by the court 
for contempt. I submit that the gentleman has forgotten the 
methods of the courts in matters of contempt. If a man should 
be arrested for contempt of court he would undoubtedly be asked 
why he should not be punished for being in contempt, and then 
he would say, ‘‘I was not a party to the contract,” and he would 
be heard and would have his day in court. A man who was pun- 
ished for contempt would be held and punished for that to which 
he had been a party, not for that to which he had not been a party, 
and in being a party he would have consented in writing to all that 
was contained in the contract and the law. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, by way of sug- 
gestion, in reply to that—— 

ere The time of the gentleman from Illinoishas 
expired. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. I ask a few minutes more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman,f yield the gentleman from I- 
mee such further time as he may require to complete his re- 
marks. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, we have proceeded far enough 
to see the absolute necessity for understanding this bill a little 
better. It seems that I misunderstood my good friend from Iowa 
in his remarks awhile ago, and I do not know but I misunderstand 
him now. He says that a man can not be punished for contempt 
unless he has entered into an agreement. That is true, and of 
course a man ought not to be punished unless he has entered into 
the agreement. - But, if I understand the gentleman’s position, it 
necessarily follows that if the man belongs to an organization 
which enters into the agreement he prima facie indorses that agree- 
ment, and I ge pe that that would be held to be so unless he re- 
pudiated it. But lam suggesting thisquestion: Whether it is safe 
to enact legislation that will enable an American citizen to make 
an agreement to pay money or to render personal services, and 
then to provide, as a penalty for the breach of an agreement, im- 
prisonment for contempt, that contempt consisting in not obeying 
the decree of the court, andthe punishment without the interven- 
tion ofa jury or without a presentment by the grand jury. 

Mr. TERRY. Have not the courts been punishing men in that 
way already? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not enter into that question 
now; but if men have been punished in that way and mnder 
those circumstances, I will say that, in my judgment, they were 
punished without warrant of law. 

Now, lam not to be put in the position of caviling in regard 
to this measure. I suppose that, in common with other gentle- 
men, I represent a great block of population, nearly all of whom 
gain their bread in the sweat of their faces. I stand here acting 
for them and acting generally for the whole population. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does not the gentleman see that he pre- 
sumes to be a better friend of the laboring men than they are 
themselves? They come here and ask for this legislation. ey 
are willing to sacrifice a portion of their personal liberty (the 
loss of which the gentleman complains of) in the interest of their 
material welfare. They are the persons who ask you to pass this 


bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman asks me whether I 
do not see that I am assuming to be a better friend to the labor- 
ing men than they are to themselves. Let me answer that ques- 
tion, if can. Ihave not posed on this floor or elsewhere as a 
labor reformer par excellence. I sometimes doubt the sincerity 
of the politician who shouts aloud on all oceasions that he is the 
friend of labor and intimates that nobody eiseis. But I have a 
heritage of American citizenship. There is no road that labor in 
this country treads that I have not trod and that my children 
who are to follow me will not have to tread. 

A word further, and Iam done. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McETrTrick] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] have called attention to the fact that in Massachusetts 
there is a law providing for voluntary arbitration, a law which 
has been effective because it has operated upon public sentiment 
in the Commonwealth so that the people upon their own motion 
have conformed to the award. If that is true I welcome such a 
measure; and I am ready to enact a law for ne arbitration. 
lam willing to go further if we can safely do it, and that is what 
Iam trying to find out. And because I want to find this out I 
do not want any self-constituted leaders of labor on the floor of this 
House to say, at least by manner if not by word, that they par 
excellence represent labor and I do not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey _ Dunn]. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, when the committee unanimously 
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reported this bill to the House it was not supposed for a single 
moment by any of its members that the opposition which has since 
developed would a It seems to be the desire of those who 
are opposed to this bill, not to get at the gist of the measure, but 
to befog it just as much as possible in order to prevent its passage. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Who is opposing the bill? 

Mr. DUNN. Well, what are you doing? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am trying to find out about the 


bill. Have you ever read it? Answer that question. 
Mr. DUNN. Ihave. Iam one of the committee. I know all 
about it 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I will listen to the gentleman 
with great pleasure while he explains it. 
Mr. DUNN. I do not want the gentleman to ma‘s another 
ch in my time. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to support this bil if I can 
di 


0 so. 

Mr. DUNN. This, with kindred measures, has been before the 
Committee on Labor since the beginning, I may say, of the last 
session of this Congress. There have been a thirty or forty 
bills looking in the direction which this , and they have all 
been boiled down into this one, upon which all parties in interest 
have agreed. We did not suppose there would be the slightest 
objection to the measure, and we do not know now why there 
should be any. The gentleman, if he has read the bill, ought to 
know that its provisions are inoperative unless the parties in con- 
troversy contract voluntarily that they will submit to its terms. 

If a decree in chancery is made by a court, has not the court 
power to enforce the decree? And does the enforcement involve 
any undue encroachment upon American liberty? If men violate 
the contracts which they have made, they come under the opera- 
tion of the rules of courts of equity, and when a decision has been 
made against them, are they not liable to punishment for con- 
tempt or failure to tthe decree? Whynot? The parties to 
a contract made under this bill sign voluntarily a contract which 
binds them. They do not come under this bill until they do so. 
Does the gentleman now understand that provision of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, it does not—— 

Mr. DUNN. I ask you, do you understand that part of the 
bill? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I do not know whether I do or not. 

Mr. DUNN. Very well; then I can not make you understand. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to ask a question in good 
faith, to see whether I do or do not understand the bill as the gen- 
tleman understands it. I am not antagonizing the p e of 
this bill. I put this question to the gentleman in good faith: 

Suppose an officer or officers representing one of these labor or- 
ganizations should sign an agreement to arbitrate. Theremay be 
10,000 members in the organization, and possibly but one of them 
has — Now are the other 9,999 bound when they have not 
signed? 


Mr. DUNN. The organization acts through its properly con- 
stituted heads, and of course their action—that is, the action of 
the superior officers—binds the members of the organization. 
Therefore, when an agreement of that kind is signed, all of the 
members are bound; and what they say or do in regard to the con- 
tract is done with a knowledge that the whole organization is be- 
hind them. The bill itself says, that if a member or members of 
the organization dispute the award, such persons are immediately 
deprived of the benefits of the organization. 

r. CANNON of Dilinois. But is that all of the penalty? Is 
there no other penalty? 

Mr. SWANSON. [If the gentleman from Illinois will read line 
10, on page 4, he will see that it is provided that one of the arbi- 
trators is to be named by the carrier or employer directly inter- 
ested; the other by the labor organization to which the employees 
a interested belong. 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. So thatthe action of this person, named 
by the organization, is the act of the organization itself. 

Now, we are to-day, as every member in the House knows, on 
the very brink of what ma an industrial revolution. The 
committee have tried, with all the lights before them, to formulate 
some measure that would meet the threatened exigency. We have 
expended labor and time; we have had before us Mr. Carroll D. 

Vright and other men familiar with and interested in these ques- 
tions; we have had representative men on both sides of the ques- 
tion, as to the controversy between labor and capital in this 
country, and the provisions of this bill embody the unanimous 
consent and the combined wisdom of men directly and vitally in- 
terested in the controversy and after a hearing of all sides before 
the committee. We have placed it before the House as a measure 
that meets the ere of all parties. If the House will not 
accept it we can only say that we have done our duty to the best 
of our e 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman who is now on the floor may have a little fur- 





ther time. I have interrupted him a good deal myself, and this 
is quite an important matter. 

Mr. DUNN. I shall only need about three minutes longer. 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. I ask that the gentleman may be 
permitted to proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam very much obliged to the committee- 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, before the gentleman proceeds 
I wish to get at a question of fact. 

Mr.DUNN. Very well; I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr.CANNON of [llinois. I agree with the gentleman in what 
he has said about the necessity for some action in regard to this 
matter. But here is a difficulty: When a labor organization di- 
rects its officers to make an agreement by command of the organi- 
zation, and the officers make an agreement, submitting the ques- 
tion in controversy to award, then I askif,in the judgment of 
the committee, under the provisions of this bill every member of 
that labor organization becomes a party to the agreement? 

Mr. DUNN. Why, certainly; of course. Is not every director 
on the board in a railroad company a part of the body corporate, 
and acting for it? And does he not act, under all the judicial de- 
cisions, for the whole company? Does not the action of the board 
of directors in those matters over which they have legitimate con- 
trol bind the company? Who doubts it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then each individual member of 
the labor organization is subject to punishment for contempt in 
the event of a violation of the judgment of the court, in the opin- 
ion of the gentleman? 

Mr. DUNN. Why, certainly. It must in the very nature of 
things be the case; else a decree would have no force. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I am only asking for the facts. 
Iam not criticising the provision. I only want to find out what 
— views of the committee are and what the bill is calculated 
to do. 

Mr. DUNN. Well, if you have found it out Iam glad. You 
are usually bright enough, and I have been trying to make you 
understand this question with all my might. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that this is the best bill the com- 
mittee was able to devise. It may not be the best, but itis at 
least in the right direction. The country wants us to do some- 
thing. We have presented a measure here which has run the 
gantlet of all the parties interested, and which meets the ap- 
proval of all of them. If yourefuse to allow it to pass, the failure 
of this House must rest upon you who oppose it and not upon us. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNon] that it is a matter of regret that the Com- 
mittee on Labor have been unable to secure an earlier date for the 
consideration of bills reported by them. But, sir, the committee 
are not responsible for this delay. Some of these measures, very 
important, too, were reported during the last session. Nothing 
can be gained now, however, by occupying any part of the few 
hours of this day set apart for consideration of these bills in dis- 
cussing the question as to what or who is responsiblefor the delay 
or whether it was unavoidable. 
tribunal before which those engaged in interstate commerce, em- 
ployers or employees, may appeal for decision on differences as 
to terms and conditions of employment, rates of wages, hours 

This bill is designed to provide means for securing an impartial 
of service, or any other disputed questions on which they are un- 
able to agree, and that are likely to result in strikes or lockouts 
with their resultant disastrous consequences to the public at large 
as well as to the disputants. As to the desirability of seeking 
any reasonable method of preventing the recurrence of those in- 
dustrial wars, which have become such a prominent feature of our 
economic condition during the past quarter of a century, there is 
but one opinion, so that it is useless to argue that question here. 
Unfortunately, unless totally oblivious of the surroundings, no 
person can have failed to become impressed with the fact that 
strikes have become chronic in our industral system, for there is 
scarcely a day in the year when the modern temple of Janus is 
closed. 

It seems to matter little that the results in nine cases out of ten 
are disastrous to both parties to the controversy; that even when 
successful in securing the object sought to the wage earners, eren 
in those successful cases the effect from a pecuniary point of 
view is nct encouraging. The object lesson seems to be lost, and 
so one contest is scarcely settled one way or the other before an- 
other strike is declared. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the committee believe that strikes are not 
necessary; that in the vast majority of cases they arise from 
misunderstandings; which explanations would remove; that if 
some arbiter in whose integrity both parties to the dispute had 
confidence and who should be chosen with special reference to his 
knowledge of the matters in controversy could be selected and 
duly authorized by law to hear both sides and decide the question, 
and so far as the law may operate, without being tyrannical or 
without interfering with the inalienable rights of the citizen, 
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should be empowered to enforce the decision, there would eres 
if ever be an occasion for strikes. And that is what this bi 
seeks to do. It seeks to provide the machinery by which such 
an umpire may be selected, to have such machinery ready before 
the dispute arises, that, being selected before either side omes 
inflamed by passion, both may yield ready obedience to its decrees 
without feeling any humiliation in such submission. . 

That the bill, if enacted, will realize all its more ardent friends 
anticipate may possibly not be true. ; 

I am frank to say that the question of bringing those quasi 
public officials, that is, common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce, within the provisions of special laws affecting the 
terms of employment, without thereby unduly infringing on the 
rights and liberties of the citizen to dispose of or secure labor on 
terms mutually satisfactory, is one of great intricacy and deli- 
cacy, and many attempts at its solution may be necessary before 
we arrive at that which will be entirely satisfactory. 

But, even so, should we refuse to pass any law on this subject 
because ibly or even probably the first one may need amend- 
ment? we applied such a test as that to all proposed laws we 
should block the way to all legislation. The present condition is 
fast becoming intolerable. On more than one occasion during the 
past year the condition of our interstate commerce has been not 
only ae but alarming to all lovers of republicanism in 
consequence of labor troubles that everyone believes might have 
been, and would have been, ayoided»had there been in existence 
such a board as that proposed in this bill authorized to take cog- 
nizance of the disputes in their incipient stages. 

Now, the question has been asked, How are decisions against 
the employees to be enforced? Do you propose to punish a man 
for contempt of court for refusing to work on the terms ordered? 
In the first place, Mr. Chairman, the great majority of people are 
desirous of living up to their agreements. Notwithstanding the 
views of pessimists, most people are honest and willing to perform 
their obligations in strict accordance with fairly deducible terms 
of contract. I believe, sir, that if courts for the enforced pay- 
ment of debts were abolished, and the machinery of the law could 
be invoked no further than to declare whatin justice and in equity 
ought to be done by the contracting parties, that business and 
commercial intercourse would not be injuriously affected by the 
change. No debts are more sacredly discharged than those of 
honor. All civilized nations and communities are willing to make 
any sacrifices to pay those debts that can not be collected or need 
not be paid except voluntarily. 

Then, sir, when men of superior intelligence, who make the un- 
disputed claim to represent authoritatively over 1,000,000 work- 
men whose various vocations demand more than average skill 
and reliability, come voluntarily and assist in the creation of a 
board of arbitration, as they have done in the preparation of this 
bill, and signify their willingness to abide the result, what rea- 
sonable assumption can exist for impugning their good faith or 
questioning that their constituents will loyally submit to the de- 
cision of this mutually acceptable tribunal? 

Iam no labor agitator nor have I ever sought distinction by 
posing as a special champion of ‘‘ workingmen,” so called as dis- 
tinguished from any other portion of the ot but I believe that 
I may assert without being charged with demagogy, that the mem- 
bers of the organizations whose representatives assisted in the prep- 
aration of this bill and assented to it as reported are at least on 
a level with the average citizens of the nation as to reliability and 
integrity. 

Now, as to the hardship of compelling a man to abide by his 
voluntary contract, when it takes the form of laboring on terms 
not entirely satisfactory: It has been said that the men to whom 
this proposed law would be applicable are in a measure public 
officials, have been recognized as such by laws heretofore enacted, 
notably the interstate-commerce law, and that it would not be so 

ta hardship for them to continue in their employment the 
irty days proposed by this bill as it is for others who enter the 
military service, and who are compelled to serve the term of their 
enlistment, even though a great part of the time they may render 
what may be called involuntary servitude. In any event, no one 
would be compelled to work who had not voluntarily agreed to 
accept the terms before entering the service. 

I am as unalterably opposed to any system of involuntary arbi- 
tration, if we can conceive of such a contradiction, as any man 
can be, but I have no fears that any measure found in practical 
operation to be onerous or oppressive would be permitted to re- 
main a law while freemen have the right of franchise and the 
ju ent to use it with intelligence and discretion. In obedience 
to the peopie’s will it would be either amended or repealed alto- 
gether, if its operation proved its evils greater than its blessings. 

Besides, this bill is not mandatory. It only provides*for the es- 
tablishment of a tribunal to which disputants may appeal. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it has been urged —* 6 measure 
that no railway corporations appeared in its . That may 


be literally true, but the fact that such a bill was pending before 
this Congress has been widely heralded and has been very gener- 
ally known. If the railroads failed to oppose it, and, so far as I 
am informed, though a member of the committee, not one has 
remonstrated against it, the conclusion is a fair one that it has re- 
ceived at least their tacit approval, and that they are anxious to 
see its efficiency tested. Moreover, as has been stated here, this 
bill was drawn by the Attorney-General, a gentleman who from 
his high position and wide experience must have exercised due 
regard for the interests of both parties. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
allow a 6 Fae 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 1 see in section 2 of the bill that it 

rovides that whenever a controversy concerning wages, hours of 
abor, or conditions of employment shall arise between a carrier 
subject to this act, and the employees of such carrier, seriously 
interrupting or threatening to interrupt the business of said car- 
rier, the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
the Commissioner of Labor shall, with all practicable expedition, 
put themselves in communication with tie parties to such contro- 
versy and shall use their best efforts, by mediation and concilia- 
tion, to amicably settle the same. Now,suppose the Commis- 
sioner of Labor and the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission do not agree as to the propriety of any such media- 
tion as is contemplated here, what provision have you for action 
in the premises? 

Mr. DMAN. lLask the gentleman to read section 3. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the gentleman will find that point fully 
covered in the section of the bill following the one indicated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that can be obviated by amending 
section 2, making it obligatory upon them to interfere upon the 
request of either party. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In the construction of this second 
section, as it is printed in the bill, it seems to me that thereisa - 
radical defect. 

Mr. RYAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the time allowed for the dis- 
cussion of this and other bills of the very greatest importance re- 
ported from the Labor Committee and not yet reached is so brief 
that I shall not take up the time of this committee by pointing 
out the very many advantages likely, in my judgment, to accrue 
from its enactment. I am certain that the moral effect of its pas- 
sage will be very great in the direction of peace. 

he labor organizations to be directly affected express full con- 
fidence in its efficacy to remove many of the obstacles hitherto 
found to be insurmountable in coming face to face on terms of 
perfect equality with their employers. 

On the other hand, the railroad companies apparently welcome 
the bill as affording a means through which many questions re- 
lating to the operations of their roads may be explained to the 
satisfaction of their employees, and by which at least many of 
the differences that are continually arising between them as to 
what are just and proper exactions and reasonable wages therefor 
may be satisfactorily adjusted. If it does not operate well it can 
be sceey amended or repealed. In any event conditions can 
scarcely be worse than at present, when the only remedy for every 
slight misunderstanding seems to be the calling out of troops, 
with all the deplorable attendant consequences. As one who 
earnestly desires the success of every measure that tends toward 
industrial _ I most earnestly advocate the passage of this bill. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Iask that general leave to print be granted. 

Mr. McGANN. Iaskthat general leave to print on this bill be 
given to members, not to extend beyond this sossion. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, representing as I do a 
Congressional district in which there are some ten thousand wage 
earners largely engaged in the production of commodities that 
enter into interstate traffic, I feel a great deal of interest in this 
measure. I shall not attempt to deal with it at any considerable 
length. I am aware of the necessity of the hour, and I shall not 
occupy beyond ten minutes of time. I desire that other gentle- 
men shall have the opportunity to be heard, and I hope that the 
bill may be pushed — forward. 

I do not look upon this bill as the perfection of legislation, but 
I want to reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], 
who demanded to know if the employers of labor had recom- 
mended the passage of this bill, and called for a list of their 
names. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my opinion, based upon observation and ex- 
perience in Congress, that when the railroad organizations of the 
country and the great employers of labor of the country are o 

to a measure pending in Congress they manage to be heard. 

e generally find out something about their 4 ee and it 

comes to us from them upon their own motion, erefore their 

silence, in my judgment, gives consent to the propriety of this 
measure. 
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I adopt the words of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
who said, with more eloquence and force than itis possible for me 
to speak, that something must be done; and basing my upon 
that declaration, as thus adopted by myself, I am g to try 
the experiment of the pending measure. AndI should change 
this measure in this form, if I could be the legislative power single- 
handed and alone. I would put the employer and the employee 
upon a nearer and more equitable footing of equality. Ido not 
consider in this case this result has been worked out; and yet they 
are not upon an equality and they can scarcely be upon an 
equality by any human enactment. It is impossible to place the 
recovery of special damages in a measure of this kind so that it 
will operate equally on a man with property and one without 
property; but the board may proceed by the exercise and in fur- 
therance of an equitable j iction of the court, and, it seems to 
me, give an equality of right there that can be depended upon to 
secure fairness and justice between these joining parties. : 

I agree with the suggestion made by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. TAWNEY] that there must be an amendment making 
it compulsory upon these two representatives, the chairman of 
the Interstate Commerce Committee and the Commissioner of 
Labor, to answer when properly called upon, when their aid is 
properly invoked, because anything short of that would result in 
what the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Hopkins] has well stated, 
that one might be opposed and the other favorable, and that would 
be the end; and the law would fail of beneficial effects. That 
amendment must be clearly put into the bill. 3 

But we must have something in this country to prevent strikes 
and yet secure justice to labor, and we must experiment on it 
until we reach that result. I will not vote fora bill for compulsory 
arbitration. I want to suggest to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BarTLetr] that while perhaps he is authorized 
and justified to — enthusiastically of the wages paid in 
the city of New York to labor employees, it has been but a 
few days since one of the principal elements of ‘‘Greater New 
York” found itself going afoot through the snow-covered streets 
of Brooklyn and invoking the interference of the militia of New 
York to put down turbulence and violence, which, it seems to me, 
might easily have been avoided by the invocation of the power in 
this bill had this bill been the law at the time. So that, while 
this bill does not apply directly to many of the men of my dis- 
trict, it does directly affect the transportation of the commodities 
that are in such vast quantities produced in my district. 

My Congressional district produces almost one-half of the 16,- 
000,000 tons of bituminous coal that is annually produced in the 
State of Ohio. The transportation of that coal extends away out 
into the other States, and becomes, from the moment it is de- 
posited upon the car at the coal tipple, interstate commerce in all 
that is implied by that term. If we could have some sort of an 
arrangement in the law of this country by which controversies 
which grow out of the price of transportation, the cost of railroad 
freight, and which indi y affect the labor of the employee, I 
would be very glad and we could reach one class of gentlemen 
who are a curse to our community and to all other communities, 
a class of men who live upon the labor and members of labor or- 
ganizations, who live upon high salaries during the dency of 
D ity and who o ize strikes, and, in my Tadueneame sell 
out the beginning of the strike and later on sell the conclusion of 
the strike, but who in the darkest hour that my section of country 
ever witnessed, and thatin this hour, when starvation has invaded 
the homes of more than 10,000 people, have not been heard from, 
not even giving advice, not even making su tions, while they 
have been with remarkable promptness drawing their pay .1s presi- 
dents and managers and walking delegates of these labor organi- 
zations. Let us have something that will put it within the power 
of these men, of organized labor and men notin o: ized labor, to 
invoke the judgment of a disinterested judicial tribunal that will 
settle these controversies. I hope this bill will . 

The committee here rose, that the House might recéive a mes- 
sage from the Senate. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed of the 
bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition to be held under the auspices of Balti- 
more Centennial Association, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the 
free zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to 
the United States, asked a conference with the House on the joint 
resolution and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Harris, Mr. 
MoRRILL, and Mr. Coxe as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 

communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s com- 
pany of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest; 

A bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney; and 

A bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia 
a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the 
surveyor’s office. 

CHANGE OF CONFEREE. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] be appointed one of the 
conferees on the fortifications bill instead of Mr. Binguam, who. 
is absent, sick. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The committee will again resume its session. 


ARBITRATION. 


Mr. McGANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be considered as closed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. [I object. 

Mr. McGANN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DocKkERY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R.8556 and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. McGANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
the bill H.R. 8556; and, pending that, I move that all general 
debate be considered as closed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whoie for the purpose 
of considering the bill H. R. 8556; and, pending that, moves that 
all general debate be considered as closed. The question will 
first be taken on the proposition to close debate. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 10. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of the bill. 


PROF. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
consideration of this resolution for the return of a bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the engrossed copy of joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting per- 
mission for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of 
the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. C. L. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection this resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. It is for the purpose of correcting an 
error that occurred yesterday. 

There was no objection. 


ARBITRATION. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of the bill under consideration 
when the committee rose. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKEryY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H.R.8556, and general debate 
has been closed by order of the House. The Clerk will report the 
first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of this act shall apply to any com- 
mon carrier or carriers and their officers, agents, and employees engaged in 
the tion of mgers or property wholly by railroad, or partly 
by railroad and partly by water, when both are used under a common con- 
trol, ment, or arrangement, for a continuous carriage or shipment 
from one State or Territory of the United States, or the District of Colum- 
bia, to any other State or Territory of the United States, or the District of 
Columbia, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign 
country, or from any place in the United States through a foreign country 
to any other place in the United States. 

The term “railroad” as used in this act shall include all bridges and ferries 
used or operated in connection with any railroad, and affSo all the road in use 
by any corporation operating a r , whether owned or operated under a 
contract, agreement, or lease; and the term ‘transportation ” shall include 
all talities of shipment or carriage. 

The term “employees ”’ as used in this act shall include all persons actually 
engaged in any capacity in train operation or car service of any description, 
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that the cars upon or in which they are emplores may 
be held and opera by the carrier under lease or other contract. ever 
such case the shall be ible for the acts and defaults of suc 
ouaneneee in the same manner and to the same extent as if said cars were 
owned by it and said employees directl —— by it, and any provisions 
to the contrary of any such lease or other contract shall be binding only as 
between the parties thereto and shall not affect the obligations of said car- 
rier either to the public or to the private parties concerned. 

The wages paid by carriers subject to this act for any service rendered or 
to be rentered in the transportation aforesaid, or in connection therewith, 
or for the soon delivering, storage,and handling of such property, and 
the rules and regu! aoe such employees, shall be reasonable and 
just. This provision sb not affect the right to make contracts for such 
wages not in contravention of any of the provisions of this act. 

An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

After the word “employees,” in line 4, insert “except seamen as defined in 
section 4612, Revised Statutes of the United States." 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to have some explana- 
tion of that amendment. 

Mr. McGANN. The seamen have expressed a desire to be ex- 
empted from the operation of the law, and this amendment is in- 
serted at their request. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it exempt also the owners of vessels? 

Mr. McGANN. While that was not specifically stated, it was 
— erstood that all who were engaged in a seafaring life were to 

» exempt. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not be well to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make it read “except owners of vessels seamen 
as defined in section 4612 of the Revised Statutes?” 

Mr. McGANN. We will accept that amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to, and the com- 
mittee amendment as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I did not object to 
the adoption of that amendment because the gentleman in charge 
of the bill seemed to think it is proper, but I find immediately 
following the amendment this language: ‘‘ Engaged in the trans- 
—— of pave i or Rooney wholly by railroad or partly 

y railroad and partly by water.” Now, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill whether, after the adoption of the 
committee’s amendment, those words ‘‘partly by water” ought 
not to be stricken out? 

. ER . I think not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not? The bill as amended is 
not to apply to seamen or to the owners of vessels. 

Mr. SIMPSON. . if the gentleman will read what follows he will 
see that it says: ‘‘ When both are used under a common control, 
management, or arrangement for a continuous carriage or ship- 
ment from one State or Territory of the United States to any 
other State or Territory.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I understand that the words 
read by the gentleman are intended to modify the amendment 
which we have just adopted, providing that seamen and owners 
of vessels shall be excepted? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir; and I think that is right. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on looking at section 4612 of the 
Revised Statutes I find that the contract there contemplated is be- 
tween the ‘‘ master” of a vessel and the seamen. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment which I offered a moment 
ago be modified so as to substitute the word ‘‘ masters” for the 
word ‘‘owners,” making the amendment read, ‘except masters 
of vessels and seamen,” etc. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That whenever a controversy concerning wages, hours of labor, or 
ieellnael eat crcneamtels min olln ceeenesaetee 
raps te business of said carrier, the Sabrina, of the Interstate , ecemonnen 


Commission and the Commissioner of Labor shall, with all practicable expe- 
dition, put themselves jn communication with the parties to such contro- 


versy and shall use their best efforts, hy mediation and conciliation, to ami- 
cably settle the same; and if such efforts shall be unsuccessful shall then 
endeavor to bring about an arbitration of said controversy in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. 
; An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
OWS: 
Line 10, section 2, strike out the word “then” and insert “at once.” 
The amendment was > 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. 
to section 2. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend at the end of line 6, page 3, after “shall,” the following: 
Mme be hee of ees alee 


and maswitanting 
r 


‘ , [desire to offer an amendment 


ersy.” 
Mr. ERDMAN. I that. 
‘The amendment was ted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
to thin act and the employees of en ee ee ree 
the manner pro in the section, 


in vided 
controversy may be submitted tothe arbitration of a of 
the of the Interstate Commerce 
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be named by the labor organization to which the employees directly inter- 
ested belong, or, if they belong to more than one, by that one of them which 
specially — employees of the same grade and class and en d in 
services of the same nature as said employees so directly inte : Pro- 
vided, however, That when a controversy involves and affects the interests of 
two or more classes and grades of employees belonging to different labor 
organizations, such arbitrator shall be agreed upon cot designated by the 
concurrent action of all such labor organizations. The submission shall be 
in writing, shall be signed by the employer and by the labor organization 
resenting the employees, shall state the questions to be decided, and shall 
on appropriate provisions by which the respective parties shall stipulate, 
as follows: 

First. That pending the arbitration the existing status shall not be \ 

Second. That the award shall be filed in the clerk's office of the circuit 
court of the United States for any district wherein the employer carries on 
business, and shall be final and conclusive upon both parties, unless set aside 
for error of law apparent on the record. 

d. That the respective parties to the award will each faithfully exe- 
cute the same, and that the same may be specifically enforced in equity so far 
as the powers of a court of equity permit. 

Fourth. That employees dissa d with the award shall not 
such dissatisfaction quit the service of the employer before the expiration of 
three months from and after the making of such award, nor without giving 
three months’ notice in writing of their intention so to quit. 

Fifth. That said award shall continue in force as between the ies 
thereto for the period of two years after the same shall go into practical op- 
eration, and no new arbitration upon the same subject between the same 
TT and the same class of employees shall be had until the expiration 
of two years. 

An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Section 3, lines 6 and 7, strike out the words “of whom the chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission shall be one and the other two of whom,” 
and insert the word “* who.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to to that 
amendment. I am not particularly opposed to this particular 
change which the committee recommend, but I desire now to make 
the remarks which I propose to address to the committee upon 
this bill. This measure is proposed to be hurried through the 
House after very brief and immature consideration, although to 
my mind, not quite unfamiliar with constitutional questions, it 
seems to contravene certain provisions of the Federal Constitu- 
tion. It is true that the Congress has the power to regulate com- 
merce among the several States, but when that provision of the 
Constitution is carefully considered, it means what? It means 
that Congress has power to regulate the relations between the 
common carriers controlling the various modes of interstate trans- 
portation and the public; but I do not believe that the constitu- 
tional power to regulate interstate commerce can be fairly con- 
strued or held to apply to disagreements or dissensions between 
the employer and the employee, and I challenge the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to cite any case or the decision of any court 
where it has been held that that provision of the Constitution 
under which we now assume to act can cover the relations of em- 
pare and employee. 

r. TERRY. Take the Toledo cases. _ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not the Constitution apply to the instru- 
mentalities of commerce? : 

Mr. BARTLETT. It applies to the instrumentalities in one 


sense. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would it not apply to a car, a locomotive, or 
a railroad track? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Those are means of transportation; but it 
can not apply, according to my construction of the Constitution, 
to the relations between laborers and their employers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it would apply to an engine, would it not 
apply also to the engineer, as an instrumentality of commerce? 

. BARTLETT. Not according to myview. It is true, Mr. 
Chairman, that there is no express provision in the Constitution 
that the Congress shall not impair the obligation of a contract, 
but there is an implied prohibition of that kind in the provision 
which says that no State may eet the obligation of a contract, 
and it would seem to me that by legislation of this character you 
seek to disturb the relations of capital and labor and to make those 
relations unstable and insecure. Now, I am in favor of the inter- 
ests of the mechanic and the laborer. I have the honor to repre- 
sent in large part a labor district, and the interests of the laborer 
are just as dear to my heart as they are to any member of the 
Committee on Labor. 

But let us consider for a few moments certain objections to this 
bill. They tell us it is not mandatory; they say it is merely per- 
missive, because they use the word ‘‘may” in one section. et 
they use the word ‘‘shall” in every other section and in every 
other part of the bill. If the measure be once enacted as it reads 
to-day it will be held that it is mandatory, not permissive, in its 
provisions. If it were simply permissive, why pass it? Why bring 
it 7 for consideration? If merely permissive it would be of no 
earthly avail or consequence. It is intended to be absolute and 
mandatory in its requirements, and as soon as it is placed upon 
the statute book every advocate of the law will favor that con- 
struction. 

Let us examine some of these isions. It is ided that 
‘the controversy may be submitted;” and then the bill goes on to 
say that the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
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and the Commissioner of Labor shall with all possible expedition 
put themselves in communication and go on to the appointment 
of these arbitrators; and every successive provision of the bill is 
absolute and mandatory. The word “shall” is used in every 
other case. 

Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I can not ae to the gentleman, for two 
reasons: One is that my time is limited; the other is that I have 
so much respect for the distinguished ability of the gentleman 
from Iowa that it might be somewhat difficult for me to answer 
all his questions offhand without more time. [Laughter. 

Let me say a word or two in regard to the interests of labor. 
It is to the interest of labor, it is to the interest of the artisan, the 
mechanic, the day laborer, any man engaged in any phase of 
labor, that he should have—what? That he should have employ- 
ment, fair wages, and fair treatment. Thatis all. Now, is not 
the existing law fair enough both to the employer and the em- 
ployed? Has not the employee in this country every opportu- 
nity—— 

Mat the hammer fell.] ; 
r. McGANN. Lask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
for five minutes. 

There was no objection. Bee A 

Mr. BARTLETT. There is another point involved in this dis- 
cussion. The men who are banded together in these labor organ- 
izations do not form in every instance members of a corporation. 
In many instances the association is merely a voluntary one. In 
these cases it would be impossible to enforce any one of these pro- 
visions against any member. If you say you want to have the 
right to enforce a decree or judgment of a court by issuing process 
for contempt, I say it would be absolutely impossible to enforce 
any such process against the member of a merely voluntary asso- 
ciation. 

And, gentlemen, there is another reason why I do not wish to 
see this tin pass in haste, and that is because the particular pro- 
vision which was drafted by the Attorney-General of the United 
States, and which was designed to enforce law and order against 
lawlessness and anarchy, has been stricken out by the committee. 
Section 10 of the bill, as drafted by Mr. Olney, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, provided— 

That whenever a controversy between a carrier subject to this act and its 
employees shall be of such nature and itude as to prevent or obstruct, 
or threaten to prevent or obstruct, the operation of its railroad or “5 54> 
stantial part thereof, and thereby ee threaten to inflict, upon the lo- 
See Sn at tes Udised Bintan if satided 
thet ence contrarian can not he adiemned by mediation and conciliation or 


by arbitration, may file a bill or bills in equity to prevent the commission or 
continuance of the public mischiefs ca‘ or threatened. 


Now, gentlemen, the committee strike out that salutary pro- 
vision; and why? Because they wish to declare that they are 
against upholding law and order when opposed by lawlessness or 
threatened violence? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, gentlemen, I have, on more than one 
occasion, seen something practically of “‘strikes;” and I tell you 
that the Congress of the United States, after its noble action in 
July last in commending the President of the United States for 
his grand conduct in reference to the Chicago strike, can not af- 
ford to-day to go back on its record and declare in favor of a spirit 
of lawlessness; and such would practically be the declaration of 
this House in striking out this one saving provision of the bill in- 
serted a the law officer of our Government. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You are satisfied that the action of the At- 
torney-General was proper under existing law, are you not—the 
action you have just commended? 

Mr. TLETT. lam absolutely satisfied that what was done 

last summer was right. 
_ Mr. HEPBURN. Then, if it was perfectly proper under exist- 
ing law, why do you wish to reenact that law? The provision 
for which the gentleman is now contending simply reenacts what 
he and I believe to be the law. ar it in this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Because I think it is a salutary provision, 
and one which should be reenacted to remove any possible doubt. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

Mr BARTLETT ; Mz, Chainune, th maining 

’ ‘ . Chai in the one minute remaining I 
desire to make it clear that I speak quite as much in the interest 
of labor as I do of capital. I want freedom of contract whic 
is assured to us by our fundamental and organic law to remain 
ee If any law of this character is to be passed and if it 
is y intended to be permissive in its scope and design, letit be 
on at the proper time and let it receive due and careful 
consideration before being placed upon the statute book to remain 
perhaps forever. 

I say that it is just as much in the interest of American labor 
the stability and security of employment and the securing of good 
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wages for the laborer, that this should be done as itis in the inter- 
est of any other class of the community. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

r. DUNN. Mr. Chairman,I desire to submit a few words in 
regard to this matter. 

am against this amendment now proposed, or any other amend- 
ment that will in any way embarrass or endanger the passage of 
this bill. I wish to say further that when the gentleman from 
New York says or intimates that this bill is not acceptable to the 
Attorney-General, or that his ideas were stricken out by the com- 
mittee, he is not well informed upon the subject, to say the least 
about it. I prefer, for my part, to take the cpinion of the Attor- 
ney-Gereral in preference to the opinion of the gentleman from 
New York, much as I regard him and his ability. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow a single question? 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir; you would not allow me to question you. 
{Laughter.] And, Mr. Chairman, when the gentieman says he 
represents the great mass of the laboring people of his district I 
am reminded of the Pharisee who was walking along a ditch, and 
following a gentleman in front of him, who turned around and 
said, ‘‘Who are you, and what are you?” The fellow addressed 
said, **I am a humble follower of the Lord.” ‘‘Get out!” said 
the gentleman, ‘‘if the Lord knew you were following him around 
he would kick you into the canal.” [Laughter.] Now, if the 
working people of this gentleman's district in New York knew 
that he is representing them on this floor upon this question they 
a throw him into the East River as soonas possible. [Laugh- 
ter. 
eb BARTLETT. What do the people of your district think 
of you? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. BARTLETT], who appears to be opposed to this bill upon 
constitutional grounds, takes the position that the action of the 
President of the United States in the late strikes in Illinois was 
constitutional in the iace of the very provisions of the Constitution 
itself to the contrary. The strike in the State of Illinois in 1894 
was a domestic affair. It was an affair between the people of Illi- 
nois themselves. There was no invasion by any foreign power. 
There was no invasion from the people of any other of the States 
of the Union. It was strictly a domestic affair of the people of the 
State, and under section four of Article IV of the Constitution of 
the United States the President had no power to interfere in the 
domestic affairs of the State. 

On the 16th day of July, 1894, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrREARY] offered the following resolution, which was adopted by 
the House, and which will be found on page 7544 of the Conanks- 
SIONAL RECORD: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives indorses the prompt and vigorons 
efforts of the President and his administration to suppress lawlessness, restore 
order, and prevent improper interference with the enforcement of the laws of the 
United States, and with the transportation of the mails of the United States, and 
with interstate commerce, and pledges the President hearty support and deems 
the success that has already attended his efforts cause for public and general con- 
gratulation.—_CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 7544, J uiy 16, 1894. 

No member of this House is more earnest in his desire to see that 
the laws of our country, both State and Federal, are vigorously 
enforeed than I am, but I am equally as earnest in the demand that 
the laws shall be enforced in a lawful and constitutional manner. 
To break one law, or to violate the Constitution on the pretext of 
enforcing another law, is indefensible. At the time the House 
passed this resolution in commendation of the action of the Presi- 
dent in sending Federal troops to Chicago during the strike of last 
year but few members of the House were in their seats; and it was 
poo at a time of great public excitement, when many members 

esitated to speak theircunvictions. I sought the first opportunity 
myself to protest against the unwarranted and unconstitutional 
action of the President in sending Federal troops to Chicago with- 
out first having been requested to doso by the governor or the legis- 
lature of the State of Illinois, and before it was demonstrated that 
the authorities of the State of Illinois could not deal with the then 
existing difficulties. 

Now that the excitement incident to the late strike has subsided, 
reason and sober judgment should assert their sway, and this Con- 
gress should not adjourn without putting itself right on this great 
constitutional question. I can not allow the opportunity to pass 
before the adjournment of this Democratic Congress, to ask the 
House of Representatives to reverse its action in adopting the rese- 
lation offe by the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. McCreary) and 
to return to Democratic principles, which are as old as the Govern- 
ment itself, and which were founded on justice, liberty, and freedom. 

Section 4 of Article 4 of the Constitution provides, that “the 
United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a repub- 
lican form of Government, and shall protect each of them against 
invasion, and on application of the legislature, or of the execctive 
—_- legislature can not be convened), against domestic vio- 
ence. 

The tenth amendment to the Constitution provides that “the 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, respectively, 
or to the people.” 
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Under the Constitution, when the President assumes the duties 
of his office, he takes an oath that he “ will, to the best of his abil- 
ity, preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution of the United 

tates.” 

This question was settled in the western insurrection in Penn- 
sylvania in 1794, growing out of the opposition to the excise laws. 
President Washington and the governor of Pennsylvania appointed 
a joint commission to make an effort to bring the people to submit 
by peaceable and friendly means. The history of this insurrection 
says: 

There was some opposition in the Cabinet to the immediate resort to force; 
Randolph, Secretary of State, on one side, and Hamilton and Bradford (Attorney- 
General) on the other. The governor of Pennsylvania coincided with the Secre- 
tary of State; in consequence of this, and in conformity to the benign policy of 
Washington, the suggestion (attributed to Chief Justice McKean) was adopted 
of sending commissioners from the Executive of the Union, and of the State, to 
{ make an effort to bring the people to submit by peaceable and friendly means. 

* * ” * * * * 





It thus appears that the first steps must be taken by or with the concurrence 
of the executive of the State. 


Greater riots than the Chicago riot have occurred repeatedly in 
New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and other States of the Union, and 
no President ever before felt called upon to annul the Constitution, 
or to set the precedent of Federal control in the States in such mat- 
ters. The question involved in the action of the President is not 
new. It is the question over which Hamilton and Jefferson came 
to the parting of the ways. It isthe old fight involving the princi- 
ples of Federalism against the principles of Democracy. This 
question was fought over when our National Government was estab- 
lished and settled by the adoption of our Federal Constitution, 
{ which has not been changed in this respect since its adoption. 
In 1800 Thomas Jefferson, the founder of the Democratic party, 
was nominated and elected to the Presidency upon a platform con- 
taining these declarations: 


Preservation to the States of the powers not yielded by them to the Union 
f * * * and resistance to ne movements for transferring the powers of the 
i States to the General Government. 
it Reliance for internal defense solely upon the militia, till ‘actual invasion. 


: In 1840 the Democratic National Convention adopted this reso- 
ution: 


; Resolved, That the Federal Government is one of limited powers, derived solely 

‘ from the Constitution; and the grants of power shown therein ought to be strictly 
ccnstrued by all the departments and agents of the Government, and that it w 
inexpedient and dangerous to exercise doubtful constitutional powers. 


The above resolution has been adopted substantially by every 
& national convention of the Democratic party from 1840 to 1892. In 
‘ 1892, after “‘ reaffirming allegiance to the principles of the party as 
formulated by Jefferson and exemplified 
line of his successors in Democratic leadership,” 
vention made this de«}sration: 

We believe the public wcifar) demands that these (Jeffersonian) principles be 
applied to the conduct of the F.deral Government through the accession to power 
of the-party that advocates them; and we solemnly declare that the n of a 
return to these fundamental principles of free popular government, based on 
home rule and individual liberty, was never more urgent than now, when the tend- 
ency te centralize all — at the Federal capital has become a menace to the 
reserved rights of the States, that strikes at the very roots of our Government 
under the Constitution as ‘ramed by the fathers of the Republic. 


And now let me call the attention of this House, the President, 
and the country to the opinion of Jefferson on this question: 


Itis by ot and subdividing these republics from the great national one 
down through all its suvordinations, until it ends in the administration of every 
man’s farm by himself; by placing under every one what his own ve may super- 
intend, that all will be done for the best. hat has destroyed liberty and the 
rights of man in every government which has ever existed under the sun? The 

— and ere. all cares and powers into one body, no matter 
whether of the autocrats of Russia or France, or of the aristocrats of a Vene- 
tian senate. And I do believe that if the Almighty has not decreed that man 
i shall never be free (and it is a blasphemy to believe it), that the secret will be 
: found to be in the making himself the depository of the powers respecting him- 
self, so far as he is competent to them, and delega only what is beyond his 
: competence, by a synthetical to higher and higher orders of function- 
‘ aries, so as to trust fewer and fewer powers in proportion as the trustees become 
: more and mor« remote. 

Again: 

The capital and leading object of the Constitution was to leave with the States 
all authorities which res their own citizens only, and to transfer to the 
; United States those which respected citizens of foreign or other States; to make 
' us several as to ourselves, but one as to all others. 

lL ask for nostraining of words against the General Government, nor yet against 
the States. I believe the States can best govern our home concerns and the Gen- 
eral Government our foreignones. I wish, therefore, to see maintained that whole- 
some distribution of powers established by the Constitution for the limitation of 
both; and never to see all offices transferred to Washington, where, further with- 
— ee the eyes of the people, they may more secretly be bought and sold as 
at market. 


Again: 

The original objects of the Federalists were, i.rst, to warp our Government 
more to the form and principles of monarchy ; and, second, to weaken the barriers 
of the State poeeemente as coordinate powers. In the first they have been so 
completely foiled by the universal spirit of the nation that they have abandoned 
the enterprise, shrunk from the odium of their old a taken to themselves 
a participation in ours, and under a pseudo Republican mask are now aiming at 
their second object; and, strengthened by unsuspecting or apostate recruits 
our ranks, are advancing fast toward an ascendancy. 


Inasmuch as much of the trouble in Illinois grew out of injunc- 
tions issued from Federal courts, it is not inappropriate to quote 


y a long and illustrious 
e Chicago Con- 


ve 
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from Jefferson his ae. of the Federal judiciary, and in the light 


of the condition of things to-day, what hesays reads like a prophecy : 

It has long been my opinion, and I have never shrunk from its expression, that 
the germ of dissolution of our Federal Government is in the constitution of the 
Federal judiciary, an irresponsible body (for impeachment is scarcely a scare- 
crow), working ike gravity by night and by day, gaining a little to-day and a 
little to-morrow, and advancing its noiseless step ike a thief, over the field of 
jurisdiction, until all shall be usu from the States, and the government of all 

e consolidated into one. To this Iam opposed, because, when all government, 
domestic and foreign, in little as in great things, shall be drawn to Washington 
as the center of all power, it will render powerless the checks provided of one 
government on another, and will become as venal and oppressive as the govern- 
ment from which we separated. 

The Federal Government has no right to interfere in the affairs 
of the States except in pursuance of the Constitution of the United 
States. That instrument authorizes the General Government to pro- 
tect a State against domestic violence only when called upon by the 
legislature or executive authorities of the State. Can any sane per- 
son give any other meaning to this language of the Constitution? 

The United States * * * shall protect each (State) against invasion, and 
on application of the legislature or of the executive (when the legislature can not 
be convened), against domestic violence. 

The question arises, Is the Constitution binding any more on Pres- 
idents? Is that instrument to be treated as a dead letter in the 
future, or is it to be elastic, to be stretched at the will and to suit 
the whims of our Chief Executives? If at this late period in our 
nation’s history this new and changed order of things is to prevail, 
Alexander Hamilton, the Federalist, was right, and Thomas Jeffer- 
son, the Democrat, was wrong. For my part, being opposed to the 
centralization of all power in the Federal Government, I cast my 
lot with Thomas Jefferson, and as an humble member of this great 
nation of people, if it is the last act of my political career, I want 
the world to know it. 

Federal troops, in my judgment, can not be sent into a State by 
the President without permission of the executive of the State or 
the legislature, when in session, without violating the Constitution 
and fundamental principles. I know it will and has been said by 
the friends of corporations, in defense of the action of the President, 
that Governor Altgeld would not take proper steps to enforce the 
laws within the State of Illinois. But such claim is without foun- 
datiou, and such charges are base and malicious slanders, 

To such I desire to say that ‘‘truth crushed to earth will rise 
again,” and that their foul slanders will be condemned in the eyes 
of righteous, well-meaning, and law-abiding men when all the 
facts are fully known. And let me predict that the name of Gov- 
ernor John P. Altgeld will live in history as one who, in a great 
crisis in the events of our common country, stood out for lawful 
and constitutional government against government by injunction, 
government by force, and government in violation of law, which is 
anarchy of the worst and most vicious sort. 

Now let me call attention to some of the facts surrounding the 
= coal and railroad strikes of 1894. During these strikes the 

nited States court for the southern district of Illinois issued 
injunctions against some of the strikers, and placed warrants in the 
hands of the marshal for the southern district of Illinois and his 
deputies, for the arrest of certain of the strikers for supposed vio- 
lations of this court’s injunction. The marshal for the southern 
district of Illinois met with resistance in making arrests under the 
warrants issuing out of the Federal court. The judge wrote to the 
Attorney-General of the United States for Federal troops to assist 
the marshal in executing Federal processes, and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States answered in the following dispatch : 

WASHINGTON, June 16, 1894. 
ALLEN, United States Judge, Springfield, Ill.: 

Understand State of Illinois is willing to protect property against lawless vio- 
lence with military force if nu . Please advise receivers to take proper 
steps to procure protection ~ y civil authorities of the State. If such protection 
proves inadequate the governor should be applied to for mili assistance. 

OLNEY, A ey-General. 

This asserted the correct Democratic doctrine. Now, what fol- 
lowed? The United States marshal for the southern district of 
Illinois, finding on several occasions that the local civil authorities 
could not furnish him the needed aid in executing the processes of 
the United States court, applied to Governor Altgeld for military 
aid, which, in every instance, was promptly furnished by the gov- 
ernor. With the help of the State troops the marshal for the 
southern district was enabled to sere and efficiently discharge 
his duties in executing the authority of the Federal courts, without 
the loss of a single life, and without any resistance worth mention- 
ing from the strikers against the military authorities of the State. 

n the interest of good government and in the interest of consti- 
tutional government it. is to be regretted that the President and 
the Department of Justice did not adhere tu the doctrine laid down 
in the telegram of Attorney-General Olney to Judge Allen, of June 
16, 1894, in the strike at Chicago. In my opinion it would have 
resulted in saving both lise and property, and saved us from having 
a Democratic Administration set a new, revolutionary, and uncon- 
stitutional precedent of dispensing with local and State authority 
in suppressing lawlessness, and asserting absolute Federal control 
in the States,and of taking the corporations under its paternal 
care and protection, ignoring the question of whether local State 
authorities were able to enforce law or not. This is exactly 
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mocratic principle. 


On the evening of July 1 a telegram was received by the governor 
from some five hundred passengers at Decatur. Itis stated that these 
American citizens were at Decatur on tied-up Wabash trains, and 
that no effort was being made by the company ts move them, and 
demanding from the sa immediate assistance. The following 


y forwarded to the sheriff of Macon County: 
SPRINGFIELD, July 1, 1894. 


telegram was prompt 


Perer Pert, Sherif, Deeatur, Iil.: 
I have dispatch purporting to come from five hundred passengers now detained 


at the depot in Decatur because trains are obstructed by strikers, and they ask 


for assistance. Wire me the situation fully.. Are railroad officials making 
a efforts to move trains, and are you able to furnish the traveling public 


tecti d to enforce the law? 
ees sess JOHN P. ALTGELD, Governor. 


To which the sheriff replied that he had been able to preserve 
order so far, but could do so no longer, and asked for troops, and 


the following reply was sent: 


Peter Pert, Sherif, Decatur, Ill. : é 
Have colnet aoeeeee to your neintenen. eens reach you before sunrise 
that all tr a once. 
See that all trains unlawfully held are rele a JOHN P. ALTGELD. 
The Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railway Company, on July 1, 
sent the following telegram: 


SPRINGFIELD, July 1, 1894. 


Cuicaao, July 1, 1894. 
Governor ALTGELD: 

For more than forty-eight hours pet all mail trains on Eastern Illinois road 
have been tied up at Danville, forcib. ae from moving by crowd of strikers 
and sympathizers. Sheriff seems utterly paralyzed and will do nothing, although 
repeatedly called on. We have full crews of competent men on mail trains and 
are trying to move trains a but — = a thousand persons surround train 

i ing. ou not help us 
and prevent its moving. you ip W. H. LYFORD, 


General Counsel Ohicago and Eastern Illinois Railroad Company. 


To which the following reply was sent: 

SPRINGFIELD, ILL., July 1, 1894. 
W. H. Lororp, , 
General Counsel of the Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railway Company: 

We can furnish assistance promptly if the civil authorities show that they need 
it. Thus far there has been no ‘or assistance from any of the officials of Ver- 
milion County, either sheriff, coroner, mayor of town, or the county judge. 

JOHN P. ALTGELD, Governor. 


At the same time the following was sent to the sheriff of Vermil- 


ion County, at Danville: 
SPRINGFIELD, July 1, 1894. 
SHERIFF OF VERMILION County, Danville, Ill.: 


Officials of the Eastern Illinois Railroad complain that their trains have been 
tied up at Danville for forty-eight hours by strikers, and that —— not get 
sufficient protection to move them. Please wire me the situation fully. Can you 
enforce the law and protect the traveling public with such forces as you can 


command ? 
JOHN P. ALTGELD, Governor. 


A similar telegram was sent to ¢ounty judge and other local 
officers. 
The following reply was received from the sheriff: 
DANVILLE, July 1, 1894. 
Governor J. P. ALTGELD: 3 
Your message received. Send me 100 rifles and ammunition by first train and I 
will try to protect the C. & E. I. R. R. Co.'s men and property. As to the situa- 
tion, there are from 300 to 700 strikers on the ground and oppose the movement of 
any and all trains or cars excepting mail cars. They are usually quiet and duly 
sober, but very determined. I will advise youif I am not able to afford protection. 
J.W. NEWTON, Sherif’. 


On receipt of above the following telegram was sent: 


SPRINGFIELD, ILL., July 1, 1394. 
J. A. Newton, Sherif, Danville 1U.: 
We have not got 100 stands of arms left here. From information we get, we 
consider situation serious at Danville and, therefore, send you troops. They will 
be there early in the morning. All those trains unlawfully held should be moved 


before noon. 
JOHN P. ALTGELD. 


These oe eer show that the Governor was willing and ready at 
all times to 

ities of the different counties, where the local authorities could not 
control the situation and where State troops were needed. I desire 
to quote the following from the message of Governor Altgeld to the 
present Illinois legislature: 

Where a railroad could not get men to man its trains, the State could give it no 
help, and in several instances where a road had asked military protection for its 
men, and troops were ere, furnished, it was found that the road had no men 
willing to work, and we had to find soldiers who could act as engineers and brake- 
men in order to trans the troops. 

In Chicago near] of the large railroad yards are out on the prairies adjoining 
the city, some of the most extensive of them being some miles away from the city 
limits. The sheriff of the county applied for arms, and arms were promptly sent 
him. He swore in «large number o: mties and the mayor of the city greatl 
increased the police force, but the never asked for any other assistance an 
the mayor did not apply for assistance until the 6th of July. The strike did not 
seem to be any more serious than numerous others had been in prior years, when 
the local officers found themselves amply able to control the situation. This fact, 
together with the unexpected ap nee of the Federal troops, as hereafter 
explained, is no doubt the reason why the Democratic mayor did not sooner apply 
for aid from the State and why the Republican sheriff never applied for it. Fi 
the mob resorted to rioting and the destruction of property, and, as the salient 
peg were scattered and covered so many square miles that it would be difficult 

ora very large army to protect them in such a manner as to prevent men froin 
stealthily committing incendiarism, it followed that numerous cars were burned. 
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the end which the corporations are contending for. This is the 
— doctrine of centralization, which is opposed to every 


urnish the military aid of the State to the local author- | 





Whule the rioting was no more serious than was witnessed at Buffalo. N. Y., 
several years ago, and at different points in Ohio during last year, and was not 
half as bloody as numerous disturbances that have occurred in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, still there was a systematic effort made by a portion of the press, for 
partisan and sensational purposes, to exaggerate everything and make it appear 
that the city itself was in danger, and that there was searcely a limit to the de- 
struction of property. The United States Labor Commission, which investigated 
this strike, heard the evidence of railroad men and of all others whe knew any of 
the facts on the subject, and reported as follows: ‘‘ According to the testimony, 
the railroads lost in property destroyed, in the hire of the United States deputy 
marshals, and otherincidental expenses, at least $685,783." It will be observed that 
this sum includes the hire of deputy marshals and other incidental expenses. 
Consequently the actual destruction of property was very much below this sam. 
The Chicago fire department, which officially investigated every case where there 
was a car or any other property burned, reports as follows: ‘‘ During the first 
three days of the month of July no efforts were made to damage the property of 
corporations. After that the destruction of property was as foilows: 
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Subsequent examinations have shown that even this sem is exaggerated. It 
will be seen by the table that nearly all of this occurred on the 6th of July 
and was due to the fact that a fire had broken out in a very large railroad yard 
south of the city, where there was no water and where the fire department was 
consequently powerless. It seems that most of the burning occurred in the even- 
ing after the rioting of that day in that nae had been suppressed, and after 


both the police and the State troops had arrived on the ground, but owing to the 
absence of water but tittle could be done to arrest the tlames. One fire engine 
put out over half a mile of hose, but was unable then to reach the cars. A mere 
— at the facts shows that the reports that were sent out as to the actual con- 

ition in Chicago during the strike were malicious libels upon the city. They 
have created an unfavorable impression in the East and abroad, and have done 
our people a great wrong. In some cases this was due to partisan melignity. 
In other cases, men who knew little or nothing of the facts and who had very 
little, if any, practical knowledge of our institutions, slandered the city and our 
institutions for no other apparent reason than that it seemed to be popular for a 
while to do so, and that by doing so the smiles of a class could be won. 


In order to understand the significance of some things that happened at Chicago 
the dates of the various events are of vital importance. It will be noticed that, 
according to the reportof the fire department, it was not until the 6th of July that 


the rioting became extensive. As it has been claimed that the intervention of the 
Federal Government by the appointment of a special counsel to represent the 
Government at Chicago in this strike and the subsequent sending of troops was 
largely for a of moving and protecting the mails, I call attention to tae 
following: On June 30 the superintendent of the Railway Mail Service at Chicago 
sent the following di-~~tch to Washington: 

‘“No mails have 4 amulated at Chicago so far. All regular mail trains are 
moving nearly on tim., with a few slight exceptions.” 

Yet, notwithstanding this dispatch, on the very next morning, before anything 
more had happened, Mr. Walker, adistinguished corporation lawyer, was appointed 
special counsel to represent the United States Government by Mr. Olney, the 
Attorney-General of the United States. After this, when the trouble became more 
serions, there was some delay in getting the mails in and out of Chicago, but the 
officials in charge displayed such ability and vigilance that the delay at no time 
was great. The Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service, apon whom the cuty 
of ee the mails in and out of Chicago rested, when lately interrogated upon 
this point writes that while there were interferences and delays during a number 
of days, yet that— 

4 “With the exception of some trains that were held at Hammond, Ind., Wash- 

ington Heights, Danville, and Cairo, Ill., the greatest delay to any of the outgoing 

and incoming mails probably did not exceed from eight to nine hours at any time. 
*LOUIS L. TROY.” 

Whatever may have been the delays and interferences at other points, it is 
apparent that there was nothing in Chicago in connection with the mail service 
that called for Federal intervention. In fact, the strikers made it a point not to 
interfere with mail trains, but only to cut off Pullman sleepers, and in a number 
of cases, outside of Chicago, where a mail train was delayed, it was because the 
strikers had cut off a Pullman sleeper, and the railway officials then flatly refused 
to move the train until they could carry the Pullman sleeper. 

The right to bring Federal troops to Chicago and the State of 
Illinois has been justified under the Interstate Commerce law, and 
on the ground that it was necessary to move the United States mail. 
On June 30, 1894, it will be observed from the foregoing quotation 
from the governor’s message that Superintendent Troy declared, in 
a telegram to the Post-Office Department, that ‘‘ no mails had accu- 
mulated at Chicago, and that all trains were moving nearly on time, 
with a few slight exceptions.” 

Notwithstanding this fact, on the next morning, before any new 
developments had transpired, the Attorney-General of the United 
States appointed Mr. Walker, a corporation lawyer and a Republi- 
can, to represent the United States Government in all matters grow- 
ing out of the strike at Chicago. The fact stands out prominently 
also that after the strike was all over the superintendent of the 
Railway Mail Service at Chicago, Mr. Troy, says that “with the 
exception of some trains that were held at Hammond, Ind., Wash- 
ington Heights, Danville, and Cairo, Ill., the greatest delay to 
any of the ~—s and incoming mails probably did not exceed 
from eight to nine hours at any time;” and it will be observed that 
this delay was not reported by the superintendent of the Railway 
Mail Service to have occurred at Chicago. While there may have 
been some slight interference at other points with the mail, there 
was none of any consequence in Chicago, and therefore no founda- 
tion for sending troops to Chicago to assist in moving the mails. 

On July 2, before there was but little if any destruction of prop- 
erty, United States troops were placed under orders to be ready to 
march to Chicago at a moment’s notice. This order was advised by 
Mr. Walker, the Republican special counsel of this so-called Demo- 
cratic Administration. On July 2, at 6 o’clock p. m., after the troops 
had been ordered to be in readiness to march to Chicago, the man- 
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agers of the various roads gave out a detailed report, showing the 
condition of their lines as follows: 

Wisconsin Central: Al) passenger and freight trains moving and business 
resumed its normal condition. 

Chicago and Northern Pacific: Suburban trains all running about on time; 
freight movirg without interruption; night suburban trains discontinued for 
fear of being stoned by loafers. 

Chicago, Burlington and Quincy: Thirty-seven car loads of dressed beef loaded 
in Kansas City yesterday morning have passed over this road safely and deliv- 
ered to Eastern lines this afternoon and are now moving all right. 

Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul: All passenger trains have arrived and 
departed on time; no freight moving here, but it is moving on other parts of the 
line. 

Chicago and Northwestern: All through passenger traffic has been continued 
without interruption; suburban service practically suspended for the night; not 
trying to handle freight. 

lake Shore and Michigan Southern: No interruption to business; both pas- 
senger and freight trains have come and departed as usual. 

Baltimore and Ohio: All passenger trains with full equipment met with no 
delay and all very nearly on time. 

Chicago and Great Western: Passenger trains marine as usual with the regu- 
lar Pullmanequipment; freight service partially resumed on the Chicago division. 

Chicago a Erie: All passenger trains are running out on time; not attempt- 
ing to do freight business; have had trouble at Marion, Ohio. 

A consultation was held on the morning of July 3, at 10 o’clock, 
between Mr. Walker, special counsel for the United States, and rep- 
resenting also the railroad corporations, the United States district 
attnorey, and others, in which it was decided to write the President 
tosend Federal troops to Chicago, and a dispatch was dictated by Mr. 
Walker and sent to the Attorney-General, andin the afternoon of that 
day the United States troops were ordered from Fort Sheridan to 
Chicago, and they arrived in that city the same evening and went on 
active duty. It is important to bear in mind that up to this time 
no application had been made to the State authorities by anybody 
for assistance in maintaining order in Chicago. So that the local 
authorities, as well as the State government, were entirely ignored, 
and were not asked whether they could enforce the law or not. Here 
the President and the Attorney-General reversed the doctrine which 
had been maintained in this country from the foundation of the 
Government up to that time under all former administrations. 

This sovesuen the position of the Administration as expressed in 
the telegram of Attorney-General Olney to Judge Allen, of June 16, 
1894, in which the Attorney-General directed Judge Allen to advise 
the receivers of the roads concerned ‘to take proper steps to 
procure protection by civil authorities of the State,” and that ‘‘if 
such protection proves inadequate, the governor should be applied 
to for military assistance.” The governor stood ready and willing 
to furnish the United States marshal of the northern district of 
Illinois any military aid he oe require, the same as he had 
assisted the marshal for the southern district of Illinois. 

Commenting on the telegram of Attorney-General Olney to Judge 
Allen, Governor Altgeld, in his message, says: 

As the Attorney-General had stated, he understood the State of Illinois would 
furnish military assistance where necessary, and that civil authorities of the 
State must first be applied to for protection, and if they could not farnish it, 
then the governor should be asked for military assistance; and, further, as a num- 
ber of auch applications had just been made to the governor and had in each case 
been promptly granted, and all the assistance necessary had been furnished 
without a moment’s delay, and the Federal officials had in every case been 
enabled to discharge their duty thoroughly, it is apparent that the Attorney- 
General would naturally refer the Federal officials of Chicago to the State 
authorities if they needed assistance. And it is reasonable to assume that if the 
protection of property and the enforcement of the law was all that was aimed at, 
this would have eon done. And the fact that it was not done, and on the con- 
trary all State authorities were ignored and an entirely new and . svolutionary 
policy was pursued, warrants the conclusion that some other and ulterior object 
‘was aimed at. ‘The special counsel for the Government apparently directed mat- 
ters for the railroads, and assistance from the State was not wanted, but every 
energy was bent and every possible step taken to establish a new precedent that 
might be useful in the future, that is, to have the Federal Government step in and 
take the corporations of the country directly under its immediate protection, so 
that no matter whether the local authorities were in any case amply able to enforce 
the law or not, the corporations could in the future ignore them and deal directly 
with the Federal Government and have Federal troops at pleasure. 

The special counsel for the Government, Mr. Walker, represent- 
ing also the corporations, in my opinion did not care so much for 
the enforcement of the laws in this special instance as he did to com- 
mit the Federal Government under a Democratic Administration to 
the new doctrine of Federal control within the States, thereby estab- 
lishing his own and the views of his party on centralization by a 
Democratic Administration, as the new and changed policy of the 
Government. It was a A poumng worth much to the corporations 
to have established, and every Democrat and lover of the Constitu- 
tion must hang his head in shame to know that it was established 
by a President for whom the Democratic party must stand respon- 
sible. The sacrifice of property, money, and business by the corpo- 
rations during this strike was a mere bagatelle to them to the prec- 
edent they sought to have and did have established. 

On July 3, at about 6 o’clock, after the United States troops had 
been ordered to Chicago, the managers of the different railroads 
reported the condition of their lines as follows: 

Santa Fe: Six lar passenger trains on time; moving freight. 

Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul: All passengers on time and without inter- 
ference; moving freight. ‘ 

Chicago and Alton: ‘Trains stop for want of firemen. 

Baltimore and Ohio: Trains moving; one engine detached by withdrawal of 
ompmes pin; _— detailed and protected train at once. 
handled’ Bur mand Quincy: Passenger trains running as usual; no freight 


en and engineers re to work new men. 
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Lake Shore and Michigan Southern: Trains moving as usual; freight trains 

soeret at Englewood, but prompt action by the police department raised the 
e. 

Chicago and Eastern Illinois: Situation is better than yesterday. 

Tilinois Central: Ties found on track nearing crossing, but did not delay trains; 
matters getting along as nicely as could be expected under the circumstances. 

Chicagoand Great Western: Passenger trains all moving; freight trains started; 
went through without tronble. 

Chi and Grand Trunk: Completely blockaded at Battle Creek, in Michigan; 
will send out no trains from Chicago until that is raised. 

Monon Route: Men can not be had to take strikers’ places. 

Chicago and Erie: Passenger trains moving all right on time. 

Wabash: Account of trouble at other places, but none at Chicago. 

Panhandle: Trains moving all right; none more than twenty minutes late. 

Chicago and Northern Pacific: All day suburban trains on time; business 
being handled without interruption. 


Rock Island: Trouble at Des Moines, Iowa, at Blue Island and at other places, 
but none at Chicago. 


_ On the 4th of July there was some disturbance, and on the even- 
ing of that day the managers of the railroads again reported the 
conditions on their roads briefly as follows: 

Chicago and Alton: Local trains between Chicago, Joliet and Dwight are run- 
ning; through trains are held at Bloomington by strikers. 

Santa Fe: Everything in pretty good shape; passenger trains on time; ran five 
freight trains in Missouri and eleven in Illinois in past twenty-four hours, and 
have resumed local freight service between Chicago and Streator. 

Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul: Trouble with firemen running on Council 
Blufts line; with the exception of a Jocal train, all passenger trains departed and 
arrived on time; no trouble on the line between Chicago and St. Paul. 

—" and Chio: Passenger trains on fairly good time; no delays due to 
strikers. 

Nickle Plate: Regular passenger trains left and arrived on time; freight 
switching business is at a standstill. 

Chicago and Northwestern: All through trains on the Galena division gotten 
out last night, but suburban traffic on that division was hampered by the inabiltiy 
to find engineers; are operating all passengers in and out of Chicago on Wiscon- 
sin division and are rapidly getting suburban traffic on Galena division running; 
handled no freight yesterday but resumed to-day; brought in a train of fruit from 
the west and have several trains of beer coming in from Milwaukee; no acts of 
violence on our lines in city. 
in Wisconsin Central Lines: Passenger and freight trains moving and about on 

ime. 

Chicago and Northern Pacific: All suburban trains running regular except 
nigh trains; freight business is being handled promptly. 

ichigan Central: ep me | all freight that is tendered ; moving all trains and 
doing regular work; a train of beef, consisting of forty cars, which was held at 
Halsted street has been pulled through the jam and is moving eastward. 

Illinois Central: The conditions on this line are more favorable than since the 
beginning of the strike; there is nosuburban service to-day; but this service will 
be resumed to-morrow morning; handled 100 cars of merchandise and coal yester- 
day, placed on tracks for unloading. 

shicago and Eastern Illinois: Moving some passenger trains and resuming 
business gradually. 

Chicago and Grand Trunk: Started out mail train for the east this morning; 
have no equipment at Chicago with which to make up through trains, as this is 
tied up by the strikers at Battle Creek, Mich. 

Chicago, Burlington and Quincy: Had trouble in attempting to move a freight 
train; last night Pullman cars were cut from a nger train, but with assist- 
ance of police were promptly recoupled and train moved forward; all other trains 
of last night and to-day are running without interference of any kind. The 
entire force of switchmenin St. Louis left the service of the road yesterday even- 
ing. Weare not trying to handle freight to-day; everything is quiet. 

On the morning of the 6th of July the governor.sent word to the 
mayor of Chicago that if he could not control the situation the 
State would furnish him any assistance that might be needed. On 
the same day the governor also telegraphed the officials of the Illi- 
nois Central Railroad Company, who had complained that their 
peas was being destroyed by a mob, to apply to the local 
authorities, and that if neither the mayor nor the sheriff could 
maintain order, and that if both of these officials should refuse to 
apply to the State for aid, they should advise him of this fact and 
the State world then promptly do what was necessary to restore 
order and assist the local officers inexecuting the law. Even up to 
this time neither the mayor of Chicago nor the Republican sheriff 
of Cook County had called on the governor for any military assist- 
ance in enforcing the law in the city of Chicago and the county of 
Cook. And it is a fact that the Republican sheriff of Cook County 
at no time asked the governor for any military aid. 

This was three days after the Federal troops had been ordered to 
Chicago, and notwithstanding the presence of the troops the riot- 
ing became more serious than on any of the previous days, and on 
this day the mayor applied to the governor for assistance. The 
effect of the mg ser of Federal troops was bad. Being there in 
violation of the Constitution, their presence was a menace to good 
government. Instead of overawing the mob and restoring law 
and order in the city of Chicago, their presence acted as an irritant. 
As soon as the governer received the mayor’s dispatch calling for 
military assistance, 5 regiments of infantry, 2 troops of cavalry, 
and 2 batteries were ordered to Chicago, and before midnight they 
were all on duty, although some of them had to travel 150 miles, 
and within 30 hours after the arrival of the State troops all serious 
rioting had been suppressed and the destruction of property practi- 
cally ended. The governor says in his message: _ 

It is a matter of gratification to every patriotic citizen of Dlinois who is proud 
of his State that it was our own troops who assisted the civil authorities and 
restored law and order in Chicago. While they were not petted by fashionable 
society, they did deal directly with the mob. During the trouble thousands of 
men all over the State tendered their services to the Executive, and I am satisfied 
that an army of 200,000 men could have been mustered in a few ago * they had 
been called for. This spirit of patriotism was ly manifested by the old sol- 
diers of the State. Inasmuch as there was at no time, according to the statement of 
the railroad managers above quoted, even on the worst days of the strike, any 
serious delay in the coming in or the going out of the mails, and inasmuch as the 
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ial counsel for the Government had been appointed the next morning after the 
Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service had telegraphed that there had been 
y in receiving or sending out trains, and as the United States 
on the ground three days in advance of any serious rioting, and 
local officers believed ves absolutely able to contrel the 
situetion, it is evident that there had to be some other pretext on the part of the 
Federal Government for its action than the mere protection of the mails er the 
suppression of riots. That ] h 
Federal courts. Although the United States marshal at Chicago had sworn in 
mostly on the recommendation of the railroads, still this 
se that was apparently aimed at; that is, to establish a 
ederal Army. They must have Federal troops, and these 
pplied for and were specially asked by the counsel for the Gov- 
ted both railroads and Government, on the morning of July 
of the courts which these ae were toenferce were not the 
of the United States court, for it does not appear that any 
perienced in serving any process of the courts issued in 
accordance with the Constitution and laws of the country, but these processes 
were warrants for arrest issued by Federal judges charging men, not with the 
commission of a crime and not with the violation of a law, but with being guilty 
of a contempt of court. 


Whatever may be the provision of the Federal statutes under the 
interstate commerce law and the postal laws, all lawyers must admit 
that these statutes must be construed with relation to their bearing 
to the Federal Constitution. No act of Congress in violation of the 
Constitution can become the law of the land. All acts in violation 
of the Constitution are void and have no more force as laws of this 
country than the decrees of the Czar of Russia, and inasmuch as 
the Constitution clearly 
without being called for 
the act of the President was not only in violation of the Constitu- 
tion, but was in violation of his oath of office which required him 
to swear to ‘‘ preserve, 
United States.” 
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Had the action taken by the President been taken 
by a Republican President he would not have escaped having arti- 
cles of impeachment preferred against him by this Democratic 
The resolution which I offered on Friday, the’22d of 
February, 1895, is as follows, and this Congress will not discharge 
its duty if it adjourns on the 4th of March without adopting it: 
Whereas this House on the 16th of July, 1894, passed the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the House of Representatives indorses the prompt and vigerous 
efforts of the President and his Administration to suppress lawlessness, restore 
order, and prevent improper interference with the enforcement of the laws of the 
United States, and with the transportation of the mails of the United States, and 
with interstate commerce, and pledges the President hearty support and deems 
the success that has alreaty attended his efforts cause for public and general con- 


And whereas at the time of the adoption of said resolution but few members 
were in their seats, and the yeas and nays were not taken on the adoption of said 


And whereas said resolution indorsed and approved a new and revolutionary 
policy, contrary to the Constitution of the United States and in violation of the 
rights reserved to the States; 

And whereas the Government of the United States is one of delegated pow- 
ers alone, and its authority is defined and limited by the Constitution, and all 
powers not granted to it by that instrament are reserved to the States or the 


Resolved, therefore, That the resolution adopted by this House on July 16, 1894, 
did not express the sense of this House, and that the action of the President in 
sending Federal troops to Chicago, in the State of Illinois, without the request of 
the governor or Legislature of the State was without constitutional authority 
and in violation of the reserved rights of the States, and, instead of being cause 
for public and general congratulation, should be publicly and generally condemned. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill comes at a late hour in 
the expiring moments of this Congress. In the House we may 
ss it, and should do so as promptly as possible, but it will be too 
, I fear, for successful progress through the Senate. 

The great importance of the question of arbitration should have 
entitled this bill to a full consideration long ago. 

Strikes are.too costly, and produce too much loss and misery to 
both employers and employees to be accepted as the best method 
for the adjustment of labor disputes. Arbitration has become a 
favored means of adjusting difficulties between nations. 

These arbitrations sometimes do not accord full justice, but 
they are much better than war. 

The Geneva award 
whilst the Bering Sea 
result in the extinction of the seals which were the subject of the 
controversy. 

But even this mistaken ju ent was better than to have killed 
thousands of Americans and Englishmen in a bloody war. 

Arbitration in controversies between masses of workingmen and 
masses of capital will no doubt often prove unsatisfactory, but 
will be a vast improvement over war in the form of a lockout or a 
Boards of conciliation have been most effective in the 
Old World, and will result in much good if adopted generally in 


Let the United States as a whole set the example to the States 
separately in favor of a 
just methods of arbitra’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. BECKNER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
has just spoken evidently misapprehended the gentleman 
BarTLettT], who in speaking of his ‘“‘con- 
” aid not refer to the Constitution of the 
United States, but to his own constitution. In fact, I doubt very 


Se aie Sale sh 


— to this country substantial justice, 


om New York [Mr. 
stitutional objections 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


muci, sir, if a man who voluntarily parts his hair in the middle 
ever read the Constitution of his country. 

Mr. Chairman, I arose in diffidence to insist that this bill comes 
as near meeting as any measure can ever be reasonably expected 
to meet the requirements of an arbitration law for the cases it is 
intended to cover. It is not opposed by the employers of labor; 
in fact, it is stated here by gentlemen on the committee that they 
are willing to take it. It is urged by the represeniatives of the 
gress labor organizations, who can safely be assumed to represent 

onest labor, which has had too little consideration in the halls of 
legislation. It has been understood, and when stated here to-day 
not denied, that the Attorney-General of the United States, the 
able and patriotic head of our Department of Justice, suggested 
and really made the original draft of the bill. It ought, there- 
fore, to be in due form. 

The trouble in the mind of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] need not be seriously considered. He fears that some 
member of the labor organizations may be compelled tosubmit to 
the award of an arbitration to which he has not individually con- 
sented. Let him remember that we are living under a system of 
representative government; that the people have to suffer what 
we, their representatives, do; that the President does many things 
as representative of all who live in this country and they have to 
bear it, and that our whole theory of suffrage is based on the idea 
that the man represents the family—the wife and children vote 
through him. The laborers of the land, who are often so illy able 
to bear the waste and distresses of the strike, and yet still less able 
to suffer the wrongs that have forced them into quitting work, are 
anxious to have this bill passed, and when their employers do not 
come here to object certainly no reasonable man can hesitate to 
give it his vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The two thus chosen shall select the third commissioner of arbitration; 
but, in the event of their failure to name such arbitrator within twenty-four 
hours after their selection, the third arbitrator shall be named by the com- 
missioners named in the preceding section. 

Mr. IKIRT. I offer an amendment to that. 

— RYAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohio, and will afterwards recognize the gentleman from New 
York. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 21, after the word “within,” strike out the word “twenty- 
four ” and insert the word “ forty-eight.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this amendment to 
the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment. 

Mr. IKIRT. I desire to say, without taking the time of the 
committee, that I am in favor of this bill, because it recognizes 
the principle of arbitration, which is a just principle; and I offer 
this amendment for the purpose of making this section more 
operative, as the time is not sufficiently long to permit the arbi- 
trators, after selected, to get together and choose the third. I 
simply desire to extend that to forty-eight hours instead of twenty- 
four hours. 

Mr. ERDMAN. We accept that amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 22, strike out the word “selection” and insert the words 
“first meeting.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Thatcan not bea substitute for the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. The question will 
—_ be taken on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

io. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. ERDMAN. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 22, strike out the word “selection” and insert the words 
‘first meeting.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the next com- 
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, paragraph 4, lines 43and 4, strike out the words “ three months” 
and insert the words “ thirty days.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 45, after the word “ quit,” insert the following: 

“Nor shall the employer dissatisfied with such award dismiss any employee 
or employees on account of such dissatisfaction before the expiration of three 
months from and after the making of such award, nor without giving thirty 
days’ notice in writing of his intention so to discharge.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 51, strike out the words “two years” and insert the words 
“one year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 55, strike out the words ‘‘two years” and insert the words 
“one year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 49, add the following: 


** Except that no employee shall be punished for his failure to comply with 
the award as for contempt of court.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say a word. The accept- 
ance and adoption of this amendment removes my objection to 
this bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. A parliamentary inquiry. 
Does not the adoption of that amendment kill the whole bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry, and 
the Chair declines to answer it. The Clerk will report the next 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 5. That every agreement of arbitration under this act shall be ac- 
knowledged by the parties before a notary public or clerk of a district or cir- 
cuit court of the United States, and when so acknowledged shall be delivered 
to the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, who shall at once 
cause a notice in writing to be served upon the arbitrators, fixing atime and 
place for a meeting of the arbitrators. 

If an agreciaoent of arbitration shall be entered into conforming to this act, 
except that it shall be executed by employees individually instead of by a 
labor organization as their representative, the chairman of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission shall decline to call a meeting of arbitrators there- 
under unless, upon evidence satisfactory to him that the employees signin: 
the submission represent all others in the service of the same employer an 
of the same grade and class, and that an award pursuant to said submission 
can justly be regarded as binding upon all such employees. 

The committee recommended an amendment inserting after the 
word ‘‘ commission,” in lines 12 and 13, the words ‘‘and the Com- 
missioner of Labor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

Also, in line 15, an amendment striking out the word “him,” 
and inserting the words ‘‘them, it be shown.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 2 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “represent,” in line 16, section 5, strike out ‘“‘all others” 
and insert “or include a majority of all employees.” 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. The clause as it is at present worded 
would provide that if a single individual should object to arbitra- 
tion where there was a body of employees not embraced in a labor 
union, there could be no arbitration. My amendment provides 
that if a majority of such employees desire arbitration, and it is 
shown that they are represented by or included in those asking the 
arbitration, it may take place. I understand that the gentleman 
in charge of the bill is willing to vy the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. Cooper of Florida was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That during the pendency of arbitration under this act it shall not 
be lawful for the employer, Lat f to such arbitration, to discharge the em- 
ployees, parties thereto, except for inefficiency, violation of law, or neglect 
of duty; nor for the organization representing such employees to order, nor 
for the employees to unite in, aid, or abet strikes or boycotts against such 
employer; nor, during a period of three months after an award under such 
an arbitration, for such employer to disc any such employees except for 
the causes aforesaid, without giving thirty days’ notice of an intent so to dis- 
charge; nor for any of such employees, during a like period, to quit the serv- 
ice of said employer without —_ cause, or without giving to said employer 
thirty days’ written notice of an intent so to do; nor for such organization 
representing such employees to order, counsel, or advise otherwise. Any 
Violation of this section shall be a misdemeanor punishable by fine not ex - 
ing $1,000, or by ne not exceeding one year, or by both, in the dis- 
cretion of the cour 

Thecommittee recommended an amendment inserting in line 10, 
before the word “notice,” the word ‘‘ written.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Also, an amendment striking out in lines 16, 17, and 18 the 
words ‘‘ be a misdemeanor punishable by fine not exceeding $1,000, 
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both, in the dis- 





cretion of the court,” and inserting ‘‘subject the offending party 
to liability for damages, which may be recovered in an action 
upon the case brought by any person, persons, or corporation who 
shall have received or incurred any loss or damage by reason of 
such unlawful act.” 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 8, in line 16, section 6, after the word “shall,” add the following: 
‘“Bea misdemeanor punishable by fine not exceeding $1,000; and.” 


Mr. HULICK. Iwant to call the attention of the committee to 
the distinction between the penalties provided for a violation of 
the provisions of section 6 and those that are provided for a viola- 
tion of section 9. It will be observed in section 9, page 10, that 
any violation of this act by an employer is declared to be a misde- 
meanor, and the provision is that upon conviction thereof in any 
court of the United States of competent jurisdiction in the district 
in which such offense is committed, he shall be punished for each 
offense by a fine of not less than $100 and not more than $1,000. 

Now, turning to section 6, the provision is that the employer 
shall not discharge the employee without giving a certain notice. 
But if the organization to which such employees belong orders, or 
the employees unite in, aid, or abet strikes or boycotts against the 
employer the penalty is simply to subject the offending party to 
liability for damages. Only a judgment at law for damages can 
be had against the organization for aiding or abetting strikes or 
boycotts or against any individual for the same offense. Now, I 
do not think that will make the law effective. 

What do those individuals, many of them, care for a judgment 
at law? What will many corporations care for such a judgment? 
But make the offense a misdemeanor and prescribe the same punish- 
ment for those who aid strikes that you prescribe for the einployer 
who violates the provisions of the law, and then you will have an 
efficient law. I think there should be no distinction, or rather 
that if there be any discrimination it should be against those whe 
aid and encourage strikes, as contemplated in this section. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, without intending 
to reflect upon the actionof any member of this committee, I want 
to say to the friends of arbitration that, as we have but thirty 
minutes left under the present assignment in which to pass this 
bill through the House, we must take it as it is without further 
amendments or debate. We can look to the action of the Senate, 
if possible for it to act at this late day in the session, and to the 
work of aconference committee to further perfect it. Let every 
friend of labor and arbitration,vote and not delay action. 

Bringing this bill up only five days before adjournment, there is 
really no hope ofits becoming a law. But nowthatit is before us 
I appeal to the friends of the workingman and of fair play between 
= interests that we do our duty by acting now that we have the 
chance. ‘ 

The amendment of Mr. Huiick was rejected. The amendment 
recommended by the committee was then adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 7. That in every incorporation under the provisions of chapter 567 of 
the United States Statutes of 1885 and 1886 it must be provided in the articles 
of incorporation and in the constitution, rules, and by-laws that a member 
shall cease to be such by participating in or by instigating force or violence 
against persons or property during strikes, lockouts, or boycotts, or by 
seeking to prevent others from working through violence, threats, or intim- 
idations; but members of such incorporations shall not be personally liable 
for the acts, debts, or obligations of the corporations, nor shall such corpo- 
rations be liable for the acts of members in violation of the provisions of this 
section; and such corporations may appear by designated representatives 
before the board crea by this act, or in any suits or proceedings for or 
against such corporations or their members in any of the Federal courts. 

An amendment recommending the insertion of the words “‘ or 
others” after ‘‘members,” in line 13, was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seco. 8. That whenever receivers appointed by Federal courts are in the pos- 
session and control of railroads, the employees upon such railroads shall have 
the right to be heard in such courts upon all questions affecting the terms 


and conditions of their employment, through the officers and representatives 
of their associations, whether incorporated or unincorporated. 


An amendment recommended by the committee was adopted, 
adding the following after ‘‘ unincorporated ,” in line 7: ‘‘And no 
reduction of wages shall be made by such receivers without the 
authority of the court therefor after due notice to such employees.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 9. That any employer subject to the provisions of this act and any 
officer, agent, or receiver of such employer who shall require any employee, 
or any persons seeking employment, as a condition of such employment, to 
enter into an agreement, either written or verbal, not to become or remain a 
member of any labor cepa association, or reeeeeen: or shall 
threaten any employee with loss of employment, or shall unjustly discrimi- 
nate against any employee because of his membership in such a labor cor- 
poration, association, or organization; or who shall require any employee or 
any person seeking employment, as a condition of such employment, to enter 
into a contract whereby such ere or applicant for e az mnent shall 
agree to contribute to any fund for charitable, social, or beneficial purposes, 
or who shall, after having discharged an employee, unlawfully attempt or 
conspire to prevent such employee from obtaining other employment, is 
hereby declared to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction the 
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in any court of the United States of com I 
which such offense was committed, be papas for each offense by a 
fine of not less than $100 and not more than $1,000. 

The committee recommended an amendment, as follows: 

After “ purposes,” in line 14, insert: “To release such employer from legal 
liability ter any samemal injury by reason of any benefit received from such 
fund beyond the proportion of the benefit arising from the employer's con- 
tribution to such fund.” 

The amendment was adopted. __ f : 

The committee recommended striking out section 10 of the ori- 
ginal bill; which was done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 10. That a sufficient sum of money to pay the traveling and other nec- 
essary and proper expenses of the arbitrators appointed and serving under 
this act, and to pay all other necessary and proper expenses of any arbitra- 
tion had hereunder, to be audited and allowed by the chairman of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, is hereby appropriated, for the fiscal years end- 
ing June 30, 1895, and June 30, 1896, out of any money in the|Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The committee recommended an amendment inserting, in lines 
4 and 5, after ‘‘ expenses of any,” the words “‘ conciliation or.” 

The amendment was adopted. Fina 3 

The Clerk read the following, as an additional section recom- 
mended by the committee: 

Sxc. ll. That the act to create boards of arbitration or commission for set- 
tling controversies and differences between railroad corporations and other 
common carriers engaged in interstate or Territorial transportation of prop- 
erty or persons and their employees, approved October 1, 1888, and the pro- 
vision contained in section 7 of an act approved June 30, 1888, “ directing the 
Commissioner of Labor to investigate the causes of and facts relating to all 
controversies and disputes between employers and employees as they may 
occur, and which may interfere with the welfare of the people of the different 
States, are hereby repealed.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. McGANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. ; ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that the 
Committee of the Whole had had under consideration a bill (4. 
R. 8556) concerning carriers engaged in interstate commerce, etc., 
and had directed him to report the same to the House with amend- 
ments. 7 

Mr. McGANN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the adoption of the amendments and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. ; 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were adopted. The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. s ; 

On motion of Mr. McGANN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 


tent jurisdiction in tne district in 


Mr. BLAIR, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 


resolution, which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to transmit to the House of Repre- 
sentatives duplicate copies of the following-entitled engrossed bills of the 
Senate, to wit: 

A bill (S. 15) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John 
Stark in the city of Manchester, N.H. : 

A bill (8.266) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue of Gen. 
Francis Marion. 
ne ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McGANN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of House resolution No. 250. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution to revise the wages of certain employees of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will require consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the | 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consider- 
ation of the resolution the title of which has been read. 

Mr. PENCE. Pending that, if it be proper, I ask unanimous 
consent that the order adopted with reference to the consideration 


of bills reported from the Committee on Labor be extended to | 
half past 3 o’clock; and I will say that the gentleman from Illi- | 


nois {Mr. HENDERSON], who is in charge of the proceedings re- 
specting the eulogies, assents to this arrangement. 

Mr. NDERSON of Illinois. I have no objection to this post- 

nement; but I want it to be understood that there must be no 

urther a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENncE] 
asks consent that the time for the eulogies be postponed till half 
past 3 o’clock, and that the order with regard to the business of 
the Committee on Labor be extended until that time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose that at half past 3 o’clock 
a roll call has just commenced; might not the eulogies be in that 


= ed until perhaps 4 o’clock? 
he SPEAKER. It is the ordinary rule that a roll call can not 
be interrupted. 
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Mr.PENCE. Thatdifficulty might arise at 3 o’clock just as well 
as at 3.30. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But in that case we could at least 
conclude the roll call by 3.30; while in the other case it might ex- 
tend until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. PENCE. If my friend from [Illinois will bear with me, I 
suggest that this is the first day during the present session that 
the Committee on Labor has had. After long efforts we have se- 
cured this day, and it turns out to be ashort one. We are now 
only asking to arrange an extension of thirty minutes, and we 
agree to the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hen- 
DERSON] that there shall be no request for a further extension. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ifit can be understood that at 3.30, 
without any postponement whatever, the House shall proceed to 
the execution of the special order, I have no objection. In other 
words, if at half past 3 o’clock we should be engaged in calling 
the yeas and nays, let the roll call be suspended and the special 


order proceed. 
Mr. PENCE. We are only asking that the time for the consid- 
eration of business under the special rule be extended from 3 o'clock 


until half past 3, the special order fixed for 3 o'clock being post- 
med accordingly. at effect that might have upon a roll call 
can not undertake to say. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Letit be understood that at half past 
3 o’clock, no matter what the House may be engaged in, the spe- 
cial order originally fixed for 3 o’clock shall be proceeded with. 

Mr. PENCE. I make no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the present 
order of business be extended till half past 3 o’clock, instead of 3 
o'clock, the undertanding being that at half past 3, even though - 
roll call be pending, the special order shall at once be entered 
upon. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. In that case the roll cail would be 
completed at another time, would it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know whether at the present stage it is allowable to raise a point 
of order upon this bill. My point of order is that the Committee 
on Labor had no jurisdiction to consider the bill. 

The SPEAKER. We should first dispose of the question about 
the order of business. Is there objection to the request that the 
present order of business be extended until half past 3 o’cloc«, at 
which hour any business in which the House may be engaged 
shall be suspended and the special order at once proceeded with? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


WAGES OF PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYEES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McGann] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the resolution 
the title of which was read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. TARSNEy in the chair) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 250) to revise the wages of certain employees of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by a “ rider” on an appropriation bill in the closing hours of a 
past Congress a reduction of from 50 cents per hour to 49 cents per hour was 
| made in the wages of employees in the Government Printing Office; and 


Whereas since that time an increase has been made in the wages of every 
class except those of printers and bookbinders; and 
Whereas by the recent abolition of piecework no greater amount than $3.20 


per day can be received: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the amount 
paid printers and bookbinders for day labor in the Government Printing 


Office shall be at the rate of 50 cents per hour for time actually employed 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. McGANN. I yield-— 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish toraiseapointof order onthisbill The 
point is that the Committee on Labor had no jurisdiction to con- 
sider this bill; and it should have gone to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Mr. McGANN. This bill was referred to our committee, no 
point being made upon the reference; it has been considered by 
our committee and reported back; and it has been discussed on 
the floor. I submit that the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
rules of the House it is competent for the House to refer a bill, 
where the House acts, to any committee notwithstanding that 
under the rules it should have been referred to some other com- 
mittee. Now, bills can be referred, as I understand it, through 
the box. If this was areference of that kind, and was a wrong 
reference, my recollection of the authorities is that it -does not 
give the committee jurisdiction. Whether it can be taken ad 
vantage of in Committee of the Whole I do not know. Certainly 
there is power to take advantage of it, if it is subject to the ob 
jection, somewhere. I do not know where the bill should have 
gone under the rule; but if it is subject to the point of order un- 
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doubtedly there must be some way of correcting the erroneous 
~eference. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I submit the action of the 
House this morning settles this question. It provides: 

That the remainder of this day. imrtii 8 .’clock p. m., be assigned to the con- 
sideration of such busip «sf. aay) ..vv been reported from, and may be called 
up by, the Committee ou Lar. 

Mir. CANNON of Tilinois. Ser. they should ca\' up 
a tari bill or an appropriation bill, if such a thing was on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It does not matter,if im other respects it 
comes Within the provisions of this order. The House has acted 
upon it, and that which they report, and that they call up—that is 
to say’, the Committee on Labor—shall be considered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Im reference to the point the gentle- 
man from Iowa makes, that under the special order the Committee 
on Labor can call up any bill, an appropriation bill or a revenue 
bill, or any other bill, I think that is not a fair construction of the 
special order. 

a. TRACEY. It is only such bills as the committee has re- 

rted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Only such bills as they have reported 
and have jurisdiction of. It may be they have jurisdiction of this 
matter; I do not know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask, Mr. Chair- 
man, what the point of order is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made that this bill is 
reported from a committee having no jurisdiction of the subject 


matter. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me again to call the attention of the 
Chair to the particular language of the rule adopted this morning: 


That the remainder of this day, until 3 o’clock p. m., be assigned to the 
consideration of such business as may have been reported, etc., by the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Now, I insist that that resolution was adopted with a full 
knowledge of what the Committee on Labor had reported, and a 
full knowledge on the part of this House that that committee 
had reported this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would ask, Mr. Chairman, 
by whom the point of order was made? 

The CHAIRMAN . Bythegentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And upon what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. That there was an improper reference of 
the bill. On the ground that it should have been reported by a 
committee having jurisdiction. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. With reference to that—— 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But, if the Chair will per- 
mit me, I understand the gentleman from Texas insists that 
the Committee on Printing have jurisietion of thismatter. Now, 
that committee under the rules has jurisd*<tion of all propositions, 
legislation, or orders touching printing which may be referred to 
them. I want to say, however, that we have no jurisdiction of 
this subject. 

Mr.SAYERS. Well, the gentleman from Tennessee haschanged 
his mind very materially on the subject of late. 

Mr. PENCE. I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that when this 
resolution was referred originally it went to the Committee on 
Printing, but subsequently 1t¢ was su that that was an er- 
roneous reference, and that it should go to the Committee on 
Labor. After a reconsideration of the question it was so re- 
ferred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rule relating to 
changes of reference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Correction in case of error of reference may be made the House, in ac- 
eordance with Rule XI, on any day immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, by unanimous consent, or on motion of a committee claiming juris- 
diction, or on the report of the committee to which the bill has been erro- 
neously referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this bill, having 
been by the rook ty that or to the Committee per 9 hav- 
ing been reported at committee, independent o: special 
order for to-day, that it is not within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to review the action of the House, and the 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order and holds that the 
bill is in order. 

Mr. McGANN. I yield such time ae he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. Prence}. ; 

Mr. PENCE. My. UCiairman, this resolution is not really a 
resolution to increase the pay of anybody, although it is spoken of 
in that way and does provide for some additional expense. It isa 
bill to restore the wages of this particular line of workingmen 
who are employed by the Government. 

Some years ago a cut was made in the wages of all of the em- 
ployees of the Government Printing Office, including all of these 
classes, some sixteen in number, whose wages a2v now by 
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order of the Public Printer, and includes also printers, book- 
binders, and pressmen. By a later law it was referred to tho 
Public Printer to fix the scale of wages of all employees, except- 
ing en and bookbinders. This he did by restor- 
ing the old scale of wages only a snort time ago. 

‘We will all remember, especially those upon this side of the 
House who were presse@ for indorsement by the applicants for 

ositions in the Printing Office, that the chief applications were 

or places where they work by the piece. The reason of that was 
that the Public Printer had restored the old rates for piecework. 
Last December in this House we passed a bill which restored the 
old rate of wages for pressmen. I undertake to say that at that 
time it was understood by all of us that we were restoring at the 
same time the rate of =“ for printers and bookbinders. That, 
however, was not true. e terms used did not include printers 
and bookbinders. 

The Labor Committee, after the bill was referred to that com- 
mittee, went carefully into the investigation, and, Mr. Chairman, 
I undertake to say now that there will be no dispute of this state- 
ment, that the wages of all classes of workmen in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office have been restored to the old schedule ex- 
cept the wages of printers and bookbinders. The pressmen were 
restored to 50 cents an hour by our own act here last December. 
Now, this resolution simply declares that the old rate of 50 cents 
per hour shall be restored. And for what time, Mr. Chairman? 
For the time actually employed. I will admit that it does strike 
the average member of Congress as a strange thing that a Gov- 
ernment employee should only be paid for the time aetually em- 
ployed, but that is this resolution. 

These men are limited to eight hours per day. Their work in 
the main is night work. Their laborsareonerous. They must be 
expert. Not one of them can beemployed unlessheis. The fact 
is, Mr. Chairman, and I think there will be no dispute about that, 
that it requires a five-years apprenticeship to qualify for this line 
of work. I donot know whether the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, under the lead of the gentleman from Texas | Mr. SaYErs] 
will be disposed to contest this, or whether my friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DockERY] will be disposed to contest it, because it will 
call for some more money from the Treasury; but it is an act of 
justice. There is no reason why, haying gone so far, we should 
not do this act of justice. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will we get better work? 

Mr. PENCRH. No; I do not claim we will get better work, but I 
claim that it is a matter of justice. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much additional expense does this reso- 


Tution ae ; 

Mr. PENCE. I do not know, except thatthe estimates made by 
the members of the Labor Committee and by the printers them- 
selves indicate that, taking the average of work, it will increase the 
expense to the Government $130,168 per year. I was told by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Saymrs] a few minutes ago that he 
has some statement from some officer to the contrary, showing 
higher figures, but this estimate is made on a larger force thanthe 
average force. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will permit me I will have the 
letter read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it from the Public Printer? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I send the communication 
to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE] yield? 

Mr. PENCE. I yield for that purpose, of course. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January |, 1395. 

DEAR Ste: In compliance with your — for an estimate of the proba- 
stabethene, otbding Ueaauensens foove of patciassendibotyindelpase engined 
in office as a basis, it would beabeus $820,000. ba otics! 


ey TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer. 
Hon. James D. RicHARDSON, 
Chairman of Committee on Printing, House of Representatives. 


Mr. PENCE. May I ask the date of that letter? 

Mr. SAYERS, Janmary 4. 

Mr. PENCE. And it states that for the force then employed 
the increase would be something over $300.000. That may be true, 
but upon the basis of the average number omployed, taking the 
whole year through, it can not go beyond $150,900. Members must 
bear in mind that the employees in this department do not have 
regular work. They hardly have work running continuously 
through the month, and for many months of the year they have 
none. Based upon the average of employment, it can not go be- 
yond $130,000. 

I will say for myself, Mr. Chairman, that if it were $330,000 I 
should support the measure just the same, because I believe that 
the Government could afford to be just, as it has been just with 
other employees.in this. de t+. And it cam well afford now 


to be just with these gentlemen, who in the nighttime are setting 
























up in type for the information and instruction of the wide, wide 
world the statesmanlike sentences of members of C \ 

Mr. DINGIEY. Is there any night work except when Con- 
gress is in session, and is not that mainly on the RecorD? 

Mr. PENCE. [I presume that is true. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. For instance, after the 4th of March, if there 
is no extra session, will there be an hour of night work until next 
December? 

Mr. PENCE. I suppose not, sir, during the recess. ; 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman if 
these are the same people who have been sitting up at night chas 
ing members of Congress in order to get these positions? 

. PENCE. Mr. i , suppose that is true. It is true 
that the representatives of these employees have visited the Labor 
Committee and have given that committee reasons upon which 
the committee bases this report. The mere fact that they are in- 
terested in this matter can not qualify their effort. 


Mr. WISE. Do you not know how the wages paid to these | 


printers and bookbinders compare with wages paid in private es- 
tablishments? ‘ 

Mr. PENCE. I will answer that question, Mr. Chairman. The 
facts as they have been verified by the Labor Committee and as 
set forth fully in the report show this to be true: We are paying 
now to these printers and bookbinders 40 cents an hour. For the 
ae work the Washington Post in this city pays 56} cents an 

our. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the Washington Post give its employees 
thirty days’ leave of absence with pay? 

Mr. PENCE. I donot know; but I find that they get less leave 
of absence than the rest of these employees, and less t any 
Texan who holds a place in this department under the solicitation 
of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. What do you mean by that? I do not know 
what you mean. The gentleman should be more specific when he 
makes such a remark as that. 

Mr. PENCE. Under the ruling of the Public Printer this line 
of employees have now four days less of annual leave of absence 
than any other employee or clerk in any of the Departments. That 
certainly does not apply to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Texas, who opposes the justice of these claims upon the und 
that these employees have leave of absence. If he had made that 
objection heretofore to other employees there would be some 
reason for it now. . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Allow me to make a suggestion. 

Mr.PENCE. Let me finish the statement in answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisk}. The Wash- 
ington Post pays 56} cents per hour forthis work. The Star pays 
50 cents and the News pays 50 cents. The New York Herald pays 
$4.85 for six hours’ work, the New York World $5.50 for eight 
hours’ work; and the list might be extended indefinitely. Cali- 
fornia pays $4.50 for her State work, and the Government pays 
$3.20 a day, beeause they are limited to eight hours’ work at 40 
cents an hour. 

Mr. WISE. The Government pays only 40 cents an hour? 

Mr.PENCE. Yes; the Government pays only 40 cents an hour, 
and this resolution asks that it be restored to 50 cents an hour. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I think the question would be more 
pertinent if it were asked. how the wages of these employees com- 

with the wages of other skilled employees of the Government. 

Mr. PENCE. The gentleman knows that I can not go into that 
matter. Unfortunately, I have not been in the position, Mr. 
Chairman, to seek or to secure employment for anybody since I 
oa been in public life; and I do not know what salaries they 
get. : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. They are not paid nearly so much 
as in the other branches of the Government service where skilled 


labor is a. 

Mr. PENCE. The gentleman has been kind enough to suggest 
an answer to that; that is that this rate of wages is not nearly 
so much; and in a moment you can see why thatis so. For in- 
stance, these men must be experts in the lins of their business, 
and they must have served an ap. renticeship of five years. They 
get pay for what they do. It is not by the month or the year, as 
the salaries: of the clerks run, but under this resolution, if we break 
up this anomalous con:ition of Government ere, they 
get 50 cen‘s anhour for the time actually employed. Mr. Chair- 
man, we have been generous in other respects to employees, we 
may be just as well as generous in this respect. 

_ Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman has spoken of the wages paid 
in the Washington Post and the Star offices. Are they not wages 
paid to skilled mechanics, runnin, tting machines? There 
is a great difference between a skill mechanic and a compositor. 

Mr. PENCE. They are part of one and part of the other, but 
the rate is the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think both of those offices have \ Lagrecge | 
machines, and at the Government Printing Office they are 
compositors. Now, have the committee made any investigation 
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as. to the commercial price, in cities of this size, received by com- 
positors, not skilled mechanics running typese:iing machines? 

Mr. PENCE. Itis found by the committee that the prices are 
paid for like work of compositors. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This like work is not compositors’, but skilled 
mechanics’. The employees to be affected by this resolution are 
simply compositors, and there are some 2,500 of them in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. What I want to know is, whether as a 
matter of fact the Government is, in paying to-day 40 cents an 
hour, paying more than the commercial compensation in cities of 
this size? 

Mr. PENCE. This is the information I have. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Have you any information on that point? 

Mr. PENCE. Only that which I have stated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That does notapply here. The probability is 
that they are skilled mechanics. 

Mr. PENCE. A compositor is an expert workman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You must not confound the two classes. 

Mr. PENCE. I think if the gentleman would stop to think he 
would draw the line the other way—tkat the skilled workman is 
the one who sets the type in the Government work, rather than 
the one who runs a machine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The compositors in the Government Printing 
Office are good average compositors, such as are employed in com- 
mercial work throughout the country. Now, what I wonld like 
to know is, whether the present price per hour is not as high as it 
is im commercial cities of this size throughout the country. 

Mr. PENCE. Perhaps the gentleman can givethat information 
more definitely than myself. I understand the gentleman is him- 
self the proprietor of a newspaper and the information can come 
from you more directly than from me. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Judging from my information the Govern- 
ment is paying a much higher rate than the commercial price in 
cities of considerable size. ' 

Mr. PENCE. May I ask the gentleman what rate he is paying? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Wepay by the thousand and not by the hour. 
That is the only way of paying. 

I simply know this as a member of Congress—and I presume it 
is the experience of other members of Congress—that expert 

rinters from all over the country come here seeking positions in 

Vashington because they can get more wages than they can get 
elsewhere. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, that is not the real reason they 
come here. They come, not because they can get better wages 
here, but because they are out of work. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have known persons who had good jobs a» 
home to relinquish them to come here. Now, I am willing, and 
I think every member of this House is willing, to give the highest 
commercial wage that is paid in cities of this size, but I am not 
willing to pay more than the commercial wage in cities of this size. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Benedict in 1886, in his report, speaking of 
the printers and bookbinders, says that they are ‘‘the hardest- 
worked and rest-paid employees of the Goverment, and are 
justly entitled to Congressional consideration,” and that has been 
indorsed by su uent Public Printers. The other classes of em- 
ployees have had the old rates of wages restored, all of them, ex- 
cept the printers and binders. 

Mr. BROSIUS. How does the number of employees affected 
by this legislation compare with the number of those whose wages 
have been already restored to the forme1 rates? 

Mr. PENCE. That was stated in the committee, but I do not 
now recollect the proportions. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Does your information enable you to say how 
many classes of employees there are in that office? 

Mr. . There are 16 classes of employees whose wages 
depend upon the order of the Public Printer, and the wages of all 
those classes have been restored. 

Mr. BROGIUS. But you are not able to say how the number 
of those employees compares with the number of printers and 
bin‘ers? 

Mr. PENCE. Iam not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman places his advocacy of this 
legislation for an increase of wages, viz, upon the fact that a cer- 
tain number of employeesin the Government Printing Office have 
had their wages restored to the old basis. Those were pressmen. 
Now, pressmen in all printing offices receive extra large compen- 
sation, growing out of the fact that they must be first-class me- 
chanics. Then, too, there is but a small number of pressmen in 
any printing office compared with the whole force employed, but 
this resolution, which applies to the printers and binders, must 
include fully four-fifths of all the employees of the Printing Of- 
fice. This, therefore, isthe important increase. The others were 
comparatively trifling, covering relatively few cases, but this, if 
adopted, will, as the gentleman from Texas says, sooner or later, 
cause an increased expenditure of about $300,000 a year. 

Mr. PENCE. Does the gentleman think 50 cents an hour is an 
excessive wage where the workman is limited to eight hours? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. . My impression is that 50 cents is at least equal 
to, if it is not above, the commercial rate in cities of this size. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few re- 
marks in the nature of a personal explanation. During the dis- 
cussion of the last bill a very improper remark was made by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Dunn] in reference to me and 
my career. He said thatif my constituents could have known 
my sentiments they would have thrown me into the East River. 
[Laughter. ] 

My answer to the gentleman is that, with a full knowledge of 
my record and my career in Congress, my constituents returned 
me to the Fifty-fourth Congress, while, with a full knowledge of 
his career and his actions, his constituents kicked him into the 
river or into the swamps of New Jersey. [Laughter.] I do not 
know, Mr. Chairman, that I ought to censure the gentleman from 
New Jersey for his language to me, becauseI believe it was either 
the result of ignorance or of an utter disregard for the amenities 
customary among gentlemen and proper in a parliamentary body. 

Mr. SAYERS. r. Chairman, general debate has not been 
concluded on this bill, I understand. 

Mr. McGANN. Mr. Chairman, at the suggestion of members 
of the committee, I will withdraw the bill. 


LABOR COMMISSION. 


Mr. McGANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H.R. 
8494) authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission 
to collate information and to consider and recommend legislation 
to meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh,no. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas many of those enga in the various fields of labor, and also 
many of those engaged in agricultural pursuits, are organized, and, together 
with those engaged in commerce, are presenting grievances to Congress and 
to the various State governments seeking and comanding legislation in their 
behalf: Now, therefore, in order to give a hearing and meet the require- 
ments of this large number of citizens, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized and directed to ye a commission, to be called the industrial com- 
mission, composed as follows: Five men representative of labor, five men 
representative of agriculture, and five men representative of business; but 
a majority of this commission shall not belong to any one of the political 
parties which took part in the last Presidential election. 

Sec. 2. That after the appointment of this commission each division of five 
is hereby authorized and directed to choose or appoint two additional com- 
missioners to act with them on terms of equality, making the whole number 
21; but no one division of five shall make both of its appointments from the 
same political es. and the President shall have the ower to remove any 
member of said commission for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or malfeasance. 

Sec. 3. That each division of seven shall have the right to employ one legal 
adviser whose compensation shall be the same as hereafter provided fora 
member of the commission. Each division shall be allowed one secretary, at 
a salary of $200 per monta. The commission shall convene in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., within sixty days after its Sa by the President, and 
shall, as soon as practicable, appoint the itional members as provided for 
= section 2, but may proceed with the performance of its duties in the mean- 

ime. 

Sxc.4. That the commission shall organize by the selection of one of its 
members as president, and such other officers as are provided for by this act. 
The president and officers shall be chosen by a majority vote of the commis- 
sion, and may be removed from office at any time by a vote of two-thirds of 
the commission. The president shall serve for such term as the commission 
may determine. It shall have power to make such rules as it may deem nec- 
essary for carrying out the pu of this act. 

Src, 5, That it shall be the duty of this commission to investigate questions 
pertains S immigration, to labor, to culture, and to business, and rec- 
ommend to Congress such le tion asit may deem best upon these subjects. 

Seco. 6. That it shall furnish such information and suggest such laws as may 
be made a basis for uniform legislation by the various States of the Union 
in order to harmonize conflicting interests, and to be equitable to the la- 
borer, the employer, the producer, andthe consumer. 

Seo. 7. That the commission shall receive petitions and grant reasonable 
time for hearings on subjects pertaining to its duties, and, if deemed neces- 
sary) it shall amoat a subcommission or commissions of its members to 
make investigation in any of the United States, and it shall be allowed 
actual necessary expenses for the same. It shall have the authority to send 
soe eamenieh SiEinah aciibeg cask, ceanbaed sapeeteen tems tee aioe 
sary expenses, including ing clerk, sho: re rs, rent for p 
of meeting, furniture, and fixtures, and printing shall be allowed; however, 
not to exceed $50,000 per annum. 

Src. & That it may —— from time to time at its discretion, and shall at 
the conclusion of its labors submit a final report to the President of the 
United Staies. 

Sec, 9. That the term of the commission shall be two years, unless its work 
is accomplished in less time and the term of service shall not be less than six 
months each . The salary and mileage of each member of this com- 
meen shall be the same as that of the members of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Sec. 10. That any vacancies occurring in the commission by reason of 
death, disability, or from any other cause shall be filled by appointment in 
the same manner and by the same authority as the commissioner was ap- 
pointed whose place is to be filled. 

Sere. 11. That a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act is 
hereby avvropriated,out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. MCGANN, Mr. Chairman, on account of the brief time 
penetee at the suggestion of the author of this bill, I with- 
w it. 

Subsequently Mr. PHr.iips obtained leave to have printed in 
the Recorp the report of the Committee on Labor (by Mr. PHIL- 
Lirs) on the foregoing bill. The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 8494, bein 
the amended bill or substitute for H. R. 7756, after having carefully comaite 
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ered the same and amended it by striking out, commencing on line 2 of sec- 
tion 9, the words “and the, etc.,"’ and continuing with lines 3 and 4, and end- 
ing the sentence containing these words, beg leave to report in favor of the 
passage of the bill for the following reasons: 

Because there is widespread dissatisfaction with the laws governing labor, 
as shown by discontent, strikes, and violence, causing great misery, loss, and 
danger to society. i 

Because of the growing discontent among farmers, as evidenced by their 
various organizations—their protests against unequal burdens and taxation, 
discriminating charges in transportation, and exorbitant charges by middle- 
men in disposing of their commodities. 

Because the business men need and business interests require a just and 
more satisfactory settlement of differences with those with whom they deal, 
and upon whose labor and products successful business must depend. 

Because it is expected that this commission will be composed of_experts, 
the ablest and best of each class named, bringing into conference representa- 
tive men of labor, agriculture, and business whose duties will be to recom- 
mend laws looking toward a more just distribution of the burdens and bene- 
fits of our self-government. 

Because our laws have not kept abreast with the rapid pace of development. 
New conditions confront us on every hand in the massing of labor and capi- 
tal; in new improvements in the instruments of husbandry (making great 
changes in agricultural pursuits); in the mode of manufacturing, transpor- 
tation, travel, and intercommunication. 

All have been revolutionized within a generation. 

We have been offering premiums for inventions, discovery, and develop- 
ment. We have had 10,000 men burning midnight oil inventing labor-savin 
machines and devices of all kinds until we have changed the whole order o 
industrial pursuits, but we have offered no premium for talent or energy in 
ameliorating the altered conditions of labor, established no commission _to 
bring up our laws to meet these new conditions; hence there is friction, dis- 
content, and violence, destroying peace, property, and life. 

Because of the importance of the agricultural pursuit to the welfare and 
hagpiees of man. In the very beginning, God sent forth man to till the 
soil as his chief employment. All civilized life depends upon agriculture. 
Without the farmer the world would be a wilderness. In our marvelous de- 
velopment the interests of the farmer have not been properly guarded. 

Because labor is the basis of all wealth, and has been from the time when 
God said, ** In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread.” 

Without labor, none can accumulate, and all development would cease. 
The claims of the laborer must be justly met, so that in bearing the great 
burdens of life he will share more equally in its enjoyments. 

Because business men have and will continue to suffer great depreciation 
and increasing losses unless a better adjustment is made. 

Because the good of society demands it, in that so much of vital importance 
to its well-being and peace is bound up in massed capital and_massed labor, 
so frequently in conflict, and which now largely control production, manu- 
factures, transportation, and development, the very sources of supply and 
demand upon which the good order of society depends. The commission pro- 
posed is nonpartisan, impartial, and designed to meet the wants of all the 
people. 

_ Because we declared equal rights, and millions of our citizens are complain- 
ing that they have not been protected in them. Rights are as eternal and 
immutable as truth. There is oe a way to do right, and a way to right 
wrongs. If wrongs exist they should be righted. Rights must be guarded 
and maintained. ight is eternal, and like truth will prevail. The commis- 
sion is important, because of its inquiry along the entire line of this funda- 
mental principle of our Government, and therefore the demands of the people 
uire such work as is proposed by this bill. 
use the national and State legislative bodies are not so constituted as 
to be able to give proper time to the examination of the industrial matters 
presented in this bill, nor are they made up — of representative men 
such as is proposed by this commission; nor are they nonpartisan. These 
bodies are besieged by men, lobbying for — privileges, while none are 
lobbying for the g ofall. The work of this commission is confined to the 
ae questions of the age and to our new environments, and its investiga- 
ions and recommendations are designed to meet the greatest needs of our 
times. It can hear, consider, and recommend in a shorter time and with less 
expense for the best good of all than can be accomplished by a legislative 
y, or in any other way. 

Congress is the proper body to authorize the appointment of such a com- 
mission, as it is composed of members coming from all parts of every State. 
However jealous we may be of the rights of the States, no one can o ag to 
such a commission making recommendations to Congress, and furnishing in- 
formation to the States which may be of the greatest value. 

. use the commission could utilize a large amount of statistical informa- 
tion gathered at great cost by various agricultural and labor organizations, 
and especially could use to great advantage the information collected by the 
various labor committees appointed in recent years, both State and national, 
in our own country and by other nations most advanced in civilization. The 
facts so ably compiled by the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor 
for the United States, would be of incalculable value. This, together with 
the findings of similar commissions appointed by thirty-two of our different 
States, could be utilized. It would also have the benefit of the compieted work 
of the English royal commission of labor, and also the rosre g work of 
the higher council of labor established in France and the higher council of 
labor appointed in Belgium. Not only would it have the benefit of all such 
recently accumulated nate, bas it would be in a position to study the best 
laws of civilization and the t thoughts of the and thus be able to rec- 
ommend more equitable laws than now exist, looking tothe solution of the 
most vital and pressing political and economic questions of the . Labor 
statistical bureaus are of recent origin, and were first established in the 
United States, the first one in Massachusetts in 1869. They have since been 
established in thirty-two of our States. ; 

The first Com: oner of Labor, the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, was ap- 
pointed under the General Government in 1885. The English royal labor 
commission was appointed by royal warrant dated April 21, 1891, and is com- 
oe of 27 members. The fifth and final report of this commission was made 

o both houses of Parliament in June, 1894. e German commission of labor 
statistics was appointed in i891, and it consists of 14 members, 168 civil serv- 
ants, and 84 assistants. The higher council of labor wasestablished in France 
in 1891. It consists of 50 members, chosen from among manufacturers, work- 
ingmen, and persons well informed upon economic and social questions. The 
Belgian higher council of labor was appointed in 1892. It consists of 48 mem- 
bers, chosen in equal numbers from workingmen, employers, and specialists 
in economic science. 

Both these latter are authorized to examine into and recommend legisla- 
tion. These foreign commissions are cited as precedents, and to show that 
civilized nations are progressing along the line of our dec principles of 
ower which are recalled by this bill. 

e do not consider the commission too large to ee a continent-such 
as ours, with its vast and varied industries. The difference in climate, the 


difference between plain and mountaln, the difference between North and 
South, East and West, give rise to great industries in one section that are 
not well understood in another; all of which should have representative men 
serve on the commission. Even the number provided for will not represent 
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all, but it is believed that it will have reasonable knowledge of all the ont 
pursuits of our country, and will be infull sympathy with all, so as to hear 
and recommend for the greatest of the greatest number. 
In addition to these reasons we to call attention of the members of Con- 
ress to the general wish of the > panes es ly of representatives of the 
boring and farming interests of our country, as witnessed by petitions and 
—- favoring the passage of the bill, from which we give some extracts 
ow. 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill as amended be passed. 


New YORK, January 7, 1895. 


My Dear Sir: It is with more than ordinary pleasure I note that H.R. bill 
7756 has been referred to the Committee on Labor, of which you are the fon- 
ored chairman, and that the prospects are good for a favorable report from 
the committee to the House. E : 

In my report as president of the American Federation of Labor to the 
fourteenth annual convention, recently held at Denver, Colo., I took occasion 
to say the following in reference to the bill: 

“A bill was introduced by the Hon. Tuomas W. PHILLIPs in the House for 
the purpose of creating a commission, to be appointed by the President, for 
the purpose of inquiring into the condition of industry and to what extent 
the people have been deprived of the rights guaranteed by the Constitution 
of the United States and the Declaration of Independence. e bill prescribes 
that. representatives from organized labor, business men, and farmers shall 


be —— ‘6 ; 3 
“The executive council indorsed the bill and organized labor generally ap- 
roved it, forwarding resolutions to their respective Congressmen and Sena- 
ors certifying to that effect. It is desirable that the bill before its final pas- 
sage should receive the consideration of this convention to say whether any 
amendments may be required. y ; : 

‘** Copies of the bill will be laid before the appropriate committee to which 
this subject may be referred.” 3 ; 

The subject-matter was referred to the committee on president's report, 
which subsequently requested that a special committee be appointed for the 
purpose of expressing the sentiments of theconventionthereon. Thespecial 
committee reported in favor of the bill and recommended its indorsement by 
the convention. It also made the following recommendations: 

“We would also recommend that, in case the said bill becomes a law, all 
matters indorsed by this body requiring Congressional action shall be sub- 
mitted to the representatives of labor provided for in the bill, and that efforts 
be put forth by the executive council to secure the appointment of union 
men as such representatives. : < . 

“We would further recommend that all bodies affiliated with the American 
Federation of Labor petition their respective Senators and Representatives 
in Congress to vote for the passage of the above-named measure.” 

The report of the committee, I take pleasure in saying, was adopted by the 
convention by an qeerwhaene ority. : : ; 

In all likelihood I may be in Washington during the coming week, and if L 
am I shall deem it both a pleasure as well as a duty to call upon you in con- 
nection with this bill and other measures in which the organized wage work- 
ers of our country are interested. 

Truly, yours, 
SAML. GOMPERS. 
Hon. LAWRENCE E. McGAnNN, 2 
Chairman Committee on Labor, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., December 14, 189%. 


Srr: Understanding that your committee haye now under consideration 
H.R. 7756, introduced by Congressman PHILLIPs, of Pennsylvania, being “‘A 
bill authorizing the ae of a nonpartisan commission to collate in- 
formation and to consider and recommend le tion to meet the problem 
presented by labor, agriculture, and = .” I beg leave to offer my personal 
and official indorsement of the p ions therein contained. Itis not — 
sible within the prescribed limits of a letter to give all my reasons therefor, 
but suffice to say for the present that it seems to me this would be a practi- 
cable way not only of securing the best information as a basis for the making 
of laws conserving the interests of all classes but would to a considerable 
extent do away with the necessity for various organizations of labor, capital, 
and culture sending committees to Washington to influence legislation 
and lobbying in the interest thereof. The prosperity of the urban working 
classes is so closely interwoven with that of the agriculturist and the manu- 
facturer that I doubt very much if any of usknow where the interests of each 
begin or end. Such a commission as pro iy the bill would have the 
combined advantage of being representative of all classes and securing in- 
formation hardly accessible under other conditions. _ 

The weight of recommendations from such a commission to the lawmaking 
power of States and nation would ce y be much greater than similar 
recommendations coming from any other source, inasmuch as it would be 
non and representative of all classes. . 

Belie I voice the hearty concurrence of the large constituency I have 
the honor to be affiliated with and represent in the above indorsement, I am, 


Very truly, yours, 
r JNO. W. HAYES, 
General Secretary-Treasurer. 
Hon. LAWRENCE McGann, 
Chairman Committee on Labor, Washington, D.C. 


HARRISBURG, PA., December 22, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: My attention having been called to House bill No. 7756, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, entitled “A bill authorizing the appointment 
of a non isan commission to collate information and to consider and rec- 
ommend legislation to.meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture 
and capital,” and having examined the said bill with much care, I had it lai 
before the Farmers’ Alliance council of this country, where it met, after dis- 
cussion, with unanimous approval. 

his week it was laid before the council of the Pennsylvania State Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union, its provisions discussed, and the measure 
was practically unanimously approved. 

The bill has been laid before a moety of the members of the executive 
committee of the National Farmers’ ce and Industrial Union, and has 


their approval. 
Personally, I h it will become a law at a very early day, as the agricul- 


tural element of the United States, Iam sure, will be greatly benefited by 
ae of a co on appointed in the manner proposed by the bill re- 
e hs 
Very respectfully, 


H. C. DEMMING, 
Secretary Executive Committee 
National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union. 
Hon. LAWRENCE E. McGann, M. C., 
Chairman of the Congressional Committee on Labor. 


Des Mornes, Iowa, December 18, 1894. 


DEAR Str: H. R. 7756 having been called to my attention, I take great 

pleasure in informing you that it meets my most hearty approval. 
t seems to me that the bill promises more for the harmony of conflicting 

interests at this time than any other measure now pending in Congress. 

Thanking — for the introduction of so just and timely a measure, and 
trusting for its immediate passage, I am, 

y, yours, 
J. R. SOVEREIGN, 
Grand Master Workman. 
Hon. T. W. Puriiips, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR BULLETIN. 


Mr. McGANN. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H.R. 8718 

— for the publication of a bulletin of the Department of 
. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, [ trust that general debate on 
this bill will be closed. We have but a short time remaining; and 
I think that with two amendments which I propose to offer, and 
a I think will be acceptable to the committee, the bill ought 

0 pass. 

Mr. McGANN. We shall not object to the gentleman’s amend- 
ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
considered as closed. 

There was no objection. 

The bill having been read for amendment— 

Mr. SAYERS moved to amend by inserting after the word 
“‘ four,” in line 3 of section 2, the word “‘ and;” by striking out, in 
line 4, the words ‘‘and two extra clerks of class 1;” and by strik- 
ing out, in line 5, the words “ seven thousand four hundred ” and 
ne ‘five thousand;” so as to make the section read as fol- 

ows: 

That to enable the Commissioner of Labor to carry out the provisions of 
this act he is hereby authorized to appoint one extra clerk of class 4 and two 


extraclerks of class 3; and for the payment thereof the sum of $5,000 is hereby 
appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is it supposed that $5,000 will be sufficient to 


Without objection genera] debate will be 


| pay the compensation of these additional clerks? 


Mr. SAYERS. So I am informed. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Savers, it 
was adopted. 

Mr. McGANN. I move that this bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McGANN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TaRsSNgY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 8713) providing for the publication of the bulletin 
of the Department of Labor, and had directed him to report the 
same back with an amertdment and with a recommendation that 
the bill be passed as amended. 

Mr. McGANN. [I move the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McGANN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. HEARD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for to-day on account of sickness. 


EXHIBITION OF BALTIMORE CENTENNIAL ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in se with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition to be held under the auspices of the 
Baltimore Centennial Association, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In accordance with the request of the House, 
this bill has been returned from the Senate. In view of the fact 
that the session is rapidly drawing to a close, and that this bill 
unless promptly considered may fail, I ask its immediate consider 
ation. It carries no appropriation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Baltimore Centennial Association, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Maryland for the purpose of commemorating 
the one hundreth anniversary of the incorporation of the city of Baltimore, 
will hold, during the year i897, in the city of Baltimore, State of Maryland, an 
exposition showing the resources, ores, and progress of the United 


States of America,and particularly of the Southern States, embracing the 
a industries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, mine, and sea; 
an 


Whereas it is desired to make this exposition of a national and interna- 
tional character so that all the nations of the world may participate: There- 


fore, 
Be it enacted, etc., That all articles which shall be imported from foreign 
































































| | 
Kh 
i 
7) 
q 

: 





ps ar aE I SE ad AR NG Ne nn 8 sn a ar mane 
ae e 


Ne ats ae 





A el a aN 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 





countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said open, upon which 
there shall be a tariff or customs duty, shall be admitted free of payment of 
duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the asury shall prescribe. : 

Sxc.2. That it s be lawful at any time during said exposition to sell for 
delivery oe or at the close of the ee any of the goods or prop- 
erty imported for and actually on exhibition in the exposition buildings or 
on its grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of the revenue 
and for the collection of the import duties as the Seeretary of the Treasury 
shall preseribe: Provided, t no such sales shall be mace Saree the prog- 
ress of the exposition without the consent of the director-general of the-ex- 

sition: And provided further, That all such articles when sold or with- 
owe for consumption in the United States shail be subject to the duty, if 
any, imposed upon such articles by the reyenue laws in force at the date of 
the importation, and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and en- 
forced against articles and against the persons who may be guilty of 
any illegal sale or withdrawal. 

Sec. 3. That all the provisions of public resolution numbered 30, entitled 
“ Joint resolution authorizing foreign exhibitors at the World's Columbian 
Exposition to bring to this country foreign laborers from their respective 
countries for the! purpese of preparing for and making their exhibits,” ap- 

roved August 5, iho, are hereby extended to and ude applicable to said 
timore Exposition to the same extent as if said Baltimore Exposition was 
therein specifically named. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Committee on Ways and Means has 
unanimously recommended the passage of this bill. ; 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

On motion of Mr. McMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
EULOGIES ON HON. PHILIP SIDNEY POST. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of half past Jo’clock having arrived. 
the House proceeds to the consideration of the special order, which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 26th day of February next, beginning at 2 


o'clock p. m., be set apart for eulogies on the life and sevices of Hon. Philip 
Sidney Post, late a Representative from the Tenth district of Mlinois. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Dlinois. I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House have heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Philip Sidney Post, a Representative from the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That as a mark respect to the memory of the deceased the 
business of the House be now suspended that his associates may be able to 
pay tribute to his high character and distinguished services. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall, at the con- 
clusion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to transmit acopy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 

The question being taken, the resolutions were unanimously 
adopted. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the death of the 
late Hon. Philip Sidney Post occurred at the Hamilton House in 
this city on Sunday, the 6th day of January, 1895, at the hour of 
4 o'clock in the morning, and was so sudden and unexpected as to 
shock not only his many friends in this body, but the people of his 
Consrrenshiaal Gielirtch and State. Some of us, Mr. Speaker, had 
seen and conversed with General Post here in the Hall of the House 
on Friday afternoon before his death. He was then apparently 
in good health and with as fair a promise of life as any of us here 

. And yet in a few brief hours, surrounded by his faithful 
and devoted wife and a loving son and daughter, he was stricken 
down and passed away to meet and act with us here no more for- 
ever. While contemplating the suddenness of his decease we can 
but exclaim: Surely man *‘cometh forth like a flower, and is cut 
down: he fleeth also as a shadow, and continueth not.” 

Gen. Philip Sidney Post was born in the town of Florida, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, on the 19th of March, 
1833, and was therefore, at the time of his decease, not quite sixty- 
two years of ose. He was born of highly respectable parentage, 
and wasliberally educated, having graduated with honors at Union 
College, in Schenectady, N. Y., in the year 1855. And after his 
— at Union , he ied law at the law school in 

ughkeepsie, N. Y. In the year 1861 he followed his father and 
mother to Galesburg, Tll., where, moving from the State of New 
York, they had e their home in 1854, and I believe General 
Post continued ever after the year 1861 to make Galesburg his 
place of residence. ; 

But, Mr. Speaker, at the time General Post joined his father 
and mother at Galesburg civil war was threatening the dissolu- 
tion of the Union, and, inspired by a spirit of patriotism and de- 
votion to his country, he helped to raise a company of volunteers 
in the county of Knox, where he resided. But, as Illinois had 
furnished all the volunteers called for from that State, this com- 
pany raised in Knox County could not be ied; and so the 
company proceeded to the city of St. Louis, Mo., where it was 
mustered into the service of the United States as Company A of 
the Ninth Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, oe the regi- 
ment was composed wholly of citizens of Illinois, and was subse- 
poweig Semone by order of the War Department the Fifty- 
ninth Regiment of Dhinois Volunteer Infantry. 


General Post was elected a second lieutenant of the company he 
had helped to enlist; but in the organization of the regiment he 
was made adjutant, and in January, 1862, was promoted to the 
office of major of the regiment. And as Gen. J. C. Kelton, late 
Adjutant-General of the Army of the United States and after- 
wards governor of the Soldiers’ Home in this city, now deceased, 
had been made colonel of the regiment, but had been assigned to 
duty on the staff of Major-General Halleck, General Post took 
command of the regiment as major, and by a severe midwinter 
march joined General Curtis in the campaign made by that officer 
preceding the battle of Pea Ridge, in the State of Arkansas. In 
that open General Post distinguished himself as an able, 
brave, and gallant officer, for which he was specially mentioned 
in the official reports of the battle. He was severely wounded by 
a gunshot wound in the shoulder during the engagement, but 
—Soaeeee he refused to leave the field, until helpless from 
the loss of blood he was taken off. Some ten days after the battle 
of Pea Ridge General’ Post was unanimously elected colonel b 
the officers of the regiment in place of Colonel Kelton, who ha 
recommended his appointment, and was commissioned and mus- 
tered in as such. 

General Post returned to the field before he had recovered fully 
from the wound received at the battle of Pea Ridge, and at Ham- 
burg Landing, in May, 1862, was assigned to the command of a 
brigade; and marched the same to its place in the line of battle, 
before Corinth, four days before the evacuation of that place. 
During the summer of 1862 he was actively engaged in military 
duties in Mississippi. Among other orders executed by him he 
moved upon the large factories at Bay Springs, Miss., surprised 
the — which guarded them, drove them out in confusion, and 
completely disabled the mills. He also commanded an expedition 
to Allsboro, Ala., and in less than twenty hours seized, loaded, 
and carried away $80,000 worth of cotton, his command having 
marched 36 miles in the round trip from Inka. General Post then 
crossed the Tennessee River with his brigade to assist in expelling 
Bragg and Kirby Smith from Kentucky and Tennessee, and after 
the 18th of August, 1862, his brigade was identified with and par- 
ticipated in the movements of the armies of the Ohio and the Cum- 
berland. And at Louisville, Ky., on the 1st of October, 1862, he 
was assigned to the command of the First Brigade, First Division, 
Twentieth Army Corps, which was composed of the Twenty-second 
Indiana Infantry, the Fourth, Fifth, and Fifty-ninth Illinois In- 
fantry, and the Fifth Wisconsin Battery. General Post com- 
manded this brigade for some twelve or thirteen months, and until 
after the Chickamauga campaign and battle, when in a reorgan- 
ization of the Army the brigade lost its identity. During the year 
General Post commanded this brigade it performed meritorious 
service at Perryville, Lancaster, Nolensville, Liberty Gap, and at 
Chickamauga. It lost in the year of its existence 850 heroic men 
on the battlefield, and was especially noted and referred to for 
its drill and discipline; and General Post’s division commmander, 
in recommending him for promotion, said: 

In all these campaigns and battles Colonel Post has shown himself a com- 
mander of rare qualifications and extraordinary energy, and one of the best 
tacticians in the Army. The evidence of his skill was exhibited wherever 
his brigade maneuvered on drill or the battlefield. 

General Post also participated in the Atlanta campaign of 1864, 
and in August of that year he was assigned to the command of 
the Second Ip ee Third Division, Fourth Army Corps; and at 
the battle of Lovejoy Station, when General Wood, who com- 
manded the division, was wounded, General Post took the com- 
mand of the division and checked the advance of the enemy to 
the north. 

After the close of the Atlanta campaign and the occupation of 
Atlanta by Sherman’s army, General Post rendered gallant service 
in checking the movement of Hood into Tennessee, and especially 
at the battle of Nashville, where, while participating in the charge 
on Overton Hill, he was struck by a grapeshot and severely 
wounded. For some time his recovery seemed donbtful, and for 
his gallantry in the battle of Nashville he was brevetted a briga- 
dier-general and received a medal from Congress. 

After recovering from his wound received at the battle of Nash- 
ville, General Post was stationed at San Antonio, Tex., where he 
had command of 16 regiments of infantry, and where he per- 
formed his last service and closed his distinguished military ca- 
reer. After the battle of Nashville Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, 
in a special report, recommended the appointment of General 
Post as a colonel in the Regular Army, and said of him: 


General Post is an active, energetic, and intelligent officer, and his bravery 
in battle is beyond question. His capability and efficiency as a commander 
of troops have been fully demonstrated. 


His corps commander also reviewed his military career in a re- 
port made to the Secretary of War recommending his appointment 
asacolonelin the Regular Army of the United States, in the follow- 


ing words: 

I most respectfully and earnestly recommend Brig. Gen. Philip Sidney Post 
as colonel in the Re r Army of the United States. General Post entered 
the Army as second lieutenant, but soon rose r merits to major. 
nt in the obstinately fo ttle of Pea Ridge and 


was severely wounded. Shortly after that battle he was promoted colonel of 
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t. Returning to the field even before his wound was recov: 
= oined his i th, and was placed in command 
a . From that time to the end of the war General Post's career was 
an un term of arduous service, useful , and brilliant actions. He 
participated ay in some of the most obstinately contested battles and 
lorious victories of the war. In the great battle and decisive triumph of 
ashville General Post’s brigade did more hard fighting and_ rendered more 
important service than any like organization in the Army. Im the grandest 
most vigorous assault that was made on the enemy'sintrenchments, near 
the close of the fighting on the second day, General Post fell, and, as it was at 
first supposed, mortally wounded, at the hi of his brigade, leading it to the 
onslaught. A discharge of grape killed his horse under him and tore away a 
portion of his left hip. I know of no officer of General Post's grade who has 
made a better or more brilliant service. : 5 ’ 

General Post was, on the reorganization of the Army, informed 
by the Secretary of War of these recommendations and that they 
had been favorably considered. But, as the war was over and 
peace had been established, General Post preferred the pursuits of 
civil life and declined the honor p ad to be conferred upon 
him, and accordingly, on the 16th of February, 1866, he left the 
military service. : j : . r 

But General Post did not remain long in private life, for in the 
same year, 1866, when he left the service as a soldier, he was ap- 
pointed by the Government ’ hich he had so well served con- 
sul at Vienna and served as sach until 1874, when for his ability 
and fidelity he was promoted to the office of consul-general and 
served as such until 1879, when heretired from the consular service, 
and in 1880 returned to his home in Galesburg. ‘ 

In his consular service General Post displayed the same intel- 
ligence and fidelity to duty he had done in the military service. 
In his long service abroad he never forgot his country nor his 
Americanism, and when he returned to the United States he re- 
turned as an American, with American manners and with the 
thoughts, feelings, and actions of a simple American citizen. He, 
however, brought with him a deeper, purer, and stronger love of 
his country, for which he had shed his blood and periled his life 
on many battlefields. 

General Post made, while consul and consul-general, many val- 
uable reports of interest to the country, and some of them have 
been received and quoted as authority. Among other reports 
made by him was an elaborate report on the cultare of the sugar- 
beet and the manufacture of beet sugar. He also made an in- 
teresting and valuable report on the railway system of Austria 
and the protection of American inventors. He also recommended 
the inspection of American meats to be exported to other coun- 
tries, and fifteen years later, as a member of this body, he voted 
for a law providing for such an inspection of meats as he had 
been the first to recommend when serving his country abroad. 

When he retired from the consular service, in 1879, John Hay, 
then Assistant Secretary of State, paid to his consular service the 
following tribute: 

An examination discloses that many important duties in addition to the 
more formal business of your office were intrusted to you during your long 
continuance with the Department, and they were performed in a manner 
that commanded its approval and comme tion. Your reputation in the 
service and your character asarepresentative of the Government were known 
to the Department and in the service, and to the h opinion entertained of 
your standing by my predecessor and the officers of the Department may be 
added the testimony of your coll sand my own personal and official ac- 
quaintance with the reputation which distinguished your career abroad 


After General Post’s return to Galesburg he engaged, in 1883, 
in the real-estate business, and gave his attention to it until in 
1886, when he was nominated and elected as a Representative in 
the Fiftieth Congress. Before his election to Congress, however, 
General Post had served as a member at large of the Republican 
State central committee of Illinois from 1882 to 1886, and in the 
latter year was commander of the department of Illinois of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, in which organization he ever took 
great interest and was an active, earnest, devoted member. 

_ General Post was elected a member of the House of Representa- 
tives in the Fiftieth Congress by the narrow plurality of only 29 
votes over Hon. Nicholas E. Worthington, a Democrat, who had 
been twice previously elected a member of the House from the 
same district, and his right to a seat in the House was contested 
by Mr. Worthington; but the contest was decided by the Com- 
mittee on Elections and by the House in favor of General Post, 
and he served his constituents so well and so faithfully that he 
has since been elected, successively, a member of the Fifty-first, 
Fifty-second, Fifty-third, and Fifty-fourth Congresses. But, Mr. 
Speaker, when the roll of the Fifty-fourth Congress shall be called 
in this Hall he will not be here to answer to his name. 

Many of us, Mr. Speaker, are familiar with the services of Philip 
Sidney Post prs how ee years he has been a member 
of this body, and that has been an intelligent, faithful, 
and efficient member. He has been active, earnest, and zealous 
in the discharge of his public duties, and especially in regard to 
whatever affected the interests in any way of his constituents and 
his district. For them he contended with an earnestness and a 


St I have seldom or never seen surpassed. That General 
‘ost Was a man vd gener convictions on public questions which 
an expression 


he had investigated, and that he was fearless in the 
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and defense of them, all who knew him well can testify. He was 
a man of undoubted ability and possessed all the elements neces- 
sary to make a strong character, and while he had rendered dis- 
tinguished services to his country he was always modest and un- 
assuming and never paraded his public services before even his 
friends. 

But, Mr. Speaker, whether in military life, where the souls of 
men are stirred to great deeds; in the consular service in a for- 
eign country, where the honor and dignity as well as the com- 
mercial interests of his own country were involved, or here in 
this Hall, where important questions of great public interest were 
constantly coming up for consideration and action, General Post 
was always found to be intelligent, watchful, and faithful to 
duty. He was genial and pleasant in his intercourse with his 
fellow-members, and such was his courteous and kindly de- 
meanor as he walked into and out of this Hall from day to day 
during the years of his service here that I think it can be truly 
said he won the universal respect of every member of the House 
who knew him, and his death was deeply regretted by all. 

Mr. Speaker, the life work of General Post is closed forever; 
but he has not lived nvain. His life has been useful to the com- 
munity in which he lived and to his country, and he leaves be- 
hind him a record for distinguished public service, and a name 
which is a rich heritage for his bereaved wife and children, his 
family and friends, and which will form a bright page in his 
country’s history. 

Mr. Speaker, I was one of the committee appointed by the 
House to accompany the remains of our departed friend to his 
home and his final resting place. And all of us can testify to the 
evidences of universal respect and sorrow which were manifested 
by the people of the city of Galesburg. in which General Post had 
for so many years made his home. The whole city seemed to be 
in mourning, business was suspended, the stores and many private 
residences were draped in mourning, and it seemed that the entire 
— of the city and surrounding country had turned out to 

onor their distinguished citizen and soldier, their able and faith- 
ful Representative, who had been so suddenly stricken down by 
the icy hand of death. 

It was manifest, Mr. Speaker, to everyone who witnessed che 
demonstrations of sorrow and respect made in honor of General 
Post that he hada strong hold upon the hearts and affections of 
the people among whom he had lived, and whom he had so ably 
and faithfully served in war and in peace. Sorrowing citizens, 
from every part of his district, and many from other portions of 
the State, and especially large numbers of his old comrades in 
arms, were present to pay a last tribute of respect to their faith- 
ful Representative whom they honored and loved. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not close this tribute of respect to the mem- 
ory of my departed friend and colleague without expressing the 
deep sympathy I feel for his noble but grief-stricken wife and chil- 
dren. They bore themselves so nobly and so bravely in their great 
sorrow as to command the respect and tender regard of all who 
witnessed it. May God bless and comfort them in their great be- 
reavement. 

Mr. Speaker, it was a bright and beautiful winter’s day when 
in the cemetery of his own beloved city, in the presence of a sor- 
rowing multitude, the bugle sounded ‘‘ Lights out.” and we laid 
away at rest all that was mortal of Gen. Philip Sidney Post, the 
brave soldier, the patriotic citizen, the able and faithful Repre- 
sentative and statesman. All honor to his memory! 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, my first acquaintance with Philip 
Sidney Post, late a member of this House from the State of [lli- 
nois, was in the Fiftieth Congress, although I came near know- 
ing him at the Poughkeepsie Law School, where he was a student 
in 1855, just ahead of my own entrance into that institution in 
1856. He was admitted to the bar in [linois in 1856 and entered 
at once into active practice, taking good rank in the profession. 

Very soon, however, with our deceased brother, as with thou- 
sands of others in that day, were the peaceful encounters of the 
courts suddenly exchanged for the bustle of the camp and the 
tearful onset of battle. 

Young Post was among the first to rally in defense of the flag 
and for the preservation of the Union, and he was at once recog- 
nized as brave and capable, and accordingly rapidly rose from the 
lowest commissioned grade to be brevet brigadier-general. 

He was second lieutenant in the Fifty-ninth Illinois Infantry 
June 8, 1861; was adjutant July 21, 1861; major January 1, 1862; 
colonel March 9, 1862, and brevet brigadier-general December 16. 
1864, the date of the battle of Nashville, where his conduct was 
exceptionally gallant and where he was severely wounded. His 

otion to be colonel was also marked by a severe wound in the 
ttle of Pea Ridge, March 7, two days before the date of his com- 
mission. 

Hie command while in the Army was nearly all the time out of 
proportion to his rank, being much of the time of a brigade and 
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some of the time of a division, thereby showing plainer than words 


can tell the confidence re d in him by his superior officers, with 
whom his standing was deservedly high. 

Not alone, however, did his soldierly qualities fix attention with 
his superiors, but in a marked degree did he command the confi- 
dence and esteem of the officers and men under his command, 
thereby enabling him always to keep abreast, if not ahead, of 
what was expected of him. His military career was, in short, a 
well-rounded success, and would alone entitle him toa place in 
the history of his State and nation. But his civil life was little 
less distinguished. 

At the close of the war he returned to his profession, but had 
hardly gathered up the broken threads of his early practice when, 
in 1866, he was appointed by President Johnson consul to Vienna. 
And so satisfactory was his service that he was continued by 
President Grant, who, in 1874, promoted him to be consul-general 
for Austria-Hungary, which office he held till 1879, when he re- 
signed, having been for thirteen years in the consular service—a 
long period under the present American system, which keeps not 
only consular and diplomatic offices but all others subject to the 
rise and fall of political parties. 

This long-continued acquaintance of General Post with Ameri- 
can commercial interests abroad made him an earnest advocate of 
a permanent consular system, wholly independent of party poli- 
tics, as calculated to secure greater efficiency and so more effec- 
— serve and protect the commercial rights of the American 
people in foreign countries. And in the,consideration of this and 
cognate questions in this body from time to time his opinions 
were always received with respectful attention. 

They were really helpful in the solution of all questions con- 
nected with our foreign service. 

After General Post’s return from his long and honorable resi- 
dence abroad he found himself irresistibly drawn into the politics 
of his State and district. He served four years, from 1882 to 1886, 
as member at large on the Illinois Republican State central com- 
mittee. 

His old comrades also again gathered around him, and in 1886 
placed him at their head as commander of the Grand Army of 
the Republic for the departmentof Illinois. They hadin the long 
ago been with him in the shock of battle, and after twenty years 
of peace they formed again at his command, but then only in mem- 
ory of that sad but heroic time. 

General Post’s political star was now ascendant in his Congres- 
sional district, and the same year he was elected to a seat in this 
House, which he held continuously tiil his death. He was also re- 
elected to the next Congress. This plainly shows the full esteem 
and confidence in which he was held by the people of his district, 
who always felt a just pride in his service here, which was alike 
honorable to him and them. 

His committee work was always careful and conscientious. I 
speak from personal knowledge of that in the Fifty-first Congress, 
during which time we were associates on the District of Columbia 
Committee, and at a time, too, when important questions involving 
large interests were up for consideration. 

General Post was not a neutral quantity, but a man of opinions 
and convictions, and never wanting in courage to express them, 
though always with proper respect for the opinions of others. 
This, coupled with a quick perception and a high sense of honor, 
made him always useful and reliable, and gave him good rank, 
indeed excellent rank, as citizen, lawyer, soldier, consul, and law- 
maker. 

But in the midst of usefulness, in the full maturity of his powers 
and in apparently perfect health, with no hint of weakness or 
decay, the summons came, and our friend was hurried over the 
river before his fellows in this House so much as knew of his ill- 
ness. 

It is true the corporal form was left and has since been lowered 
by loving hands into the arms of our common mother, but the 
part that animated the clay and for the time made it something 
more than dust, that had intelligence and moral perception; that 
loved, hoped, and feared; that part, on service of warrant by the 
rider on the pale horse, mysteriously left its tenement here never 
to return—the very suddenness of the departure saying to us all, 
** Be ye also ready.” 

Mr. Speaker, occurrences like this bring us face to face with the 
unfathomable mystery of death, equaled only by the greater mys- 
tery of life. In fact allis mystery. Man’s origin, existence, and 
destiny are all wrapped in mystery, and only for the Book of Books 
and the hope and faith which it inspires all would be darkness, 
both at the beginning and at the end. Possibly, however, hardly 
that, for since the creation of man, in all ages and among all tribes 
and peoples, both civilized and savage, there has existed with 
many a belief in a future state, and with all a desire for it. And 
reason, unassisted by revelation, leads to the conclusion that, as 
throughout the material world man’s desire for a ss proof of 
its existence, so it would be unreasonable to say that in the spiritual 
domain he was hungering and thirsting after that which had no 


existence; unreasonable to say that this law that runs through all 
nature, supplying everywhere in response to demand, and even in 
this mortal state feeding the spiritual man according to desire, 
does not apply to the soul’s universal prayer that it may live be- 
yond the tomb. 

Here, then, seems to be a ray of hope outside of revelation, but 
the Word of God is, after all, our reliance. That tells us in sim- 

le phrase, not only of the origin of the race, how ‘“‘ The Lord God 

ormed man of the dust of the ground and breathed into his 
nostrils the breath of life; and man became a living soul;” but it 
also lights up the portals of the grave. 

It contains the express promise of man’s resurrection from the 
— **For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be made 

ive.” 
To such, however, as are not satisfied with this authority, but, 
perchance, have been led by eloquence and wit and good digestion 
at $300 a night to deny its authenticity, I can only say, in the lan- 
guage of Longfellow’s ‘‘ Golden Legend:” 
There is no confessor like unto Death; 
Thou canst not seé him, but he is near: 
Thou needst not whisper above thy breath, 
And he will hear; 

He will answer the questions, 

The veave surmises and suggestions 
That fill thy soul with doubt and fear. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, it is written that all men must die. 
There is not one exempt from this fatal decree. We live to die 
and die to live forevermore. Thanks to that fatal decree that has 
so ordained our being, for it opens to us the visions of endless life. 

It is said that death is the golden key that opens the palace of 
eternity and grants us the crown of life. Men die that they may 
dieno more. This is a world of pain, of tears, and death; the 
next is a world of everlasting joy and eternal life. The angel of 
death has again passed through this Chamber. We almost heard 
the moving of his wings as he summoned from our midst our 
friend, Gen. Philip Sidney Post, a Representative from the Com- 
monwealth of Dlinois. 

On Friday afternoon I was engaged with him for some time in 
private conversation in this Hall about the condition of the coun- 
try and the prospects of legislation; on the Sunday morning fol- 
lowing I heard of his sudden death. General Post had just passed 
the sixty-second milestone in his life’s journey, and in the full 
meridian of his physical and mental manhood he ceased his 
earthly labors and laid himself down and died. I knew of Gen- 
eral Post for many years, but never had the pleasure of meeting 
him until 1 saw him here in the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress. Isoon became acquainted with him, and during the eight 
iene 4 of our service here together I enjoyed his company very 
much. 

General Post was no ordinary man, but rather one capable of 
filling the highest position in the gift of afree people. When 
elected to Congress the first time he possessed a national reputa- 
tion. At the outbreak of the war he entered the Army as second 
lieutenant, and for gallant and meritorious services in many a 
well-fought battle he was promoted to first lieutenant and adju- 
tant, then to major, colonel, and finally to brigadier-general. After 
the war he served his country for over thirteen years in the con- 
sular service, and became distinguished as' the representative of 
this nation in foreign lands. In the fall of 1886 he was elected a 


; member of Congress, and has four times since been reelected his 


own successor, in the last election receiving over 13,000 majority 
over his competitor. 

He was deservedly popular with his people, and no member of 
Congress from any State served his constituents more inteliigently 
and faithfully than did our deceased colleague. Politically Gen- 
eral Post was a Republican, patriotic and sincere. He was firmin 
his political beliefs, but he was wholly unmindful of the party 
lash, When he could not agree with his party he had the courage 
of his convictions and exercised the right to vote as his conscience 
dictated. Thus on the silver question he refused to follow his 
party, and spoke and voted for the free coinage of silver, and I 
may say that his speech on this question, delivered in this Chamber 
in May, 1890, wasa strong one, full of earnest thought and patri- 
otic utterances. He said on that occasion, ‘‘ lamin favor, as the 
fathers of the Republic were in favor, of the full use of both gold 
and silver asmoney. Whatever proposed legislation tends to that 
end I will support; whatever does not will meet my earnest op- 

ition.” 


Brave and noble words were these uttered by our colleague, and 
I may say of him that few men in this country were as well in- 
formed on the financial question as General Post. 

He made the subject one of profound study,and he discussed 
it with great ability and learning on the floor of this House, on the 
ger, and the hustings. It was impossible to know General 

‘ost and not to admire and love him. He was a jurist, soldier, 
and statesman, a noble citizen and a good man. The memory of 
his noble life and his shining, spotless character is a more valua- 
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ble inheritance to his children than all worldly riches. His fam- 
ily adored and worshiped him, and all his neighbors loved and 
mired this many man. : 

I was appointed by this House as one of the Congressional com- 
mittee to attend the funeral. On Monday night, January 7, 1895, 
we took his casket from the hotel in this city to the depot. From 
there we bore it over the my ae Mountains, thence across the 


States of Ohio and Indiana to his prairie home, in the great State 
of Illinois. We reached there on the morning of the 8th day of 
January. The body was then taken to the rotunda of the court- 
house, where it lay in state until 2 o’clock. All business was sus- 
pended in the city, and the entire population, irrespective of party, 
race, creed, or clan. turned out and paid their respects to their 
deceased friend and fellow-citizen. People came from all parts of 
the State to attend the funeral, and a touching feature connected 
with the ceremony was the attendance of a vast number of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, in whose ranks were a number of 
soldiers who had followed General Post in many a well-fought 
battle during the war of the rebellion. Upon their rugged and 
manly faces was 7 seen the sincere and profound sorrow 
which they all felt for their dead commander. 

At 2 o’clock the remains were taken to the church, where, in the 
presence of an immense gathering of the people, religiousservices 
were held; and then, about the setting of the sun, we bore the re- 
mains to the silent city of the dead, where the funeral services 
were concluded. 

From the church to the eemetery both sides of the streets were 
crowded with people along the entire way; both sexes, all ages, 
classes, and conditions reverently stood with uncovered heads 
while the remains passed by. And there in that quiet and lonely 
spot, in that silent city of the dead,the casket covered with the 
Stars and Stripes containing the earthly remains of General Post 
was lowered to its final resting place, where we left him sleeping 
in peaceand honor. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, it is in no mere perfunctory man- 
ner that I participate in the exercises of the House on this occa- 
sion. In the great strife for success in this active world we are 
often carried along in the exciting rush of the multitude and at 
times, unmindful that many, wearied of the journey, have fallen 
by the wayside. It is only when some conspicuous character has 
been stricken down that the tread of the throng becomes noiseless 
and harsh voices, engaged in bitter contention, are subdued to the 
gentler tones of sympathy and sorrow. 

In the closing hours of this Congress, with a Calendar burdened 
with important measures affecting the interests of private indi- 
viduals, almost without number, as well as those of a public char- 
acter designed to promote the prosperity of all, we lay aside, for 
the hour, the business of legislation to pay a tribute to the mem- 
ory and place upon record, for all time, our admiration for the 
noble traits of character so eet ag eer and exempli- 
fied, in the — as well as public life, y one whom we all re- 
spected and honored and were proud to call our friend. 

It is no discredit to the living nor any reflection upon the dead 
who were colleagues of General Post to say that he was during 
the whole of his service the most respected and beloved of all. 
There was no affectation in his manner; no fulsome flattery fell 
from his lips; he was always the same affable gentleman, free from 
guile or bitterness; without ostentation, dignified, courteous, and 
manly in all his bearing. It has been claimed that nature, the 
influences of suns and seasons, the surrounding scenery, the hills, 
the mountains, the streams, the plains, the forests, and the flow- 
ers, influence and mold the character of a people. Whether this 
be a fact or not it is certainly true that the character of General 
Post was emblematic of his surroundings. 

The great prairies of the West, in the midst of which he spent 
the most of his life, have been gorgeously described as the domain 
above which ‘‘ the sun at his zenith seems to linger in admiration 
and wonder for a moment in his ceaseless course to the Pacific, 
where the icy blasts of the north are melted to cool breezes in the 
warm embrace of the sultry winds of the south, and where, under 
the influence of all that is inspiring, the soul of an American citi- 
zen rises to the full measure of his country’s opportunities and his 
own duties.” His nature and disposition were as smooth as the 
broad plains which surrounded him, and his magnanimity and 
patriotism as boundless as the skies above him. 

It is not for me to speak of the t services which he rendered 
his country in both civil and military life; this has been done by 
representatives from his own State. Entering the Union Army 
as a lieutenant at less than twenty-nine years of age, by his cour- 
age and bravery he was by brevet made a brigadier-general before 
the close of the war. His soldierly qualities were the more to be 
admired because he never mentioned them, much less boasted of 
them. A man of true courage is wholly destitute of the proclivi- 
= =. braggart. Modesty was the predominant trait of his 
character. 


His uniform, displaying his various ranks from that of lieuten- 
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ant to brigadier-general, stained with his patriotic blood from a 
frightful wound received in battle, inclosed in a modest case at 
his home in Galesburg, where it was viewed by the members of 
the committee which accompanied his remains, in the evening 
after we had laid him away to rest, presents a history and a record 
that I would rather enjoy and transmit as a legacy to future gen- 
erations than all the riches of the Rothschilds or all the honors 
that could be acquired in civil life. 

The great esteom in which General Post was held by his towns- 

ple, his constituents, and the citizens of his State was evi- 
enced by the emblems of mourning everywhere displayed and 
the universal sorrow expressed at his death and the great honors 
which were paid to his remains on the day of his funeral. Dis- 
tinguished citizens from all parts of the State were present. All 
business was suspended. The funeral procession, composed of 
civil and military organizations and a concourse of citizens, was 
the largest and most imposing ever seen in the place. In the pro- 
cession were a large number cf Grand Army veterans, whose fea- 
tures plainly portrayed the privations and hardships of the army 
life through which they had passed and whose step and posture 
silently told of declining years and advancing dissolution. 

It was not, however, wholly the public services of General Post 
that endeared him to his ple. It was because of those noble 
traits of character which distinguished him in social life here and 
elsewhere, and which he practiced around the fireside of his home, 
in the family circle of domestic life, that enshrined him in the af- 
fections of his friends and neighbors as well as of his wife and his 
children. He was the companion of his wife in all her joys and 
griefs; a devoted husband, ready to make the smallest or the great- 
est sacrifice that would contribute to her solace and pleasure. To 
his children he was not only a father but a companion, to whom 
they could go and in whom they could confide with an assurance 
of sympathy in all of their trials and troubles. 

It is impossible for the finite mind to fathom the mysteries of 
Providence. Certainly the death of General Post, bound to earth 
by every link that chained together a devoted husband and a lov- 
ing wife, an affectionate father and adoring children, with not a 
single cloud in the skies to obscure the sunshine of their happiness, 
surrounded with every comfort and endeared to his people by a 
faithful and conspicuous service in their behalf in the Halls of 
Congress and upon the fields of battle, is more than we can com- 
prehend except by an implicit faith in the promises of the Re- 
deemer. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if it can be said now, or at 
any time, that it is a pleasure to speak words of praise of the 
dead, this would be tome an occasion where my brief effort would 
be a labor of love. 

Philip Sidney Post was the type of a host of young men in 
this country who in 1861 went into the war for the single, undi- 
vided patriotic purpose of putting down a rebellion that threat- 
ened the autonomy and integrity of the country, and for the 
whole purpose to restore the union of the States and the supremacy 
of the Constitution. It was not ambition that led them thus to 
sacrifice home and material interests, but it was patriotism. It 
was not the hope of self-aggrandizement, but it was the love of 
country; and in that Mr. Post was a representative of that type 
of men of 1861. 

I do not, in this remark, intend to discriminate against the men 
who went later, and there are a great many reasons why I donot. 
There were those who did not feel that they were called upon to 
enter the ranks of the Union Army until the necessity grew greater 
than it seemed to be in 1861. We were told that the war was to 
be of short duration, to speedily close with a great victory for the 
Union; and so it was that many, burdened by other cares and 
other engagements, hesitated. There were also those, and many 
of them, who afterwards became a splendid component part of the 
Union forces, who were not old enough in 1861, but became old 
enough in the later years of that struggle, to be valuable and 
efficient soldiers. But the men of 1861, who laid aside their oc- 
cupations, the men who had position at home, who had something 
to do, the men who made sacrifices for the single-hearted purpose 
of which I have spoken—to savethe Union—and who stayed in the 
Army during the war, who were present when the great triumph 
of the cause for which they fought came, after all have something 
to recommend them whichis notable and conspicuous, and belongs 
to them alone 

There can be no words of eulogy of ours on this occasion that 
will testify so eloquently and so irresistibly to the grand and the 
soldierly qualities of our dead comrade as the record itself. It 
was not an easy matter to rise from a second lieutenant in 1861 to 
become so soon the colonel of a regiment and to be intrusted with 
the command of a brigade and a division by the rapid ratio of 
promotion which was his lot. 

It was a war, Mr. Speaker, that did not develop the successful 
humbug. It wasa war that ultimately decided the merits of men. 
A great many entered the service in 1861 with the insignia of the 
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eagle on their shoulders, and yet found themselves at an early 
period in the year 1862 glad to be allowed the retirement of home, 
while others took their places and went forward toachieve triumph. 
So the man who achieved promotion under the eye of the great 
leaders of the army in which General Post served was a man nec- 
essarily of more than ordinary character and more than ordinary 
soldierly qualities and ability. 

I did not know this distinguished officer until a late period. in 
the war, and I wish I could describe the first time Iever saw him. 
I wish I could paint with words a picture adequate to the occa- 
sion. It was on the 16th day of December, 1864, at the battle of 
Nashville. The troops with which I was serving were on the ex- 
treme left of the attack on Overton Hill, and the brigade of Gen- 
eral Post was on the left of Wood’s corps, and his left joined the 
right of the troops with which I was serving. The attack was 
made in the afternoon, in the neighborhood of 3 o'clock, ee 
half an hour earlier. It was the second day of the great decisive 
battle of Nashville. 

It was a battle in which those who served in the Army of the 
Cumberland during the whole of these memorable years take 
special interest. Iremember very well when a gallant young com- 
mander of the regiment to which I belonged and had commanded 
mounted his horse in the twilight of the morning of the 15th, 
moved to the head of the regiment, and said to me, ‘‘ This is the 
first battle that old Pap Thomas ever commanded on his own ac- 
count and without anybody to interfere with him, and you will 
see the shortest, sharpest, and the cleanest-cut victory of this war.” 

His words came true. But when they dfdcome his bloody body 
lay there full against the earthwork of the enemy at Raines’s 
house, General Thomas on that occasion demonstrated to the 
people of this country and to the intelligent people of the world 
something of the characteristics of the man whom we now so 
fondly cherish in our memories. As early as the 6th'of December 
an organized attempt—I will not characterize the mistakes of the 
dead—had been made to drive Thomas into a battle. He was 
there; others were at far distant points. 

The question was a question of organization of rapidly accumu- 
lating forces, and the fitting of men and horses for the coming en- 
gagement. The general who had never made a mistake in four 
years of service was better calculated to judge of the emergenc 
than the men in civil life sitting at the other end of a telegraph 
line and operating upon the prejudices or judgment of the great 
general down in Virginia. And so it was that General Thomas re- 
fused to be driven into that battle, and day by day, from early dawn 
until late in the night, worked with a patience and assiduity that 
challenged the admiration of every soldier under him, to prepare 
his command for battle. And finally, when the peremptory order 
was sent to him to make an attack on the next morning at a cer- 
tain hour, he telegraphed: 
ae is all covered with sleet. If anything tries to move here, it will 

ip up. 

Six days afterwards, with his successor within 150 miles, coming 
with a commission to supersede him, Thomas moved when he got 
ready, upon a plan of battle of his own, and achieved the splendid 
victory of Nashville. 

Prominent in that battle was the corps of Stanley, but Stanley 
was not there to command it. He had fallen under a terrible 
wound, in the sanguinary conflict in the latter days of November 
at Franklin. Wood was in command; and on the left, on that 
bloody second day, holding a position of danger and honor and 
holding it with confidence in himself, and with the confidence of 
every man in his command, was Philip Sidney Post. 

It was then for the first time that [ met him or saw him. He 
had made an assault upon Overton Hill, a strongly fortified posi- 
tion which we could not flank, but which could be enveloped upon 
the right and upon the left. Near the left, toward the very salient 
of the work, marched the brigade of Post. It became important 
that I should try to have a personal conference with him. As his 
column moved forward the awful fire of shot and shell from the 
salient of the enemy's works struck his column full in the front. 
At that moment the scene and surroundings were awful in a 
grandeur such as I had never before witn ; 

It was on a December day, the condition of the weather sub- 
stantially like that of fall or spring in more northern latitudes. A 
terrific thunderstorm was playing. The artillery of heaven was 
joining with theartillery of man—the thunder rolled, the lightning 
flashed, and the great column of men, hopeful, enthusiastic, con- 
fident of victory, had been told by Thomas that it was possible for 
them to peers that hill, to put anend to the battle, and tomake 
an end of Hood's gallant army. 

Tt was not an easy army to overcome, for behind it were hunger, 
famine, defeat, and destruction. In front of it were the homes of 
more than half of the men of thatarmy. Nashville for winter 
quarters, the Ohio River for the dividing line between the two 
armies, and the hope of a successful occupation of Tennessee and 
Kentucky during the winter—these were the thoughts presented 
to their minds. y were led by such men as 





Cheatham, Maney, 
Hood, and others of their most distinguished leaders and fighting 
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men. So when thatarmy of Hood made its last final stand upon 
Overton Hill, behind its great fortifications, with its artillery 
pouring its terrible fire down, it took a man of courage to lead 
the heaviest of the assault upon the worst angle of the works, the 
most salient and deadly of the enemy’s defense. 

To that place was assigned Philip Sidney Post, of Illinois. TI 
remember very well how he looked, although he was some little 
distance from me. He was calm, imperturbable, absolutely unaf- 
fected by the surroundings, simply going right at the great object 
that was in front of him. Suddenly his column in front wavered, 
halted, became entangled in confusion, and, as another terrific 
avalanche of shot and shell struck his column, he, pressing to the 
front upon his horse, was struck and fell, ‘‘ horse and rider in one 
red burial blent.” I turned from my fruitless effort to have an 
interview with him, and left him, as I supposed, dead upon the 
battlefield. 

General Thomas telegraphed that night the modest dispatch 
announcing the victory, announcing the capture of 30 pieces of 
artillery in the angle of Overton Hill, announcing the capture 
of a large force of the eneiny, and then stated that one of the sad- 
dest features of that victory was the loss to the Army of the Cum- 
berland of the gallant General Post, of Illinois, whom he stated 
had been shot dead. It was months before we knew that he was 
alive, and I never met him again until I met him here as a mem- 
ber of Congress. 

Here I saw him and talked with him, associated with him every- 
where, spoke with him about the war, spoke with him about 
Nashville, and I never remember a man who spoke of great events 
like those, in which he had been a great actor, in which he had 
achieved undying honor and imperishable fame, who yet talked 
about those events and joined in the conversation as a mere matter 
of everyday concern. I never heard him respond, even by a 
single word, to te suggestion in regard to the splendid part 
which he himself played in that enormous contest. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not pursue this subject further. I have 
spoken ape this branch of the subject on this occasion from a 
heart full of comradeship, a heart overflowing with love to the 
man whom we mourn. If there was in all the range of my ac- 
quaintance a man that was a true type of the splendid American 
volunteer soldier, that man was Philip Sidney Post, of Illinois. 

Brave, wise, not reckless, not heedless, always cautious, always 
careful; but always going to the point where he was ordered to 
go. Anintelligent soldier, a soldier representing that intelligence 
that made the Union Army of the North in 1864 the best organ- 
ized, the most intelligent, and the most powerful body of men of 
the same number that had perhaps ever shouldered the musket up 
to that time in all the history of the world. 

I came here totestify thismuchin his honor. Iam here, figura- 
tively speaking, to shed a tear over his untimely death. A man 
who could develop as he did in war times, a man whocould grasp 
the conditions that followed the war, a man who could achieve 
success in so many and varied branches of life in which he was 
thrown by his fellow-men ought, it would seem to me, to have 
lived to a later and riper age, so that he might have demonstrated 
what it is possible for an American to achieve in this country of 
ours. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it may not be alto- 
gether amiss that one who has not had the advantage of a long 
and close association with General Post shall record a sincere ap- 
preciation of his manly character and honorable career. 

I knew him first in the early days of the Fifty-first Congress, a 
period of intense bitterness. No two men could have been further 
apart in antecedents, training, and convictions on most public 
questions; yet I instinctively recognized in him a generous, kindly, 
and just man, bringing to bear upon every subject strong sense, 
ripe experience, and an earnest desire for the promotion of the 
welfare of every part of his country. He carried upon his body 
dreadful wounds received in the very front of battle. Others have 
said that he frequently suffered intense pain from them to the day 
of his death. is acquaintances, his everyday associates, never 
heard a complaint from him. As modest as he was brave, proud— 
as no man could have failed to be—of his record as a soldier, he 
never thrust it upon the House or made it a theme of ordinary 
conversation. He did not need to do so; his comrades and his 
commanding officers bore witness to it; his one-time foes, his 
later friends, honored him for it; it is ven in his country’s his- 
tory, a page of its glory. Fame found him where duty led him. 

I have alluded to the honor and esteem in which he was held on 
this side of the House. 

With the old Confederate soldiers here, serving in war in his 
front, giving his wounds, and receiving from him the full measure 
of what they gave, there was more; there was a genuine and hearty 
liking. They felt that no thought, word, or vote of his was ac- 
tuated by sectional bitterness. He had been a magnificent enemy 


in war, he was a sincere friend in peace. Humanity and his coun- 
try are the better that he has lived, the poorer that an untimely 
death has stilled a wise brain, a brave soul, and a kind heart: 
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Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, when I recall Philip Sidney Post I am 
impressed with the belief that he was no ordinary man. His long 

ublic career is an evidence of his superiority. He possessed quali- 
ities of head and heart that peculiarly fitted him for a useful and 
valnable citizen and equipped him splendidly for his public career. 
'The career of General Post was one of success from early manhood 
until death. His every step demonstrated his capacity and the 
matchless worth of the free institutions of our great Republic in 
offering. possibilities to the youth of our country. 

In his early life he chose the law as a profession, and was advanc- 
ing with rapid strides to eminence in his calling when his attention 
was wrested from his books and briefs and directed toward the 
theater of war. A. 

My information is that General Post was a most promising young 
lawyer and was forging his way to distinction and honor when he 
abandoned all and entered the Army asa soldier. In his new rela- 
tions the same elements of character were soon developed that had 
marked him asarising young lawyer. He adapted himself to mili- 
tary life and imbibed the spirit of discipline so necessary to make 
anarmy effective, soreadily and accurately that his superiors recog- 
nized in him the material for a leader. Promotion came to him 
without seeking, and as his responsibilities increased the latent 
talent in the man was brought out, proving his worth and ability. 

As a soldier General Post was admirable. Twice wounded in 
battle, once believed to be, and reported, mortally, yet he never 
faltered or wavered in his determination to remain in the field until 
the end. He was a skillful commander, cool, cautious, and brave 
and dashing in time of action. At the close of the war his wounds 
were so severely afflicting him as to incapacitate him from entering 
upon his profession. 

In 1866 he was appointed consul to Vienna and promoted to consul- 
general for Austria-Hungary to represent this country. There he 
remained thirteen years in thatcapacity. His courtesy and suavity 
won him the profound respect and admiration of the people among 
whom he dwelt. The dignity and honor of our country were fit- 
tingly represented and personified in the person of General Post. 

On his return home at Galesburg, Ill., he was not long left to en- 
joy the comforts and pleasures of domestic life, but was called to 
serve that intelligent and rich district upon this floor. For eight 
years he did so with ability and fidelity, and last November he was 
elected to serve afifth term. I first met General Post, so as to be- 
come personally acquainted with him, in 1886, while he was Depart- 
ment Commander of the G. A. R. of Illinois. I knew much of his 
history as a soldier before that date, and admired him as a dashing 
officer, but when I came to know him personally, I discovered traits 
in his personality that greatly increased my admiration and drew 
me close to him as a comrade and man. 

In the mad rush of a military and official life, he drew to him 
close and warm friends. As I witnessed the swaying throng of 
sorrowing people who passed with measured tread and bowed heads 
at his home in Galesburg to look upon his calm face as it lay in 
state, I was convinced that nowhere did he have so many friends as 
at his home. 

The honors and distinction he bore were won in the line of active 
duty faithfully discharged. On the forum and from the hustings 
he was a tower of strength, not for his eloquence but because of his 
candor, sincerity, and unquestioned integrity. ‘The people believed 
in Philip Sidney Post, and he believed inthe common people. His 
honesty and tireless industry gave him a place in the hearts of his 
constituents such as few men attain. 

But others are far better able to speak of him as a statesman and 
diplomat than I. As a comrade of that great army of soldiers who 
spent bitter hours of trial, let me remembeérand speak of him. The 
marble monuments builded by grateful hands will crumble and 
fall, but the memory of the heroic and honorable career of Philip 
Sidney Post will live on, because it is preserved in story and 
history. 

He went ont, as we all must go, at the summons from on high. 
Did he go to the deathless solitude of forgetfulness? We believe not. 
The longings of the human heart in all the ages is well expressed 
by Cato, when he says: 

Plato, thou reasonest well! 

Else whence this pleasing hope, this fond desire, 
This longing after immortality? 

Or whence this secret dread, and inward horror, 
Of falling into naught? Why shrinks tho soul 


Back on herself, and startles at destruction ? 
*Tis the divinity that stirs within us. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, Gen. Philip Sidney 
Post possessed in an eminent de: qualities which are admired 
by people of all classes and conditions. He was one of the most 
distinguished military men in the present Congress, having, by 
his very gallant and efficient service, risen rapidly from the grade 
of second lieutenant to that of brigade commander. He was 
twice very severely wounded in battle and he enjoyed the admira- 
tion of his soldiers and subordinate officers and was very highly 

ded by all his superior commanders, 

Soon after the war he was appointed consul to Vienna, and on 
account of his marked merit was promoted to the post of consul- 
general of Austria-Hungary. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














2815 


One quality of General Post’s character which must have been 
observed by all his associates was his unaffected modesty. Not- 
wi ing his very distinguished service as a soldier and his 
long and valued rience as a diplomat at foreign courts, bis 
most intimate friends seldom, if ever, heard him make any allu- 
sion to himself in connection with any of the events which had 
given him prominence and distinction. 

It was my good fortune to enjoy a picasantly close acquaintance 
with General Post, and but a few hours before he was seized with 
the fatal sickness which so suddenly terminated his earthly career 
I met him and his family at an entertainment and had quite a 
lengthy conversation with him. His hold on life then seemed to 
me as certain as that of any person in that vast assemblage. It 
was late Friday night when I bade him adieu, and I could hardly 
comprehend the possibility of itstruath when,on Sunday morning, 
I received the uk iodelieued of his death. 

Regarding the services of General Post in Congress, all the 
members of the present House and Senate are well informed. He 
ranked among the first in ability, learning, and culture; and in 
sterling integrity and courageous conception and execution of 
duty he had few equals. 

Gentlemen from Illinois who are more familiar than myself 
with thedetails of General Post’s career have told us of the use- 
ful and beautiful life of their lamented colleague at his home in 
the State he served so well and which delighted to honor him. 

It is most appropriate that we should pause in our duties to ex- 
press our grief at the death of a man like General Post, and to 
ae record our testimony of his noble character and exalted 
worth. 

Inthe beautiful cemetery at his Galesburg home, in the midst 
of the people who loved and honored him and surrounded by those 
who survive of, the valorous veterans he so bravely led, what is 
mortal of Philip Sidney Post will rest forever. 


[Mr. DOLLIVER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives 


pauses to-day and suspends business to speak of life and of death. 
We do not understand either. We know that life is and that 
death will come. 

Confucius said in answer to a request to explain death: ‘‘ How 
can I explain death when I do not understand life?” 

Whether the soul that vivifies the body is a new individual 
creation to exist without end, or whether a scintillation of Je- 
hovah flashing out upon the world, to return to its source when 
the carbon burns out, is mystery behind the veil. But whatever 
he its source or destiny, we know it is sublime tolive. In every 
thought, in every pulsation, in every ambition, in every high hope, 
the exultant thrill of the breath of God flashes through this dual 
man, in whose person the world of mind and the world of matter 
first met in mutual acquaintance. The grim, ghastly alchemist 
that dissolves that union and terminates this glorious life we call 
Death, the dreaded enemy of mankind that only the Christian’s 
hope can overcome. No philosophy can enter his dark abode. 
Whether the exit from this world is the entrance to the higher, 
grander, eternal life is not within the power of the horoscope. 

The invisible shore has no beacon. That bourne whence no 
traveler returus gives back no echo. No ray comes through the 
shadows of the dark valley. Yet there is a consciousness within, 
which, as the spark received from across the ocean proves the 
existence of kindred fire on the other side, receives through that 
mystic chord from beyond the dark river assurances that there 
is life on the golden shore; and a sublime faith makes it bright 
andeverlasting. It isof life I desire tospeak to-day,not of death. 

I desire to speak of General Post as he lived, as he still lives in 
the memory of his friends and admirers and in the archives of this 
great nation. 

General Post and myself became members of the United States 
Congress at the same time—of the Fiftieth Congress. I met him 
indifferently with other Representatives who were strangers to 
me. I observed his course as a national legislator and was at- 
tracted by it, and became interested in him for many reasons. I 
recognized in him a man of intellectual force and honesty of pur- 
pose, in whom all sections of the country could trust. 

He was a partisan, yes, but an honest partisan advocating earn- 
estly what he believed to be right, and with manhood enough to 
correct as far as possible any mistake he might make. 

He was conscientious of duty and alert in its discharge, but not 
natrow nor sectional. His idea of duty comprehended justice to 
the whole nation. He was ambitious, but his aspirations were to 
rise upon merit to the level of great men, and had none of that 
ignoble temper to pull others down. He had much of the spirit 
that would raise mortals to the skies, and none of that other spirit 
that would drag angels down. He wanted the country to become 

t, and wanted all the people to rise with it. He had a heart 
Cironousd to rejoice in the prosperity of all parts of the country, 
and despised op ion. Wher theclouds gathered over this land 
of the brave, and thickened and darkened, and finally burst into the 
storm of war, Lieutenant Post did not hesitate to enter the field 
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appled. He wielded his battle-ax fiercely, but when 
Post’s vision 
its wings were white, and he had no desire to circumscribe their 


where giants 
peace perched on the banner of the Union to Genéral 


expanse. No frown disfigured his brow. Without malice he hailed 
the triumph of arms as the triumph of peace, and the triumph of 

ace as the harbinger of good will and restored Leng on, ke the 

nd. There was no grasping hands across chasms; to him there 
wasnochasm. Peace closed the breach forever, and we wére one 
people. Hedid know a North anda South, an East and a West, but 
as a Representative knew them all alike. The voice of patriotism 
from any section awoke the same emotions in his breast. The wail 
of distress from any shore touched the same chordin hisheart. A 
devoted, fearless friend of his country’s flag, he cared not from 
what direction came the breeze that bore it aloft. Brave and 
frank and honest himself, he confided in the honor of other brave 
men. Fearless and aggressive, conscious of his strength, he con- 
cealed no weapons of revenge, but poised his lance, in open com- 
bat, at the brightest shield in the arena of brains,as he had done 
in the field of battle. 

His scholarly style and classic diction and elevated thoughts 
commanded attention whenever he addressed the House. He was 
such a Representative as elevated his constituents in the esteem of 
his compeers. Frank, generous, and genial in social relations, he 
was entitled to and possessed the friendship of many of his associ- 
ates on both sides of the House and the respect of all. It is sad 
that his life was severed midway in his career of usefulness and 
with higher honors perhaps awaiting him. 

Such is my reading of the life and character of General Post. 
No circumstances other than his worth aided my favorable opin- 
ion. We marched in hostile columns during the war and con- 
tended in opposing parties here. ae the judgment is involved 
in differences of opinion. All the other great elements of man- 
hood may meet unrestrained by that difference. 

General Post was not a follower in the conflict of arms, but 
stood in the front line against the assaults of. the fiercest foe that 
ever marched to battle, and bore to his grave many honorable 
marks of his great gallantry. 

Nor was he a follower in civil life. With no time or taste for 
bitter memories, or the company of the ignoble, and no heart for 
the destruction of the hopes of his fellow-men, he again advanced 
to the front in the columns of this marvelous civilization that seems 
like the march of the gods. His aim in life seemed to be to benefit 
and not injure. Benevolence and charity were his characteristics. 

Such characters rise in memory’s horizon like the evening star 
in the sky, serene and kindly aglow among the cold, glittering 
lights of the later night. Upon the sorrows of the bereaved fam- 
ily, so sudden and crushing, I may not intrude. If I could I 
would gladly contribute to the alleviation of their woe, that — 
be assua, but not removed. Time’s cold fingers may smoot 
over the wounds but they will not heal. Deep down in the hu- 
man heart are chambers sacred to the memory of the loved and 
lost and may not be invaded. They speak only by the unbidden 
and yet not unwelcome tear. I may say that, though with hearts 
bowed in sorrow, they may travel to the boundaries of the nation, 
the name of Post will secure them welcome. No shadow of dis- 
honor trails after his name. A soldier of renown and gallant 
fame, an able and honest statesman, and a worthy, patriotic, and 
virtuous citizen, is written in the memory of those who knew him. 

A few days ago I stood on the shores of the great Gulf and heard 
the many-voiced waves, soft and low on the incoming tide, suggest- 
ing, as it seemed, memories of a deceased brother who sleeps in the 
bosom of the great sister State by the lakes. I returned to the 
nation’s capital with messages of condolence from the great- 
hearted people of Mississippi to the sorrowing citizens of Ilinois; 
and may we not claim that the loss is mutual? 


[Mr. BOUTELLE addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Speaker, the awful mystery of death has 
been a most fruitful theme for the speculation of man. Around 
the final fact of death are grouped the poetical allegories of every 
religion and creed. Its ee earnestness, its deep insoluble 
mystery, inspired the Greek Olympus, as well as the Walhalla of 
Teuton mythology, the happy hunting ground of the Indian, and 
the radiant picture of the hereafter conceived by Christian creeds. 
Even he who regards existence with the skepticism of this mate- 
rialistic age is movedin the presence of death, and the agnostic’s 
lips pronounce in awe the words of Goethe: 

Who dare express him 
an who ess him, 


, | believe in him; 
Who feeling, seeing, 


Deny his . 
Saying, I believe him not. 
_Death and eternity, terms so familiar to our language, gain new 


significance when we gaze into the countenance of one who but 
recently was one of us, filled with the breath of life; whose voice 


we heard, whose grasp we felt, and who now lies before us mute 
and cold, with closed eyes and lips, the same and yet another; 
among us yet, but not of us. And as we look upon those lips 
closed to us forever, the thought occurs that the secret of life and 
death is a mystery no longer to him who is before us; that the 
spirit which has departed could solve for us the question, Is eter- 
nity, that of which we know, the unceasing mutation of matter 
which turns into glowing life, in nature, that which we call death, 
which causes to spring from the earth to which we consign the 
body grain and flowers and trees and foliage a new life, and 
yet the same, or is there existence beyond this? Where is the be- 
ginning? Where is the end? How much of the feelings and pas- 
sions which throb the human heart accompany us into the be- 
ond? But yet these lips are mute! Still as we gaze the form 
fore us in death brings back remembrance of him we loved in 
life, and in the deep recesses of recollection his form appears re- 
animated 

Death, the dread messenger of destruction, has held a rich har- 
vest among those who assembled here in the Fifty-third Congress. 
We have seen many a one of our colaborers borne hence, called 
from their work, dying like warriors on the field of battle, and 
many times have we been called in solemn conclave to pay the 
last honor and tribute to the departed. 

Last, but not least among those whom death has called, was he 
in whose memory we are assembled here to-day—our friend, our 
colleague and brother, dear to us in life, honored and revered in 
death—Philip Sidney Post, of Illinois. 

Mr. Speaker, I remember years agoI sat at the bedside of an 
expiring friend whose life had been a model of uprightness and 
purity. For days he had been unconscious, but as death ap- 
proached his soul seemed to revive and, in full possession of his 
senses, he uttered these, his last words: ‘‘I have never in my life 
acted or spoken contrary to my best convictions.” 

I think this sentiment may well be applied to him whose eulogies 
are uttered here to-day. It forms a glowing epitaph upon the 
monument of one whose singleness of purpose, whose honest up- 
right devotion to his duty, whose firmness and fearlessness of 
conviction, have marked the course of his life. 

It was this devotion to a principle which urged Mr. Post at the 
first call of his country into the ranks of the Army. “‘ruly 
imbued with the justice of the Union cause he was amc whe 
first who eagerly hastened to the defense of the country. knnter- 
ing the Army a young man, as second lieutenant, his courage and 
ability, and beyond all, his religious devotion to duty, soon made 
him a mark for preferment. Steadily he advanced, step by step, 
bringing to every new duty imposed upon him renewed vigor and 
enthusiasm, and thus the close of the war finds him with the 
rank of a brigadier-general. Such honor in the field, where 
man’s highest boon, his life and blood are at stake,is not cheaply 
bought, and many wounds received in battle attest the bravery, 
the courage, and devotion of our departed friend. Seriously, and 
as was reported mortally, wounded, he was left upon the battle- 
field of Nashville, and his friends and associates mourned him as 
one whose career had been closed forever. He recovered and was 
spared to his family and to his country for many a year of useful 
vigor. 

eturning from the field he devoted himself to the pursuits of 
peace with the same energy and fidelity which characterized his 
military career. 

Soon after the close of the war Mr. Post was chosen for the im- 
portant consulate at Vienna, and in that capacity he served his 
Government with distinction. His charm of manner endeared 
him not alone to all Americans who came in contact with him, 
but he became well known and highly prized by the citizens of 
the Austrian capital, who recognized his merits. 

Some years after his return Mr. Post became a member of. this 
House for the first time. It is needless to say to you who have 
known him that his career was one of earnest painstaking devo- 
tion to a duty, the weight and importance of which seemed at all 
times to be impressed upon him. In the midst of his labor the 
call came to him to which we all must respond sooner or later, 
and on the 6th day of January, 1895, death ended his career. 

A man’s life is to me like a book whose pages we peruse; his 
death is that page upon which are inscribed the words ** The end.” 

The book of life of Philip Sidney Post is one the reading of 
which elevates us and ennobles us. It is sucha book as one should 
treasure and guard. Itis such a book as I would hand down to 
my children to teach them from its pages the lessons of upright, 
fearless, honest devotion to duty, the lessons of honor and cour- 
age, such as formed the features of his life. : 

The lives of such as Mr. Post are beacons in our path, and long 
after his body has been resolved to dust his spirit will dwell among 
us and teach to us the lesson of his life. 

Let those who pass the mound which marks his resting ~ 
pause and in reverence say, ‘‘ Honor to him; here lies the body of 
a true, an upright man.” 
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Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I have had the privilege of 
association with but few men whom I admired asI did General 
Post, and I desire to unite with friends here in offering tribute to 
his memory. 

When a young man he resided and practiced his profession for 
a short time in the State I in part represent. This was before the 
popuaing of the late war, but my personal acquaintance with him 
did not commence until April, 1891. We met at this time at a 
Western States congress which was being held at Kansas City, 
Mo. In Augustof the same — weagain met. Thistimeit was 
at the reunion of the Grand Army of the Republic at Detroit, 
Mich. When the reunion closed, we, with a little company of 
friends, made a tour of the Great Lakes on a carrying steamer. 
There were only six of us in the party and we were on the lakes 
two weeks. During this time we became well acquainted, and the 
= of General Post and myself were ever after the most 
cordial. 

I have but little knowledge of the career of the deceased prior 
to the times mentioned except as it appears in the history of the 
country. I need not do more than simply refer to his public serv- 
ice. The story of his whole life has been told here by members 
from his own State who are competent to speak accurately from 
long and intimate acquaintance. It is a personal history full of 
interest and replete with success; one of which every relative and 
friend may be justly proud and one worthy of emulation. Active, 
energetic, courageous, thoughtful, and determined; a great sol- 
dier in war, but always generous alike to friend and foe; a wise 
diplomat in time of peace; a statesman of the highest order and 
a citizen of irreproachable character—this is a brief mention of 
an honored and illustrious life. From the first he impressed me 
as a strong character and a leader of men. He was quick of per- 
ception, wise, just, candid, and earnest. These qualities gave 
him leadership, whether in the service of his country commanding 
an army or at his [llinois home in the walks of private life. 

In looking at General Post asI saw him and knew him I re- 
garded him as one of the most fearless, independent, and valuable 
members of this body. While he was always loyal to his party 
upon questions of well-settled poe licy, yet upon other ques- 
tions he reserved for himself the right to determine the line of 
duty he should follow. Time and again we have seen him stand 
upon this floor to be counted when but few of his party associates 
agreed with him. When he espoused a cause or undertook to 
champion a measure he was earnest and untiring in his zeal. And 
in this connection it is worthy of mention that in debate and in 
all the relations with his fellow-members he never failed to be 
courteous or to recognize the rights and responsibilities of others. 
He was unwavering in his fidelity to friends, and no member of 
this body was more highly esteemed. To know General Post was 
to admire him. 

Mr. agen the work of this active life is done. He has left to 
others the example and good results of a well-spent life. 

I talked with him but a few days before his death, and he 
seemed in the best of spirits, and, so far as I observed, he had be- 
fore him the promise of many more years of usefulness. I could 
not have then believed that he would be the next of our number 
to answer the dread summons. On the evening when the sad 
news was heralded over the city that General Post was dead his 
innumerable friends sorrowfully inquired, ‘‘Can this be? I saw 
him but yesterday.” 

While the great sorrow fell most heavily upon his household, 
its shadow touched and will linger wherever he was known. His 
genial ane will be missed here, but the loss of his compan- 
ionship in the beloved home can not be assuaged. Grief for de- 
pa friends can only be alleviated by belief in God and in im- 
mortality. 

Thine, Lord, is wisdom, Thine alone! 
Justice and truth before Thee stand; 
Yet, nearer to Thy sacred throne, 
Mercy withholds Thy lifted hand. 
Each evening shows Thy tender love, 
Each rising morn Thy plenteous grace; 
Th wakened wrath doth slowly move, 
Ly bentea, tpinigen* come, 
thew, this light, this breath we owe; 


And all we have, and all we are, 
From Thee, great source of being, flow. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to 
have printed in the RecorpD resolutions adopted by several civil 
ona ey bodies commendatory of the character of our departed 

end. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS SEVENTY-FOURTH ILLINOIS ASSOCIATION, 
Rockford, Il., January 7, 1896. 


DEAR MADAM: Ata meeting of the Society of the Seventy-fourth 
Mlinois this day held at ord, Ill, the following action was taken regard- 
ing the death of your husband, General Post, and the undersigned were 
directed to communicate the same to you. 


To 
F 
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The surviving members of the Seventy-fourth Illinois Regiment. so long in 
the brigade commanded by Gen. Philip Sidney Post in the Army of the Cum- 
berland, desire to express to his widow and children the real sympathy which 
they feel for them in this hour of bereavement. 

‘The wife and children have lost a husband and father, every member of 
his old brigade has lost a friend. 

For whatever reputation our regiment acquired in the discharge of its 
duty in march and battle, it was indebted, more than to any other cause, to 
the careful instruction and kindly advice of General Post in the eariy days 
of its service. 

We bear willing testimony not only to his great efficiency as an officer, but 
to his sterling qualitiesasa man. Hewasa strict disciplinarian, and yet was 
loved by all. e was brave to a fault, and yet was never rash. He never 
spared himself, but was careful of his men. His wasa patriotism that re- 
sponded to the first call of his country, and notwithstanding wounds of the 
severest character, endured even unto the end. 

JOHN H. SHERRATT, President. 
HOMER P. HOLLAND, Secretary. 





Mrs. Poitip Srpney Post, 
Galesburg, Il. 


THE WASHINGTON BOARD OF TRADE, January 24, 1895. 

My DEAR MADAM: At a meeting of the Washington Board of Trade, held 
the evening of the 22d instant, the following resolution was unanimously 
adopted, a copy of which I send herewith: 

** Resolved, at in the death of Hon. Philip Sidney Post, a Representative in 
Congress from the State of Illinois, and a member of the Committee on the 
— of Columbia, the national capital has sustained a severe and unusual 

Oss 


‘“General Post was untiring in his earnest devotion to the interests of this 
District, and looked to its improvement and development with a patriotic 
pit which induced him to make self-sacrificing efforts in adding to the 

ealth and comfort of its people and its attractiveness as the capital ofa 
great nation. 

“During his residence here General Post won the warm regard of many of 
our citizens by his gentlemanly and courteous demeanor and his cordiality 
of manner. 

“He was the firm supporter and friend of this board of trade, and in his 
death many of its members have suffered personal loss. 

“The board of trade therefore tenders its sincere sympathy to his afflicted 
a directs that the secretary transmit to them a copy of this reso- 
ution. 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN B. WIGHT, Secretary. 

Mrs. Puiuip 8. Post, Galesburg, Ill. 

A meeting of the Republican Congressional central committee of the old 
Tenth district was held at the Union Hotel at Galesburg to take suitable 
action relative to the death of the late Representative, Gen. P.S. Post. The 
following resolutions were prepared and unanimously adopted: 

“ Whereas God, in His inscrutable wisdom, has seen fit to suddenly ¢al! the 
Hon. Philip Sidney Post from his earthly career. we, the members of the 
Republican Congressional committee of the old Tenth district of [llinois, 
which district General Post has so ably represented in the lower House of 
Congress of the United States for the last eight years, deem it but fitting to 
take cognizance of the public calamity that has befallen us. 

We desire to i on record our appreciation of the faithful and zealou: 
services rendered by General Post to the people of this district and of the 
State of Illinois. 

“ His entire life was that ofa typical patriotic American citizen, whose deeds 
will be engraven on the pages of history forever. During the late civil war 
he earned the love and admiration of his subordinates and the commenda- 
tion of his superiors for his many acts of gallantry and bravery. In his ca- 
pacity as a representative of our Government in a foreign land, his valuable 
researches in the methods of government, finance. and commerce have proven 





of inestimable value. As a member of Congress his services to his constitu- 
ents, irrespective aye affiliations, speak more eloquently than words can 
express. ile at all times a true Republican, yet by his uniform fairness 


he won the admiration and friendship of his political opponents. His private 
life was that of a pure and upright citizen, and is worthy of emulation: 
Therefore, 

“Be it resolved, That we tender to his stricken family our heartfelt sympa- 
thy and condolence in their hour of grief, assuring them that the valuable 
services rendered by the husband and father during his long public career 
will always be gratefully remembered by the people of this district and State. 

“Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished the family of Gen- 


eral Post.” 
A. L. SCHIMPFFP, Peoria County, Chairman. 
W. H. SHAW, Fulton County, Secretary. 
HENRY EMRICH, Knox County. 
A. G. HAMMOND, Stark County. 


The death of General Post has caused profound sorrow among many mem- 
bers of the general assembly. He was highly esteemed. The legisiators 
from General Post’s Congressional district held a meeting to-night and 
adopted the following, which was transmitted to Mrs. Post: 

“ SPRINGFIELD, ILL., January 7. 
Mrs. Gen. P. 8S. Post, Galesburg, Ill.: 

At a meeting held at the Leland Hotel in Springfield, at which the follow- 
ing members of the thirty-ninth general assembly were present: Senators 
H. V. Fisher, F. C. Harding, and J. W. Templeton, and Representatives J. W. 
White, N. H. Guthrie, F. Murdock, George Murray, William Payne, W. C. 
Stickney, L. B. De Forest, Joseph Mulligan, and W. N. Pilgrim, the follow- 
ing resolution was unanimously adopted: 

“* Resolved, That we have heard of the sudden death of Gen. Philip Sidney Post 
with the most profound sorrow. His death takes from those who loved and 

a tender husband, a loving father, a brave soldier, a true 
patriot, a wise statesman, and an honest man, and his death is not only a loss 
to his family, his friends, his Congressional district, and his State, but it is a 
loss alsotothe nation. Wetherefore beg to extend to Mrs. Post and the family 
our heartfelt sympathy in this dark hour of affliction and sorrow, and may 
God in His merciful providence comfort them in their distress.” 


At aregular meeting of Gen. George Crook Post, No. 81, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Kirkwood, Ill., the following resolutions were adopted: 

‘Whereas at Washington, D. C., January 6, 1895, God in His providence re- 
more from our ranks our distinguished comrade, Gen. Philip Sidney Post, 


% Resolved, That Gen. George Crook Post, No. 81, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, having in its membership comrades who served in the regiment with 
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General Post, and saw him im poeta’ from second lieutenant toa one 


commanding a division, itnessed his heroism and several woundings 
upon the field of battle, and many others of us having enjoyed his ae 
ance and friendship, his death comes us as a personal sorrow. ove will 
leave history to record his fame, sacrifices, and eminent service in behalf of 
_ country, while we mourn him as a friend and genial, warm-hearted com- 
rade. 
“ Resolved, That by the death of General Post our country has lost one of 
its purest and ablest legislators. 
** Resolved, That to his bereaved family we extend our sympathies for the 
loss of a tender and devoted husband, a noble and patriotic father.” 
W.H. HARTWELL, 
R. R. DAVIDSON, 
A. EDWARDS, 
Committee. 
JANUARY, 1895. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as a number of 
members of the House have been unable to make addresses to-day, 
as they desired to do, I ask unanimous consent that all who wish 
to print their remarks in the RECORD may have that privilege. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McGann). In accordance 
with the resolutions already adopted, and as a further mark of 
respect to the memory of the deceased, the House now stands 
adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs 
A bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Rufus Betz. (Report No. 1932. ) 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
bill (H. R. 4590) anting an honorable dischargs to duane J a 
ston. (Report No. 1933.) 

By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A joint resolution (8S. R.19) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, 
Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers. (Report No. 1934.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 838) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. 
Austin, deceased. (Report No. 1935.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 2569) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer. (Report No. 1936.) 


os 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD (by request): A bill (H.R. 8952) to create a 
national money system by which the Government will receive 
and not pay interest; increase the volume of legal-tender money 
on a tr gold, and silver basis; to secure all the national 
revenues without bonds, tariffs, or income taxes; obtain all the 
gold and silver that may be required by the Government without 
other cost than that of their coinage, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Wa 3 and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R.8955) for the erection of a 
monument to the late Timothy Green at Richmond, 
Staten Island, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 8956) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
a urposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act ap- 

July 2, 1864, and also an ‘act approved May 7, 1878, both 
in Saueentunaat of said first-mentioned act; and to rovide for the 
settlemeut of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads, and to secure to the United 
States payment of all.indebtedness of certain companies therein 
mentioned—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pavete bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as 


By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 8953) for the relief 
of the Kentucky State militia and the provisional tacky mili- 
tia—to the Committee cn Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill n (HE R. £064) f for the 
relief of Micajah Pickett, of Yazoo unty, Miss to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ae 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as 
By Mr. ARNOLD: Papers to accompany the bill (H.R. 8582) 


ni a pension to Michael Scherrer, jr.—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Durango, 
Colo., protesting against further suspension of mining-assessment 
work—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Mary Wright Sewell and others 
for the passage of House resolution (Mr. Coomss’s) of January 
19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial from the Oklahoma legislature re- 
questing donation of lands embraced in Fort Supply Military 
— to said Territory—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of Minneapolis 
(Minn.) Order of Railway Conductors, Division 117, favoring 
House bill 8556, providing for adjustment of differences between 
railways and their employees—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of citizens of Mercersburg, Rouzer- 
ville, and Greencastle, Pa., praying for certain amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Francis H. Appleton and 31 other 
citizens of Boston, Mass., and vicinity, asking for the —— of 
a law to promote the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee 
on the Militia. 

Also, petition by the Dorchester Ministers’ Union, Dorchester, 
Mass., praying for additional legislation for the suppression of 
the lottery traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, Ohio, 
praying favorable action on the antilottery bill—to the Commit- 
tee on tus J an 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of Encampmefit No. 10, Union 
Veteran Legion in favor of a national park at Appomattox—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MitBury, D. D. 
aan Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ngs; 

When, on motion of Mr. QUAY and by unanimous consent, the 
further eae as dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for the 
consideration of Congress a letter from the Attorney-General 
amending his estimate of appropriation for ‘‘ defending suits in 
claims against the United States, 1894,” from $333.20 to $371.20; 
which, with the accompanyin, per, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ap Omron and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a ccmnatitahoanits from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting for the consideration of Con- 
gress, estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for the postal 
service, payable from the postal revenues, etc.; which, with the 
accompan paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
26th instant, a list of all j one rendered against the United 
States by the circuit and district courts of the United States, 
under section 11 of the act of March 8, 1887, etc.; which, with the 

papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


accompanyin, B 
priations, an 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOwLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
following a in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 8556) concerning carriers engaged in interstate 

ccmmmerce and their employees; and 

A bill (H. R. 8713) providing for the publication of the bulletin 
of the Department of Labor / 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri, in charge of the 
ing ——— bill, desires to go on with that measure., 


= 


conference, and I have justsent for him. I akc that 
the sundry civil appropriation bill be laid before the Senate. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making 
appropriations for sundry civil of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 127, after line 18, I move to insert: 

To pay to Henry Talbott, for extra services to the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate during the consideration and debate of the tariff bill, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I a? the absence of a quorum. 


The VICE-PRESIDEN The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Faulkner, Manderson, Ransom, 
Allison, Gallinger, Martin, Roach, 
Bate, George, Mi Sherman, 
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. ‘Teller, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 
Burrows, Hale, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Peffer, Walsh, 
Cameron, Hawley, Perkins, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hunton, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

ark, Kyle, Platt, 
Cockrell, MeLaurin, or, 
Davis, McPherson, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 96, at the end of line 4, I move to 
insert: 

For the purpose of building a hospital at Fort Meade, S. Dak., $25,000, to be 
immediately available. 

In connection with this amendment I have here letters from the 
Secretary of War and the Surgeon-General of the Army, showing 
that that hospital has been burned in the last few days and that 
this appropriation is a necessity. The amendment has been re- 

orted from the Committee on Military Affairs. Iask that the 
etters may be printed in the REcorD. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 21, 1896. 

Peportaly returned to the honorable the Secretary of War. 

os ebruary 18 the post surgeon at Fort Meade, 8. ., telegraphed me 
as Tollows: 

** Hospital destroyed by fire last night; most of books, instruments, records, 
and office a gle saved; stores and medicines practically all lost; author- 
ity requested to purchase medicines if necessary. Two field chests saved; 
will use them. 

“CRAMPTON, Post Surgeon.” 

Fort Meade is the headquarters of a cavalry regiment with a garrison of 
eight troops of cavalry. Te is important that a new hospital should be built 
as soon as possible to replace the one destroyed by fire. In my opinion asuit- 
able building of brick, with steam or hot-water heating plant, can be built 
for about $25,000. If the appropriation is made plans for such a ing will 


be drawn in my office. 
GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General, United States Army. 


War DEPARTMENT, February 23, 1895. 
tfully returned to the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, United States Senate, inviting attention to the preceding indorsement 
of the Surgeon-General. 
JOSEPH B. DOE, 


Assistant Secretary of War. 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 28, 1895. 

Str: I have the honor to recommend favorable consideration by the Mili- 
tary pa grag § of the ange pm RS ee onel at Port Mae b rE~d Pet- 
TIGREW, ‘for the purpose o i a a e, 8. 7 

The hospital at this post was by fire on the 17th of February,and 
it is very important that money should be riated for the construction 
of a — hospital - ty ho a en as eade s the qoafquestess of 
a cavalry regiment an a feerince e roops of cavalry. 
. Asuitable brick hospital, with modern appliances for heating and venti- 
iating, can not be built for less than the amount asked for, 25,000. 


Very respectfully, 
GEO. M. STERNBERG, 


, United States Army. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. Bats, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


aie War DEPARTMENT, February 25, 1895. 

Affairs, United States ee Pn = nae the within ee anus 
Surgeon-General, and reco vorable consideration. 
DANIEL 8. LAMONT, 

Secretary of War. 
Mr. BATE. This amendment was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and the ity of the situation requires 
that a shall be built at Fort Meade. The hospital there 
was burned last week. There is a regiment of cavalry stationed 
there and no means of taking care of the sick. The matter was 
telegraphed here and referred to the of War, and is 
recommended by him, and also by the Surgeon-General of the 


y. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. GORMAN. On page 135, at the end of line 23, I move to 
insert: 

For pay of a person to be designated, as required by law, by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing to constitute, with the chief clerk, the foreman of print- 
ing, and the foreman of binding, the three boards: first, to examine and re- 
= in writing on all paper delivered under contract to the Government 

inting Office; second, to examine and report in writing on all material ex- 
cept paper for the use of the bindery, and, third, the board of condemnation 
to determine, upon the call of the Public Printer, the condition of presses 
and other and material used in the Government Printing Office 
with a view to condemnation, $2,000. 


Mr. MANDERSON. This is to carry out a provision of exist- 
ing law which requires that the Joint Committee on Printing 
shall appoint the third member of the three several boards. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a provision now in the law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is a provision now in the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2521) to amend the charter of the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company of the District of Columbia; and _ 

An act (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessells. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8556) concerning carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce and their employees was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8713) providing for the publication of the bulletin 
of the Department of Labor was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the building of a new dry dock or the enlargement of 
the present dry dock at the Charlestown Navy-Yard for the ac- 
commodation of the war ships of the United States Navy and the 
larger merchant vessels entering the port of Boston, Mass.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1895.]} 
Resolutions relative to the dry dock at Charlestown Navy-Yard. 


‘Whereas there is an immediate need of a dry dock at Boston which shall be 
of sufficient length, width, and depth to receive the battle ship Massachusetts 
and ing merchant steamers now being built for traffic with said port: 

Resolved, t the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
Commonwealth are requested to use their influence to secure the passage of 
legislation providing for the building of a new dry dock or the enlargement 
of the present dry at the Charlestown Navy-Yard for accommodation 
of the war ships of the United States Navy and the larger merchant vessels 
entering a of Boston. 

Resolved, it the president of the senate and the speaker of the house of 
representatives of this Commonwealtu be instructed to present or forward 
these resolutions to Congress. 


Hovusse OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 31, 1895. 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


SENATE, February 6, 1895. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 





Adopted, in concurrence. 


A true copy. Attest: 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives 

Mr. QUAY. I present a petition 63 feet long and signed by 
several hundred citizens of P--_asylvania, praying for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 2523, to regulate the mode of removal of letter 
carriers, post-office clerks, and railway postal clerks. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


The motion was agreed to. 
PRICES AND WAGES, 


Mr. PEFFER. I have a very important publication here, a 
small one, that I ask unanimous consent to have printed as a mis- 
cellaneous document. It is a review of the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee’s report concerning the wages paid to labor and matters of 
that kind. It was prepared by Mr. Frederick C. Waite, statisti- 
cian of the Department of Agriculture. It is a document that 
I think is very well worth preserving. A few copies were printed 
in private form by himself, and I ask that it may be printed as a 
document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the publication be referred to the Com- 

Mr.PEFFER. V well; if a reference is insisted on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The publication will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. : 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restora- 
tion to the public domain, lands in the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi not needed for naval purposes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. , 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. Roacu on the 10th ultimo, intended 
to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, reported it with 
an amendment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2402) for the relief of soldiers, sailors, 
marines, and other persons who have heretofore made claim to 
public lands in certain cases, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. ji 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported two amendments intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 3 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of 
the courts of the United States,” approved August 1, 1888, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


NEW ORLEANS TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 942) for the relief of the receivers of the Tow- 
boat Association of New Orleans, La., reported the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (S.942) entitled “‘A bill for the relief of the New 
Orleans Towboat tion,” now pending in the Senate, together with all 
the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits t the Government of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in 
accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in ac- 
cordance therewith. 

ANNIE M. WIGGIN. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 
26th instant, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate ba, and is hereby, authorized to 
pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate to 
Annie M. Wiggin, widow of A. D. Wiggin, deceased, late conductor of elevator 
of the Senate, the sum of $600, being an amount equal to six months’ salar 
as such conductor of elevator, said sum to be considered as in lieu of all 
funeral expenses and other allowances. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the resolution. _ 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lintroduce a bill to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Ido not expect that the bill will be dis- 

osed of by the committee at the present session, but as it is an 

rtant measure, I desire to have it printed for use hereafter. 

The bill (8.2803) to incorporate the Maritime Canal of North 
America, to authorize the construction of navigable canals through 
the territory of the United States of America between the Great 
Lakes, the St. Lawrence River, and tide water in the Hudson 
River, and entrances, terminals, and other works necessary and 
desirable in connection therewith, to re te commerce on and 
over such canals and works, and to establish the same as military 
and post roads, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be propane 
by him to the general ee appropriation bill; which was re- 
a to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be piper 
by him to the general ae appropriation bill; which was re- 
oe to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be a 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
= to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered ‘to be 
Pp : 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropri- 





ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 


to transmit to the Senate a list of all judgments of the Court of ims, re- 
quiring an appropriation at the present session, not already submitted. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHAW. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of as tatives concurring), That the 


eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Wisconsin, be printed as required by law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 
277) in reference to the free zone along the northern frontier of 
Mexico and adjacent to the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8092) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Charles A. Edwards; 

A bill (H.R. 3150) for the relief of Thomas B. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434, of title 52, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Brightwood 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; - 

A bill (H.R. 6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow of Da- 
vid Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818; 

A bill (H. R. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of 
land in section 36, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Bernar- 
dino meridian), in the State of California; and 

A bill (H. R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of Mound 
City, Il. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE P. S. POST. 


The message further announced that the House had passed 
resolutions commemorative of the life and character of Hon. 
Philip Sidney Post, late a Representative from the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the resolutions receiyed from the 
House of Representatives in reference to the death of General 
Post, of Illinois, be laid upon the table, and I wish to state that 
my colleague [Mr. PALMER] and I will agree upon some future 
day when the resolutions shall be called up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie oR the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I ask the Senate now to take up the amend- 
ment known as section 2, which was passed over. Let it be read. 
It has not been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 136 the Committee on Appropriations 
report to insert as an additional section the fellowing: 


Sxc. 2. Thatin order to provide the moneys not pauesies from current reve- 
nues and miscellaneous receipts, and necessary for the execution of this act 
and necessary for the execution of any act, or all the other acts passed or to 
be during the present session of Congress appropriating money to be 

d out of the Treasury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1808, and also in 
order to provide the moneys necessary to be paid out of the Treasury on ac- 
count of a ropraions heretofore made for the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1893, June 30, 1894, and June 30, 1895, and not covered into the Treasury, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of the President, be, and is 
hereby, authorized to, from time to time, borrow on the credit of the United 
States such sums of money as may be necessary to meet said expenditures, 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, for lawful money of the 
United States, such an amount of certificates of indebtedness, payable to the 
bearer, of the denominations of rea fifty, and one hund dollars, or 
any paltine of $100 not exceeding $1,000, as may be needed for said purposes, 
bearing at the rate of not ex ing 3 per cent per annum, = @ semian- 
nually, and redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after two years 
from their date; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, 
with the approbation of the President, to cause suc rtion of said certifi- 
cates as may be deemed ex ient to be issued by the Treasurer in payment 
of warrants in favor of public creditors, or other persons lawfully entitled 
to — who may choose to receive such certificates in payment at par. 

the tary of the Treen may in his discretion, under rules 
and reulations to be prescribed by him, sell and d of the certiticates 
herein authorized at designated depositories of the United States, and at such 
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t-offices as he may select; and the Secretary shall use the moneys received 
ior auats certificates for the purposes herein prescribed, and for none other: 
Provided, That the total amount of such certificates shall not exceed $100,000,- 
000: And provided further, That the power to issue such certificates shall 
determine on the Ist day of July, 1896. 5 
And hereafter any United States bonds sold or disposed of shall first be 
offered to the public for a period of not less than twenty days, under rules 
and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and shall 
be sold to the highest bidder, in case such bids or any of them are satisfactory. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I ask that the last section of the bill 
may be read, so that the reading of the bill may be finished. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before any discussion of the amendment of 
the committee, I desire to suggest two little changes. On page 
137, line 5, after the word ‘‘authorized,” I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘to;” and in same line, before the word ‘‘ borrow,” to insert 
the word ‘‘to;” so as to read: 

Authorized, from time to time, to borrow on the credit of the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be so modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Also, on the same page, in line 12, after the 
word “bearing,” I desire to insert the word ‘‘interest;” so as to 
read: 


Bearing interest at the rate of not exceeding 3 per cent per annum. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be so modified. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to make a point of order against section 
2, that it is general legislation on a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee? 


Mr. BERRY. I mean the amendment with reference to the is- 
sue of 3 per cent certificates, known as section 2. 

Mr. HILL. While the question is before the Senate, and be- 
fore the argument proceeds, as I presume there will be discussion, 
I desire to amend the latter part of that which has been read by 
inserting, on page 138, at the end of line 14: 

And hereafter all Treasury notes and United States notes which may be 
redeemed shall not be reissued, but shall be canceled. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Arkansas makes his point of order now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, unless the Senator from Maryland 
proposes to do the same thing. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Arkansas will with- 
draw his point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. I will withhold it in order to hear the Senator 
from Maryland. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair prefers to hear the sug- 
gestion upon the point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. I will withdraw it for the present until the Sen- 
ator from Maryland makes his statement; but I desire to reserve 
it so that there can be no question about it hereafter. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pardon meamoment. After the Senator 
from Maryland makes his speech it may be proper and possibly 
necessary for other gentlemen to make some comments on the 
amendment, and if the point of order is to be pressed it ought to 
be pressed now so as to cut off debate. It ought not to letina 
part of the debate and then be presented. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. I make the point of order that the 
amendment is general legislation on a general appropriation bill. 
ou GORMAN. Let us have that question determined by the 

air. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair prefers to hear the sugges- 
tions of Senators touching the question of order, inasmuch as the 
point of order has been made. 
ae What is the question of order now before the 

na 

Mr. HILL. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. Laskif the Senator from Arkansas makes the point 
of order on both the propositions? They are, of course, entirely 
distinct from one another, and I wish to know if the point of or- 

der is made on both? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the whole subject. 

Mr. BERRY. On the whole thing. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senater from Arkansas to 
make the point of order on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hm}? 

Mr. BERRY. made the point of order before the Senator 
from New York offered his amendment. I make the point of or- 
der on section 2, as reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has made no point of order on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BERRY. No; I did not know what the Senator from New 
York proposed to do when I made the point of order. 

Mr. HILL. There will be no controversy on that subject. I 
concede, if the poit of order would be well taken on the two 
propositions contained in the amendment of the committee, of 


course the point of order would be well taken on the amendment 
submitted by me. 

I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the point that there 
is a distinction between the two propositions reported by the com- 
mittee, and a very grave distinction. One part of the amendment 
relates to the issuing of certificates and the providing of revenue 
and the method in which the revenue shall be raised. The prop- 
ositions are different entirely. 

I de ~ot care about discussing them now, because the Senator 
from Maryland desires to speak upon the main proposition, but I 
do not want the question decided until we can have an opportunity 
to discuss it. 

Mr. MILLS. This is a very important question, and I hope 
when the question is to be decided the Chair will follow the prec- 
edents heretofore established and submit the question to a vote 
of the Senate. . 

Mr. CULLOM. As itis evident that there is some desire for 
discussion on this question I think that the point of order had 
better be waived until after a fair discussion has been had, and 
then it will be for the Presiding Officer to dispose of the question 
as he may see proper. 

1t seems to me that is preferable to discussing the subject gen- 
erally when the point of order is pending. I hope the point of 
order will be waived for the time being until reasonable discussion 
may be had. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to state that we have but 
very little time, and there are two or three other appropriation 
bills behind the pending one to be acted upon. and if the pending 
amendment is out of order, as I clearly believe it to be, I see no 
necessity for a general discussion of financial questions upon an 
amendment which, I believe, will be held to be not in order, and 
my friends here insist that the point of order shall be put now. 
I make the point of order. 

Mr.HILL. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, but I 
prefer to wait and allow the Senator from Maryland { Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to proceed with his discussion as to the propriety of the 
amendment upon its merits. 

Mr. CULLOM. That raises the exact question. 

Mr. HILL. I desire only to make a few suggestions, with the 
permission of the Senate, upon the point of order. I will detain 
the Senate but a very few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. There are now pending three amendments, for 
there are two substantially proposed by the Committee on A ppro- 
priations, and one proposed by myself as a supplementary amend- 
ment. The first amendment proposed by the committee, as I was 
proceeding to say, authorizes the issuing of certain certificates 
for the pu e of raising revenue to supply deficiencies. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise to a question of one. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order, 

Mr. MILLS. Is debate in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order, except by 
unanimous consent. , 

Mr. MILLS. I object, unless we can all have unanimous con- 
sent to debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. So dol. 

Mr. MILLS. We all want to have the same opportunity. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I may have misunderstood the Chair, but 
I understood the point of order to be submitted to the Senate. If 
that is so it is debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not submitted the 
point of order to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the debate will be confined to the point 
of order specifically, unless debate can be had, by unanimous con- 
sent, for a reasonable time. 

Mr. MILLS. The point of order is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is not debatable, 
but, this being an important question, the Chair stated he would 
be willing, and would be very glad to hear suggestions upon the 
point of order, not upon the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I do not propose to discuss the merits. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire before the Senator proceeds that the exact 
position of the question should be stated from the Chair. Some 
Senators here do not understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has reported an amendment, and as 
there was much confusion in the Chamber the amendment will 
be again stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that it is not necessary that the Sec- 
retary should read the amendment. It appears as section 2 of the 
bill in the print, which we all have before us, and I suppose all 
Senators have read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the proposed amendment the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] makes a point of order that 
it is general legislation upon a general appropriation bill. That 
is the status of the question at this time, and debate is not in order, 
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unless it be by unanimous consent. If unanimous consent is not 
given, the Chair will determine the question. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MILLS. Iask that the Chair submit the question to the 
Senate, as so many other important questions have been submitted 
to the Senate. I want the vote of the Senate on this most impor- 
tant question. . 

Mr. HILL. Iassume that is a question for the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Always. 

Mr. MILLS. The rule requires the Chair to submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not going to debate the merits at all, if the 
Senate will indulge me for just a moment. 

Mr. MILLS. I think the rules require the question to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. The Chair is not required to submit the question. 

Mr GRAY. T's 1 t 

r. . rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the question of order been submitted to the 
Senate by the Chair? } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not yet submitted it. 

Mr. MILLS. I call the attention of the Chair to clause 3 of 
Rule XVI, which reads: 

3. No amendment which pro: general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or 
relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shallan 
amendment to any item or clause.of such bill be received which does not di- 
rectly relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under 
this rule, when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided with- 
out debate. 

Mr. HILL. The question of relevancy is one thing, and the 
question of order is an entirely different thing. 

I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment, simply to show 
me ve between these three amendments, and then I shall 

one. 

The first amendment, as I said, relates to the issuing of certifi- 
cates to provide revenues said to be necessary for the support of 
the Government for certain years. That that amendment is gen- 
eral legislation, it seems to me there can be littlequestion. There 
is no authority for the issuing of certificates, and an act of Con- 

ess is required for their issuance. It is not an appropriation; it 

oes not of itself appropriate moneys; it simply supplies revenue, 
and clearly, it strikes me, it is within the prohibition of the rule. 
There may have been some precedents upon this subject hereto- 
fore on the part of the Senate. That question can stand by itself. 

The next question relates to what? To the issue of bonds. Is 
there any question but what that amendment changes existing 
law? It strikes me that there can not be any question about it. 
It seems to be conceded that if the authority to issue bonds exists 
at all, it can be exercised under existing law by private arrange- 
ment and by private contract; and this amendment proposes to 
change existing law by providing that hereafter bonds shall be 
sold to the highest bidder. I am not now discussing the pro- 
priety of the public sale or the private sale of bonds. If there 
was ever any kind of genera} legislation enacted, this must be- 
long to that species of legislation, in my humble judgment. 

Mr. President, I have added a third amendment, which must 
partake of the same character as the others, in my judgment, 
which provides that hereafter when Treasury notes or United 
States notes shall be 5 for redemption they shall not be 
reissued, but be canceled. I concede that that changes existing 
law, and however important I may regard that amendment to be 
for the Treasury of the country and for the best interests of the 
country, it is of the same character as the other two amendments. 
Therefore, if one is to stand, all must st.nd; and we open up a 
discussion here which will take the next week to decide, because 
it involves the whole policy of the Government, the policy of issu- 
ing bonds, the poy of issuing certificates, the —- of redeem- 
ing greenbacks. that constitutes general legislation of the 
most important character, and I simply desire to s to the 
Senate whether this is not the hour, no matter what has been done 
in the last few days, for a strict construction of these rules, and 
then eee to pass this appropriation bill in quick order. 

A discussion -of these questions, if they are to be entertain 
will necessarily be extended. Those who think that this secon 
amendment would be a reflection upon the recent method of issu- 
ing bonds of course will resist it; those who are opposed to the is- 
suing of certificates must resist it. The question of whether the 
certificates are necessary at all, in view of the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, opens up a very broad question, and so the 
whole financial question will be opened. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a question of fact in the case.. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HILL. I am just about through. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I raise the point of order that we have had 
debate enough on this question, and that the rules prevent debate 
on points oforder. . 
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Mr. HILL. I have stated the point as I understand it, and I 
am content. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like tosay afew words upon the other 
side of the question, if the Chair will permit me. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the question decided. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to say a few words on the ques- 
tion of order, but I do not intend to press the matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. I beg the Senator from Rhode Island to let us 
have this question decided. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, we can not hear, there is so 
much talk in the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to preserve order in the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
a precedent in point, adopted by the Senate on February 17, 1893, 
which I think entirely analogous to this case, but I shall not take 
the time of the Senate to do it now. 

Mr. HILL. At most that decision could only apply to the first 
part of this amendment, even by a strained construction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are two distinct pr itions in this 
question, and the point of order should be decided first upon one 
and then upon the other. The question is certainly divisible, and 
the point of order ought to be decided first upon whether the 
proposition in regard to the certificates of indebtedness is in order, 
and then the question would arise as to the second proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order having been made 
by the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. Berry], the Chair refers to 
the decision of the Senate made on the 17th of February, 1893. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the Chair decline to submit the question of 
order to the Senate? Frequently during the progress of the ap- 
propriation bills these questions as to general legislation on a: 
propriation bills have been referred to the Senate; and I must as 
the Chair to pursue the precedents established heretofore and 
submit this question to the Senate in acccordance with the rule. 
I want only to see justice done under the rules. 

Lask but a single moment. If I understand it, 
there is nothing in the rules which requires the Chair to submit 
the question whether a proposed amendment is general legisla- 
=o to the Senate. Of course it is in the discretion of the Chair 
to do so, 

Mr. MILLS. I have just read the rule. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Texas does not claim that there 
is anything in the rule which requires it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is entertaining another 
question of order at. the present moment. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam speaking on a point of order. 

Mr. President, I understand that the only thing which is required 
to be submitted to the Senate by the Chair is the question of rele- 
vancy, and the question of relevancy has not been raised here. 
Of course it is in the discretion of the Chair to submit any point 
of order to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I insist, so far as I may under the rules, that 
the point of order shall be decided in saynee to the first proposi- 
tion contained in section 2, and not as to both propositions. There 
are two distinct propositions contained in section 2, one of which 
might be in order and the other not; and'I insist, if I may, that 
the question may be divided, and the question of order decided 
first upon the first proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. Which proposition? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Withregard to the certificates of indebtedness. 
There is one proposition which provides for certificates of indebt- 
edness, and another which provides that when bonds are sold 
there shall be public notice given of the sale. Those are two dis- 
tinct and separate propositions. 

Mr. GRAY. The point of order refersto the whole proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can not apply to the whole question if a 
division is asked for. 

Mr. BERRY. Thisissubmitted as one entire amendment from 
the Committee on Appropriations, and my point of order went to 
the entire amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink the question is divisible, and that divi- 
sion should be had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to divide the 
amendment, as indicated by the Senator from Rhode Island. The 
point of order being raised, owing to the remarks of Senators 
touching the matter of the decision, the Chair will submit it to 
the Senate and let the Senate decide. The question now is, Is the 

amendment in order? 
. BERRY and Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think that-—— 

Mr. MILLS. I object to debate. 

Mr. GRAY. The question is now open to debate. 

Mr. GORMAN. question is open to debate now, it having 
been submitted to the Senate. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the point of order having been 
submitted to the Senate, naturally the main question comes u 
the first vote, whether this proposition shall beconsidered, whether 
it is in order, whether it is proper for this provision to be inserted 
upon an appropriation bill, necessarily the merits of the ques- 
tion involved must be touched upon in the discussion. I hope to 
be very brief and simply to state the facts as the Committee on 
Appropriations understood them, which made it, in our judgment, 
necessary that such a vision should be inserted in an appro- 
priation bill. It is well known that at this hour in the session, if 
relief is to be given to the Treasury, if additional authority to is- 
sue certificates of indebtedness is necessary to maintain the credit 
of the Government, the only possible way in which it can be done 
is on an appropriation bill. : 

I regret exceedingly, Mr. President, that it has become the duty 
of any of us, in our view of case, to inaugurate and to suggest 
here for the first time any proposition of this kind. I regret ex- 
ceedingly that such a proposition did not reach us from a coordi- 
nate branch on a separate measure early in the session, when it 
could have been deliberated upon and properly discussed. 

As intimated by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH], 
and as intimated by the Chair, two years ago this identical ques- 
tion was before the Senate, as to whether it was proper to author- 
ize the issuing of bonds for the purpose of es ee 
in the Treasury. It was held in that case, as be seen by ref- 
erence to the Journal of the Senate, that the Senate by a vote of 
28 to 18 determined, as they had previously in years gone by, that 
it was perfectly legitimate, perfectly proper, and necessary to put 
such a provision upon an jiation bill if the requirements of 
the Treasury demanded it. So much for that. 

Mr. President, I trust that in the discussion of a question so 
simple as this we may be able to confine ourselves to the one 
question, the needs of the Treasury Department, whether it is ab- 
solutely necessary for the proper conduct of that Department to 
have the provision of law contained in this amendment. I know 
how difficult it will be to keep out of the discussion all of the ques- 
tions which are involved in our financial policy, which have been 
suggested and discussed in both Houses. Here, where debate is 
unlimited, I know it is going very far to make such an appeal, 
and yet I must appeal to the Senate to determine this question 
upon the one proposition alone. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 

nestion, which I do solely for information, he being a member of 

Committee on Appropriations? Has not the Secretary of the 
ee advised the Senate that he does not need more money at 
this time? 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will only permit me in my crude 
may to goalong and make my statement, I shall be indebted to him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I shall do so with pleasure, but I hope before 
the Senator sits down he will answer my question. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall be very glad to do so, and that is the 
whole question involved. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh! I did not know that. 

Mr. GORMAN. If wecould by common consent take up in 
these closing hours of the session, in that spirit alone, the question 
as to whether it is necessary for the honor of the Government to 
maintain its credit and enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
discharge his duty in such a way as not to trench upon the rights 
of anybody, I trust we may do it, and eliminate all question as to 
the kinds of currency we are to have. If that can not be done, as 
a matter of course the Senator from Colorado and other Senators 
who, after the facts are presented, do not believe that such a pro- 
vision is necessary for the Treasury, of course will vote against 
the proposition. If there is a determination on the part of any 
number of Senators to take advantage of this opportunity to go 
into all the questions which areinvolved in our financial structure 
in the closing hours of the session, as a matter of course they must 
take that responsibility, which would prevent action and leave the 
Treasury embarrassed, if it would be embarrassed, without this 
provision. 

Mr. President, as to the necessities of the Government—— 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

_ Mr. VILAS. I wish to ask whether when the question of order 
is submitted to the Senate it opens for discussion the whole sub- 
ject which is only to be discussed if in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It opens for discussion the question 
as to whether the point of order shall be sustained or overruled. 
That is the question now before the Senate. The Chair can not, 
however, limit Senators or indicate to them the line of argument 
es | shall pursue. 

t. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to noun Ss the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VuLas] that the Senator Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] or any other Senator is at liberty to discuss 
any question he sees fit, there being no rule which will prevent 
So ceacumion of this or any other question when a Senator has 
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Mr. GRAY. Except the general parliamentary rule. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no parliamentary rule which has been 
applied in this Chamber which requires a Senator’s speech to be 
germane to the subject pending before the body. 

Mr. GRAY. The parliamentary law is stated in Jefferson’s 


Manual. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated,in reply to the 
parliamentary inquiry of the Senator from Wisconsin, that the 
pending question, being the question of order, has been submitted 
to the Senate, but it is not for the Chair to indicate to Senators the 
line of argument they shall pursue in discussing the question. 
The Senator from Maryland | Mr. GorRMAN | is entitled to the floor. 


[Mr. GORMAN addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I know how precious are the closing 
moments of this session and I shall not trespass long upon the at- 
tention of the Senate, I shall not concern myself about the defi- 
ciencyin the Treasury. The Secretary in charge of our Treasury 
informs us that he is notalarmed about the deficiency. The Presi- 
dent informs the Congress that the Treasury has a comfortable 
surplus of over $60,000,000. There is no necessity. then, to sell the 
bonds of the Government, either long-time or short-time bonds, in 
order to raise the currency revenues necessary to support the Ad- 

Besides, if more revenues are needed to meet the current wants 
of the Administration we have in the coffers of the Treasury, paid 
for, $55,000,000 of silver belonging to the Government with the 
authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to coin it and pay it out 
in its legitimate disbursements. 

It is not to the question of deficiency that I wish to speak, but 
I find that the policy which has been pursued for thirty years of 
persistently reducing the public debt of the United States has been 
reversed within the last twelve months, and we have begun to re- 
build the vast structure that was built up as the necessary con- 

uences of war; we have begun to reverse the policy acknowl- 
edged by all Administrations and by the American people through 
all their history, and to discard the principle that a public debt is 
a public evil and ought to be paid and extinguished as rapidl. as 
possible. The Father of his Country, when leaving public Lfe, 
was admonished to leave a farewell address to the American peo- 
ple, and among the things of which he spoke to his constituents 
were the evils of maintaining a public debt. He said: 

Avoid the accumulation of debt not only by shunning occasions of expense, 
but by vigorous exertions in time of peace to discharge the debts which ur- 
avoidable wars may have occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon pos- 
terity the burdens which we ourselves ought to bear. 


All of our great chiefs of all parties from the foundation of the 
Government have maintained that policy. Jefferson, who was 
the author and founder of the party to which we on this side of 
the Chamber belong, said that funding and building up national 
debts was ‘‘ swindling futurity on a large scale.” And yet, 
we are now entering upon the policy of enlarging our national 
debt, carrying forward and riveting the bonds of fiscal slavery 
upon children unborn, and we are told that it is a commendable 
policy! 

Why is it that we are selling bonds at this time? It is claimed 
to be by authority of the law of the 14th of January, 1875, which 
authorized the sale of bonds provided for by the act of July 14, 
1870, for the redemption of certain promissory notes of the Gov- 
ernment mentioned in that law. What were they? There was 
about $47,000,000 of fractional currency. That was redeemed by 
the coinage of silver, and that currency, when redeemed, was de- 
stroyed. By the third section of that law it is provided, that all 
Treasury notes ‘‘in excess only” of $300,000,000 should be so re- 
deemed. Redeemed and reissued again? No, sir; redeemed and de- 
stroyed. Im order, says the law, to carry out the ‘‘ redemption 
provided for” in this act, the Secretary is authorized to use the 
surplus revenues of the Government, and to sell bonds in order 
to obtain money to redeem and cancel “the excess only” of 
$300,000,000. 

The act of May 31, 1878, compelled Congress to reverse that nol- 
icy, and compelled it to stop at $346,000.000, after it had redv ed 
the amount from $352,000,000 to $346,000,000, and to put those 
notes back in circulation and keep them in circulatior, and to- 
day there is no authority upon the statute books of the United 
States, in my judgment, which authorizes the sale of bonds to 
redeem any outstanding or promissory notes of the Government. 
But, Mr. President, I know that a great number of people in the 
United States differ from me in this construction. I know that 
the Secretaries of the Treasury of all parties have held that that 
law does so authorize the sale of bonds for the redemption and 
reissuing of these notes. 

Mr. GRAY. Without repealing the law which says that when 
redeemed they shall be reissued, which is rather a strange paradox, 
I admit? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; the word “‘ redeem,” as the Senator and 
others know, has two meanings. When a banker redeems his 
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notes, it is to reissue them again; but when a private individual 
redeems his promissory note it is to repurchase and destroy it. 

The term ‘‘ redeem,” when used in the law of January 14, 1875, 
meant reducing the volume of the circulating notes of the Gov- 
ernment to bring the Government to specie resumption. It was 
not contemplating putting the redeemed notes back in circulation 
again. It was contemplating a reduction of the volume of cireu- 
lation, to bring the remaining notes to par, and using that same 
term in 1878, the law reversed that policy. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Was it the intention that thereafter those green- 
backs were never to be redeemed? 

Mr. MILLS. They are to be “ kept in circulation ” as the law 
stated and as the sole paper currency of the country, as contended 
for by the Democratic party all over the Union from 1874 to the 
present time. 

Mr. HILL. And not to be redeemed at all? 

Mr. MILLS. Do you propose to redeem them now? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. What do you pro to put in their place? 

Mr. HILL. In the first place, the Senator asks me a very broad 
question. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; but you are asking me a very broad one, 

Mr. HILL. As long as we have not the money with which to 
immediately redeem and cancel them I ghould provide for the 
issue of some kind of Government securities to take their place, 
or I would provide some other form of currency to take their place. 
The Senator thinks they are notredeemable and not to be redeemed, 
whereas I think they are redeemable and that the Government is 
obliged to redeem them. 

Mr. MILLS. The word ‘‘redeem,” as I say, has two meanings, 
and the party to which I belong stands committed, by its declara- 
tions allover the Unionand year after year, that the paper money of 
the Government, that the Treasury notes of the country shall be 
the sole paper circulation; that is, the bank notes shall be retired, the 
public debt shall be paid, and that the prerogative of issuing the 
coin and currency of this country shall belong to the Government 
and not to corporations; and there is where I stand to-day, sir. 

Mr. President, I find that we have entered_upon a strange pol- 
icy. It is called the *‘ endless-chain policy,” I believe. It is held 
by the present Secretary of the Treasury and those who have 

preceded him—it is not a new doctrine—that these notes are re- 
Seonenie at the will of the holder in gold. Under that construc- 
tion the representative of a syndicate can gather up, say, $100,- 
000,000 of currency and go to the Treasury and say: “I want 
$100,000,000 in gold; redeem your notes; ‘ pay me that thou owest.’” 
Very well: the Government sells $100,000,000 of bonds and gets 
$100 ,000,000 of gold; it takes back the $100,000,000 of currency 
and pays it out in its ordinary expenditures; it is “ bought” 
again, and another $100,000,000 of currency comes and demands 
another $100,000,000 of gold; another $100,000,000 of bonds are 
sold to get another $100,000,000 of gold to redeem another $100,- 
000,000 of paper; and so goes the endless chain, while the debt is 
being piled up step by step, hundred million by hundred million, 
and in a few years we shall see this mammoth pile of debt upon 
the shoulders, not only of all the living people of this country, 
but going into the future and riveting the ‘‘ endless chain ” of fis- 
cal slavery upon children and children’s children yet unborn. 
Against that slavery I stand here in the name of my people to 
protest to-day. 

Mr. HILL. I have offered an amendment this morning which 
will stop the “‘ endless chain ” by simply providing that when the 

reenbacks shall be redeemed they shall not thereafter be issued, 

mut shall be canceled. If the Senate will adopt that amendment 
it will end the “ endless-chain ” business for all time. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; and the Senator from New York is for in- 
creasing the national debt $500,000,000. 

Mr. HILL. You can not, of course, redeem and pay a debt if 
you ae not the money, unless you contract some other kind of 
a debt. 

Mr. MILLS. You propose to increase the national debt and 
compel the people to pay annually an interest in order that you 
may erect a nested upon which this vast national banking sys- 
‘tem shall be Established and perpetuated in this country. 

Mr. HILL. The notes area part of the national debt. The 
Senator does not deny that. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. Then, of course, the whole of the debt should be 
paid and in redeeming the greenbacks and eliminating them 

rom the currency an opportunity is afforded to the Government 
to supply the currency in some other way. 

Mr. MILLS. National-bank notes, for instance! 

Mr. HILL. I have not said that. 

Mr. MILLS. Then, how? 

Mr. HILL. That is the first step toward a silver currency to 
take its place, 
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Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator tell us now what he is in favor 
of? I should be glad to have his views upon that question. 

Mr. HILL. I havesaid so far I am in favor of the gold and sil- 
ver currency of the Constitution, and I have elucidated that in 
the past, and probably shall in the future. I am not a green- 
backer and never have been. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. Your State of New York in 1868, in 
a Democratic convention, brought Horatio Seymour to the na- 
tional Democratic convention with a platform in favor of paying 
the debt of the United States in greenbacks. Where were you 
then? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. Produce the record. 

Mr. MILLS. I read from the State Democratic platform of the 
State of New York for 1868: 

Payment of the public obligations in strict accordance with their terms—in 
gold, = when gold is nominated in the bond, and in the lawful currency of 
the country when coin is not specified. 


One currency for the Government and the people, the laborer and the 
officeholder, the pensioner and the soldier, the producer and the bondholder 


Oh, where was Roderick then? 
One blast upon his bugle horn 
Were worth a thousand men. 



































Laughter. ] 

he State convention of New York and the national convention 
of the Democratic party ratified it. Of course, the Senator voted 
for Horatio Seymour for President as all Democrats did. We did 
not in Texas, however, for we were not then permitted to vote in 
my State, but the Senator will agree with me that Horatio Sey- 
mour was one of the grandest men that the State of New York 
ever produced, one of the purest and noblest patriots, and one of 
the grandest and noblest lights that ever shone forth from the 
towers of Democracy. 

Mr. President, there is a secret and powerful syndicate and 
moneyed interest, which has been keeping low for several years, 
which has finally burst forth from its concealment, and now it 
demands that all the silver shall be retired, that all the Treasury 
notes shall be retired, and that there shall be nothing but a gold 
circulation and a national-bank note circulation, standing upon 
a pyramid of national debt, extracting from the pockets of the 
people annually from fifty to one hundred million dollars, and 
giving to these corporations the power, now so much lauded, of 
‘‘elasticating ” the currency. The old Democratic fathers used to 
tell us that what we wanted and what the country demanded was 
a stable currency, firm and unyielding in its value at all times, 
and, as far as possible, to make a standard of value stable; it should 
be so, but now we hear of the process of “ elastication ”’—permit 
me in a free country to make a word to suit myself. ‘ 

Mr. GRAY. The free coinage of a word. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘‘Elastication” of the currency, the power to 
contract whenever it is to the interest of the national banks to 
contract and to expand whenever it is to the interest of the bank- 
ers to expand and “ elasticate” their indebtedness and invest it 
with the powers and functions of money. This is the issue that 
is before the country to-day. 

We said in our platform that we were in favor ‘‘ of the use of 
both gold and silver,” both Republicans and Democrats using pre- 
cisely the same phrase. Why should we abandon it, gentlemen? 
Did we use this as a ladder to climb with, and now are we kicking 
it from under us? 

We held ‘‘to the use of both,” and the only limitation was— 
that was in the platform of both parties—that they should be 
kept on terms of equality, equal in value. That is sound doc- 
trine. I advocated it, and stood on it here two years ago when 
the repeal of the Sherman law was under consideration, and I 
thought we all stood on it. Now, we do not “ hold to the use of 
silver any more,” it seems. Why does not the Secretary of the 
Treasury do as Mr. Manning did, as the Senator from Maryland 
told us? Why does he not say to these gentlemen when they 
come for this ‘‘ endless-chain ” performance: ‘‘I understand what 
you mean; you want more bonds; you want investments for your 
money, your gold; you want interest; you want to enslave the 
people of the United States; your money is too big to be invested 
in manufacturing, and mining, and railroading, and farming; 
you want a bigger, a broader, a deeper, and a longer investment 
than that; you want to load it on the muscles of the working peo- 
= of this country, not only upon those living, but to go forward 

rom generation to generation and make it impossible, except by 
revolution in this country, for the people to extricate themselves 
from this most merciless and remorseless slavery.” 

I can not see any reason why our Secretary of the Treasury and 
why all the other Secretaries who have preceded him—he does not 
occupy exceptional ground, and I am talking now against the 
policy we have inherited and he has inherited—why does he not 
tender silver dollars when those notes are presented? That would 
stop the whole thing. You may ask, ‘‘ Where are the millions for 
that purpose?” Let him coin the $55,000,000 of silver bullion in 
the ury. But he will notneedit. Five hundred dollars will 
be more than sufficient to stop all this raiding of the public 
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Treasury. All he will have to do will be to address a letter, pub- 
licly instructing hereafter all the subtreasuries in the United 
States, when Treasury notes are presented for redemption, to ex- 
ercise the option placed in the hands of the De ent of the 
Treasury for the benefit of the American people, and pay the 
debts in silver dollars. Are they not contracted to be paid in coin? 
Do we not hold to the use of both gold and silver? Is it not hon- 
orable to perform the obligation in the terms in which it is con- 
tracted? Why should we not pay these notes in silver? : 

Oh, Mr. President, they raise a scarecrow and hang it in the 
field to scare the American people, as though they had as little 
sense as a flock of crows, and say, ‘‘ That would put the country 
on a silver basis.” Suppose a man was to bring $100,000,000 of 
greenbacks to the subtreasury at New York and demand gold for 
them, and the subtreasurer should say to him: ‘I will pay you 
silver.” Suppose the man says: ‘I donot want your silver; I want 
gold,” and he goes away, it does not suit his ———- to receive 
silver, would it change the value of a bushel of wheat in Chicago 
or in Minneapolis? Would it change the basis of determining the 
value of a pound of cotton in Galveston, New Orleans, Savannah, 
or Mobile? Would it change the value of a pound of pork in 
Cincinnati or a pound of tobacco in Richmond or Louisville? 
Oh, no. 

The men who wanted gold for export would have to do pre- 
cisely what they are doing all over the country now, and always 
have done from the beginning of the Government—go to the man 
who has the gold and pay him a premium for exchange, either 
buy his credit against moneys in Europe or buy the gold and ship 
it tomeet hisdemands. That does not put the country ona silver 
basis or on a paper basis. The Government of the United States 
promises to pay in coin, established by Congress in pursuance of 
the Constitution, to make a currency for this country; it does not 
propose or promise to pay a commodity for export. A man may 
as well go to the Treasury and say, “‘I want wheat, and your 
silver does not suit me for export; I owe 100,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, and the Government must provide it for me; I owe 100,- 
000,000 ounces of gold;” and the Government of the United States 
says, ‘‘I have nothing to do with your export business. What I 
have got to do is to establish a uniform currency as a standard of 
value for the people of the United States, and I will pay you in 
that currency. If you want to go beyond the jurisdiction of the 
United States, where your coin becomes a commodity instead of 
money, that is your business, and you must go and buy the ex- 
change with which to discharge your obligations.” 

Mr. President, everybody who has studied finance for two hours 
and a half knows, and every man in this body knows, that the 
basis of value can only be changed by increasing the volume of 
money, and when you increase the volume you decrease its value, 
and the debtor everywhere, except the Treasury of the United 
States, has the option to Rey. in the cheaper money; and whenever 
you make two dollars of different value in the country, the cheaper 
always establishes the standard of value and drives out the dearer. 
But this is not a proposition to increase the amount of money in 
circulation when the Secretary of the Treasury simply pays out 
of that which he has on hand a million or a hundred million dol- 
lars. If we were printing more paper, if we were coining silver 
without limit, or issuing paper without limit, then we should de- 
crease the value and drive the accepted standard of value out of 
the country; butno manipulation of the existing volume of money 
in this country by the Secretary of the Treasury and the banks 
combined can change the standard of value in this country from 
a gold basis, where it is to-day, to a silver basis. That power 
rests alone in Congress, and it can only be exercised by Congress 
increasing the volume of money. 

Has not that been the whole experience of this country from 
the foundation of the Government? Those of us who have read 
the financial history of the United States know that in 1812, in 
the war times, when the banks issued largely in the South and 
West, they drove the specie away and changed the basis and the 
standard of value because they increased the volume of circula- 
tion. A paper dollar was cheaper by 5, 10, 15, or 20 cents than a 
gold or silver dollar, and New England banks, which had restricted 
the circulation of paper by theimposition of penalties, got the gold 
and silver of the other States, while the other States floated away 
upon a paper basis. The same thing was accomplished in 1837. 
It was also done by the war from 1861 to 1865 in both sections of 
the country. It can only be done by increasing the volume of 
money and making money cheaper in this country than it is in 
other countries. 

Mr. President, we have this issue before us: Shall we adhere to 
the ‘‘endless-chain” policy and permit the syndicates to brin 
million after million of an notes and extract gold, obtain 
by the sale of the bonds of the United States, and eventually pile 
up @ mammoth national debt, and build on it a national banking 
system of the country and drive out all other circulations, or 
shall we repeal that most extraordinary power—a power which 
ought not to be reposed in any man in any free country, a power 
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which ought to remain in the Congress of the United States un- 
executed, except when exigency demands that it shail be vested 
and used? 

If this amendment shall be stricken out I intend to offer an 
amendment to the pending bill to repeal all laws which authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sell bonds of the United States 
for any purpose whatever. + oo satisfied that, according to the 
strict interpretation of the rule of the Senate, that proposition is 
out of order, but we have a peculiar way of making everything 
in order which we want in order, and everything out of order 
which we wish to defeat. I did not suppose that the Vice-Presi- 
dent would rule in any other than the right way when [ asked 
him to submit this question of order to the Senate. I know how 
he would have ruled, and I should have voted the same way he 
would have ruled, and I should vote that this amendment re- 
oar to this bill by the Appropriations Committee is general 
egislation on an appropriation bill, and not in order, simply be- 
cause I am opposed to all bonds, short and long; and when my 
provision comes to be moved I shall vote that it is in order, be- 
cause I wish to put it on the appropriation bill, and because that 
is the rule established in the Senate. 

I should like to see the time come when we had a code of rules 
here which we would respect; but when I see Senators rise in their 
places all over this body, and hear them say that they will nct be 
bound by any rules which prohibit them from doing what they 
wish to do, I shall accept that as the settled usage of the Senate, 
and I shall vote that my proposition is in order, and I shall begin 
the war and carry it to the country from now on, until we return 
to the doctrines of Washington, Adams, Jefferson. Andrew Jack- 
son, and all the great fathers of this country, and emancipate this 
people and make them that free, enlightened, powerful, and pros- 
perous people which our fathers designed they should be when 
they adopted the Constitution of the United States to estab- 
lish justice, to promote the general welfare, and to secure the 
blessings of liberty to themselves and their posterity forever and 
ever. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy much 
of the time of the Senate in the discussion of the question imme- 
diately before us. I know full well how these moments are flying; 
I know that this bill must be completed to-day, and that the bills 
which follow it must be completed within the next two days, or 
the responsibility of an extra session of Congress, if there be an 
extra session, will rest upon the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Therefore I believe it is our primary and first duty to 
see to it, as best we may, that the appropriation bills are disposed 
of during the present session. 

I gave my vote and support to the pending amendment in the 
Committee on Appropriations, believing that it is in accordance 
with the precedents in this body, over and over again decided to 
bein order. The Senator from Rhode Island — ALDRICH] cited 
to the President of the body an instance, which occurred only two 
years ago, when by a large majority, I believe an almost over- 
whelming majority, a similar proposition, though one more dras- 
tic in its provisions, was inserted in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill of that year. 

Iam glad the Presiding Officer submitted the question to the 
Senate, and I do not believe the Senate will reverse itself as to the 
first paragraph in section 2. But I wish to call attention to the 
fact that section 2 contains two distinct propositions. One isa 
proposition, which is clearly in order, in my judgment, containing 
a method whereby not only the appropriations contained in the 
pending bill, but those made during the present Congress and in 
prior sessions of Congress, for the fiscal years 1893, 1894, and 1895, 
shall be provided for. 

As to the last portion of the second section I am not quite so 
clear. I shall apply the observations I may make only to the pro- 
visions found in the first clause of the second section. I shall not 
now discuss in detail the phraseology employed in effectuating the 
purpose intended in the second section. I welcome the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs] asa cooperator with us in the policy which 
we unde e to establish in the second section. It is as well 
known as anything can be known that the policy of this Admin- 
istration is a fixed one. The President has stated over and over 
again and the Secretary of the Treasury has stated over and over 
again that it will be their policy to sell bonds of the United States 
for the purpose of maintaining a parity in value of the coins of 
the United States and of the paper money in circulation. To 
effectuate that purpose the Administration has sold $162,500,000 
of bonds—$100,000,000 of them payable ten years from the date 
of their issue, and $62,500,000 payable thirty years from date, 
drawing 4 per cent interest, as was truthfully said by the Senator 
from Texas, mortgaging posterity for their payment. 

Of the proceeds of the first $100,000,000 of bonds thus sold, pay- 
able in ten years, and bearing interest at the rate of 5 per cent, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in the absence of authority, has 
used $107,000,000 in paying the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. In other words, in the absence of au- 
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thority to meet the current deficiency in the revenues of our Gov- 
ernment he has construed the law of 1875 as authorizing him to 
use the proceeds of the sale of bonds not for the maintenance of 
the parity of the coins, not for the redemption of money as pro- 
vided in that law, but for the purpose of paying the salaries of 
the Government officials, for the purpose of paying current ex- 

mses in a thousand forms under the co ripen made b 

mgress. Unless on the pending bill—I do not say the amend- 
ment as reported—we make provision whereby we will care for 
the current deficiencies, if there be current deficiencies in our 
revenue, the President of the United States or the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as they have proclaimed, will sell 4 per cent bonds, 
maturing in thirty years, to pay the ere that are pro- 
posed to be made by this and other bills. Is that wise? Is that 
a@ procedure which any Senator on this floor, by his vote, should, 
by failing to make a provision that shall not require it, authorize 
or direct? 

Mr. HILL. Will theSenatorfrom Iowaallow me for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Without now discussing the question whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury has used the proceeds of the sale of 
bonds for the current e of the Government, I desire to ask 
the Senator whether there is any question in his mind but that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has a ect right to use the green- 
backs, which are redeemed with gold, for the purpose of pay- 
ing the expenditures of the Government? 

Mr. ISONW. Iam not contesting that right at thistime. I 
am endeavoring to show that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
used $107,000,000 of the money borrowed to pay current expenses. 
He may have used it by paying out the gold as he has done, or he 
may have used it by redeeming greenbacks with the gold and then 
paying out the greenbacks. I am not confronting that question 
now. Iam merely calling the attention of the Senate, especially 
the attention of the Senator from New York, to the fact that if 
we do not make some provision which will cover current deficien- 
cies in our revenue, if there be deficiencies, the President of the 
United States, according to his own statement, will sell thirty- 
se! bonds to meet those deficiencies. Iask the Senator from New 

ork now if he favors such a policy. 

Mr. HILL. The question as to what we favor under existing 
law is one thing. ill the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
him one question further? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator from Iowa to criticise the 
right of the Secretary of the Treasury to use the proceeds of the 
bonds to pay the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. e Senator from New York misunderstood me, 
and Iam sorry he did. I make no criticism at this moment. I 
say that unless we provide some tempora”y measure to meet cur- 
rent deficiencies in our revenues the Secretary of the Treasury 
will do as he has done, mortgage the future to pay our current 
revenues. That is all I say. 0 not criticise him one way or the 
other. He has done it, and itis the purpose of this provision to 
obviate that. 

I do not adhere esrecially to the pending amendment. If it is 
not wise let us é a better one. But that we should make 
some provision before the bill from us whereby the current 
deficiencies in the revenue will not be supplied by the sale of 
bonds maturing thirty years after date, seems to me to be a ques- 
tion about which there ought not to be a division in this Chamber 
or any other. I repeat that unless that is done the President, as 
he has told us, and the Secretary of the Treasury will exercise 
that power. Now, the endless chain—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me for a moment? 
Does the Senator think the provision which is proposed to be 
added to the bill in order to meet the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment will solve the question of the redemption of those green- 
backs? Will not the same question still exist? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly that question will exist. But does 
not the Senator from New York see—— 

Mr. HILL. Is not that a question to which we should address 
ourselves? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the Senator see what every other Sen- 
ator has seen for the last six weeks, that in the expiring hours of 
the jpresent session it is not possible for us to with the cur- 
rency question and the question of standard money? Is it possi- 
ble that the Senator from New York believes he can now upon 
the pending bill deal with the question of withdrawing $500,000, 
000 of money and issuing $500,000,000 of bonds? It is because it 
is impossible in these closing hours to deal with the standard of 
money or the question of the currency that we =e here a 
temporary specific whereby we will relieve the President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury from what they deem to oom 

issue thirty-year or payment o current expenses 
of the Government. 

Mr. HILi. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HILL. I assume that the Senator from Iowa» with 
the proposition that unless some sort of relief is had legisla- 


tion the Secre 
—- which he 
nds. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ido. He will pursue it. 

Mr. HILL. Undoubtedly he will. I now suggest to the Sena- 
tor the point whether a mere provision to supply temporary rev- 
enue for the Government is not an inadequate disposition of the 
a Greenbacks will still be presented from time to time 

or redemption. The Secretary of the Treasury must provide 
means with which to redeem them. Willi not the same endless- 
chain arrangement proceed; and if it does proceed, as the Sena 
tor’s remarks would intimate is probable, in that very event will 
not the Secretary of the Treasury, by having these greenbacks 
presented, have ample revenue with which to pay the ordinary 
expenses of the Government? 

r. ALLISON. The Senator operates in a circle with a view 
to borrowing money as now authorized by law for the puapeee of 
ones on the Government. The amendment proposes that we 
shall bridge over this deficit in our revenues temporarily for the 
purpose of carrying on the Government. Unless this provision is 
received and accepted as covering that question no man better 
than the Senator from New York knows that nothing will be done 
at this session of Congress. 

Therefore it is that the Committee on Appropriations, having 
the responsibility of the appropriations, and believing, as I do, 
sceberithatahdion the statements of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that there is likely to be a deficit in our revenues, reported the 
amendment. Iam willing to give the Secretary of the Treasury 
power which is proposed to be given him here to temporarily bor- 
row money for the purpose of a those revenues. Iam 
glad to know that the Secretary of the Treasury has given his in- 

orsement to the amendment. 

He said, and he said it in words that are unmistakable, that 
here is a power and authority that ought to be lodged in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury without limit as to time; and if 
it is an important authority to be given to him without limit of 
time, what harm is there in the expiring hours of the present Con- 
gress to give him the power for two years, leaving the new Con- 
gress that shall come in to deal with what he says oughi to be 
done, giving him permanent authority to issue certificates for the 
purpose of anticipating current revenues? Every civilized Gov- 
ernment on the face of the earth that I know of except our own 
has that authority and exercises it. Iam told that Great Britain 
now has a temporary debt of thischaracter amounting to £14,000,- 
000, or nearly $70,000,000. The other Governments of Europe 
have this power. Nearly every State government has the power; 
nearly every municipality has it. 

Yet because there may be a lurking view behind it—what it is 
I do not know—the Secretary of the Treasury says if the power is 
given to him he will not exercise it. hy? Betause the reve- 
nues will meet the current expenditures. they do he can not 
use the power conferred in the amendment, because the proposi- 
tion is one that in case the current revenues and the various re- 
ceipts equal the expenditures he shall not exercise the power. 
We did not confine our restriction to the current revenues from 
taxation. We said in this provision that if the current revenues 
from taxation and from miscellaneous receipts should not be suf- 
ficient to provide for the expenditures of the Government then he 
might anticipate revenues to th. extent of two years by using 
these certificates. That is all there is in the provision. We have 
limited him to 1896, so there can be nothing in the amendment 
that is in the slightest degree objectionable as respects the limit 
of time. If theSecretary says he wants it for all time, the next 
esp aon can give it to him. 

I know of no Government that needs some provision of this 
character more than ours. We have seen within the last ten 
years fluctuations in our revenue amounting to nearly $100,000,- 
000 a year. We have seen an overflowing ry prior to 1890. 
We saw since 1890 a sufficient revenue to carry on our Govern- 
ment; but last year we were met with a deficiency of $70,000,000; 
and at this very moment, by the statement of the Secretary of the 
Treasury laid upon our tables this morning, we have a deficiency 
for the current fiscal year, up to the present hour, of $38,000,000, 
making more than $108,000,000 of deficiencies within the last two 


of the Treasury must continue to pursue the 
pursued in the past in reference to issuing 


years. 

Why and howis it that theSecretary of the Treasury prophesies 
that he will have a surplus? The Secretary of the Treasury can 
not know about that as well as we know it here. Who is it that 
makes the appropriations? It is the two Houses of Congress. 
When the appropriations are embodied in our statutes they are 
definite and certain. The revenues are indefinite and uncértain; 
and no Secretary of the Treasury and no Senator can say what the 
revenues will be the next month or the next year. They depend 
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rest upon the progress, the devel ent, and the prosperity 
of our country. They may be more and they may be less. 

In the absence of a comprehensive om such as is proposed 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hr..} and such as is pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mrits] and others upon 
this floor, in the absence of the physical power to legislate upon 
these subjects by and large, why is it that we can not all unite to 
give the Secretary of the Treasury some authority. This may not 
be wise authority to give him, but why can we not give him some 
authority whereby he can tide over these deficiencies without sell- 
ing bonds running for a period of thirty years at a price which is 
a very small one, it seems to me, compared with the current price 
of those bonds at this moment, although not one month has 
away since their issue? 7 

I do not wish to go into that question at all. I merely wish to 
give the Secretary of the Treasury authority whereby he can have 
no excuse, if he wants one, and whereby he can not say to us, 
‘“You left me the only alternative of issuing bonds in order to 
carry on the ordinary expenditures of the Government.” 

Two years ago, Mr. President—and I see the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. ted looking me in the face—we anticipated 
that there might be a deficiency in the revenue. The Committee 
on Finance then dealt with the question, and we provided in a 
similar bill to the one now before us to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury not to issue bonds for deficiencies, but to give him 
ample power to issue 3 per cent bonds for the purpose of main- 
taining the parity of our coins and the parity of our currency. 
That provision was recommended by the present Secretary of the 
Treasury. He stated to us then that he believed it a wise and 


mecessary provision. He stated then, as he states now, that if he 


had it he did not know that he would use it, but it would be a 
wise and necessary provision. That provision was put on in this 
body, I believe, without the yeas and nays, or if the yeas and nays 
were had upon the proposition it was agreed to here by an over- 
whelming vote. It went to the other House and that House re- 
fused to agree to the provision which was then put upon the bill, 
and it was made necessary for the Senate to recede from its amend- 
ment in order to pass the bill at that time. ; 

If the Secretary of the Treasury had then had the authority 
which we propose to give him, I believe very much of the distress 
and trouble growing out of deficiencies in our revenue and out of 
this endless chain would have been averted. I believe now if the 
Secretary has a full Treasury the endless chain of which the Sen- 
ator from Texas speaks will no longer continue. Wecommenced 
the resumption of specie payments in 1879. From that time until 
1893 we had no trouble as respects the redemption of our green- 
backs in gold or incoin. Why? Because we had during ali that 
period current revenues enough to pay the expenditures of our 
Government. 

I regard that as the primal difficulty. That can not be settled 
now. Ido not know that it ought to be settled now. It may be 
true, as the Senator from Indiana anticipates, thatin a year ora year 
anda half from now under existing statutes weshall have more reve- 
nue than we need. If we do, let us use it to pay off the temporary 
certificates which it is proposed to issue in anticipation of reve- 
nue. If we do not have revenue enough, let us then provide more 
revenue to take up the certificates that can only be issued for a 
period not longer than two years. 

Mr. President, I shall not enter into any lengthy discussion of 
this provision. If it is passed at all it must be passed within a 
few hours. If it is to be destroyed it will be destroyed by endless 
debate upon it. I hope we shall reach a speedy conclusion as to 
the question of order, and then have a speedy vote as to the pro- 
visions of section 2. If it is voted out, then we shall be relegated, 
should deficiencies occur, to this endless chain of issuing thirty- 
year or fifteen-year or ten-year bonds. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, during the debate on the re- 
peal of the Sherman Act I stated on this floor that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, not the present Secretary merely, but whoever might 
at any time hold that office, sn ple hee authority by a general 
law to issue and negotiate the sale of bonds, or other public securi- 
ties, with the proceeds of which to meet the current expenses of 
the Government in the event of failure of sufficient revenue 
from other sources. I held then, as I do now, that such a power 
is necessary to the successful administration of the Treasury 
Department. It is a power, however, which should be required 
to lay dormant, except when called into action by an actual and 
well-defined emergency. It should not be left to the discretion 
of the Secretary to determine the cause for which it may be ex- 
ercised. An actual deficiency in the Treasury, and an actual 
failure of revenue with which to pay the debts of the Government 

day to day, from week to week, and from month to month, 
should be clearly ascertained to exist before the ar should 
be authorized to appeal to the confidence of the world for held. 

These conditions ought to be explicitly provided for in any 
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enactment that takes place on this subject. The people of this 
country are faithful to its honor in every respect, and desire that 
its obligations shall be met in the forenoon rather than in the 
afternoon of the day they fall due, but they want everything 
plain and in full view, open, and aboveboard. If debts are falling 
due at this time, or shall fall due hereafter, which can not be 
promptly paid by tariff-tax money, by income-tax money, by 
sugar-tax money, by whisky-tax money, or by all the revenue 
moneys combined, then, but not till then, the industrious, patri- 
otic people whom I represent will cheerfully uphold.a resort to 
low iaterest-bearing Treasury notes, certificates of indebtedness, 
or even short-lived, low-rate bonds, payable in coin; not payable 
in gold alone, nor in silver alone, but in both, or in either, at the 
option of the Government, as has been the law heretofore for a 
hundred years, and as the law is now on our statute books. 

Sir, it has not been my desire during the present session to oc- 
cupy the time or the attention of the Senate on any question, and 
I doso now only for a few moments and with sincere reluctance. 
I have no wish or inclination to criticise, much less assail, those 
in official life who may entertain different views from my own, 
feeling sure, as I do, that the future of this cquntry is safe and 
full of power and glory whatever may be the temporary jars and 
difficulties of the present hour. I have not joined in the dismal 
cry that the credit of this Government is in peril. That cry is 
false, and has been so from the beginning, as the whole world’s 
quotations of Government securities have every day shown. The 
spasmodic appeals that have been made from time to time by spec- 
ulators and gold jobbers for legislation by Congress in order to re- 
store confidence, as they say, in our national credit has been sim- 
ply a spurious display of pretended patriotism. 

There has been no loss of confidence anywhere in the world. 
There is not a market place, a broker’s shop, 4 banking house, a 
note shaver’s counter, or a usurer’s den on the face of the globe 
where the financial credit of the United States, during the artifi- 
cial, bank-made panic of the last two years, has wavered for a 
single instant or been lowered by the breadthof a hair. Nothing 
has been left undone by certain interested classes in certain quar- 
ters to discredit our financial stability at home and abroad. Ac- 
cording to their daily confession of faith, put forth in hysterical 
headlines on all occasions, in season and outof season, the Treas- 
ury is bankrupt, all revenue legislation rotten and dishonest and 
a failure in advance, every financial measure enacted by Congress 
conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity, national credit a 
cheat and a fraud, all our public affairs under the control of 
knaves and imbeciles, and that nothing will save the country from. 
the direst disasters and the darkest dishonor save and except a 
scanty, constipated currency amongst the people, measured by a 
small, fractional proportion of the world’s handful of gold as 
its basis. And yet, who has heeded these self-interested prophets 
of evil? , ’ 

American credit in all the four quarters of the civilized world 
has scoffed their hypocritical cries of alarm; has treated them as 
pessimists for pay; as the Benedict Arnolds of the present financial 
situation, willing and anxious to betray the honor of their coun- 
try in their accursed lust for gold. In London, Paris, Berlin, St. 
Petersburg, Vienna, Rome, Constantinople, Egypt, and wherever 
else a United States obligation to pay money has found its way, 
there American credit has reared its haughty, eagle crest, and 
lookea with scorn on the mercenary reptiles who would crawl to 
great riches and high places over the good name of their own coun- 
try. The occurrence of the last few days in the money market of 
London was simply an evidence of American credit all over the 
world; nor has it been different or lower in the last decade. When 
the recent thirty-year 4 per cent bonds, or perhaps twenty-five or 
thirty millions of them, were offered in London within the last ten 
days, we are told by cable that more than ten times their amount 
was subscribed in the space of twenty-two minutes, and at a pre- 
mium of 12} per cent above their par value. 

The issue and sale of these bonds have called forth, not only in 
this body, but in many parts of the country, storms of harsh criti- 
cism and severe animadversion. It is not my purpose to discuss 
the transaction as to its policy or details, but whatever faults there 
may be in it are, to my mind, largely compensated and atoned for 
by the conspicuous and glorious display it has given to the proud 
standard of American credit. It has put to shame and silenced, 
for the time being at least, the professional panic breeders, the 
gamblers and financial blacklegs who thrive by creating distrust 
and uncertainty as far as possible in the business world. Every 
cloud is said to have a lining, and the recent bond transaction is 
no exception to the rule. Its lining is of neither silver nor gold, 
but of something far higher in value than the precions metals. 
It puts the brand of criminal libel on all that brood of croakers, 
slanderers, backbiters, and mischief-makers, who in quest of un- 
holy gain seek to stab their country nearest the heart. 

The motives of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury 
need no defense against assaults made here or anywhere else. I 
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bearing bonds for the purpose of maintaining a gold reserve with 
which to redeem a noninterest-bearing currency, all the time at 
par with gold, and which in honest hands and for honest pur- 
poses has never been offered for redemption, but the integrity and 
the ability of the present Administration will never be called in 
question by any fair-minded man because of a mere difference of 
opinion on the subject of the finances, or indeed on any other 
subject. 

Sir, I stand ready now, as I have always, to vote for any measure 
required to enable the Government to discharge its actual liabil- 
ities, but no request is made by the Department for such action, 
and I see no necessity at this time for such a step to be taken. 
When the Secretary of the Treasury assures us that the revenues 
are sufficient and will, in fact, yield a surplus of over twenty mil- 
lions by the time Congress meets again in regular session next 
December, I feel a large measure of content and satisfaction. The 
incessant and malignant assaults made on the Fifty-third Congress, 
and especially on the Senate, are fully answered and refuted by 
the comfortable condition of the Treasury and the unwavering 
standard of the national credit. 

Let the tamperers and tinkers in finance, the quacks, empirics, 
and noisy charlatans in monetary science and ethics go to the rear; 
let the business of the country have peace and wholesome rest 
from financial agitation; let faith in the money of the Constitu- 
tion, in gold and silver coined without, discrimination against 
either metal, and in a full volume of paper currency based upon 
both, abide with the people, as it did with their fathers, and all 
will be well. The career of this Government is onward and up- 
ward; not backward and downward. I once heard a sagacious 
business man at a time of depression exclaim in sporting phrase, 
“TI bet this country to win, and not to lose.” Sir, I share his res- 
olute faith and I speak in the spirit of his just confidence. When 
Iam no longer here, no longer taking part in affairs, I desire to 
be remembered, if remembered at all, as one who believes in the 
capacity of his fellow-men for self-government, in their progress 
and ultimate grand destiny, and in the ever-increasing, expand- 
ing. and imperishable power and glory of his country. 

intertaining the views I do, I can not support the amendment 
under consideration. It grants a temporary power for the issue 
of bonds, or certificates of indebtedness, practically the same 
thing, at a time when the Secretary of the Preasacy says the ex- 
ercise of such a power is not needed. The life of this amendment 
is to expire by its own terms on the ist day of July, 1896. It cov- 
ers a period of one year and four months, during which time we 
are assured by the responsible head of the Treasury Department 
a surplus of revenue will be received without resort to loans. 

Greatly and sincerely as I r t+ and esteem the author of this 
amendment, I do not feel at liberty to vote for such a measure 
when no public emergency exists for its enactment. Its presence 
on the res is an irre method of legislation and one 
which should be avoided as far as possible. It will lead to end- 
less discussion. Whether it is in order or not under our rules is 
a matter of small momentto me. If sucha measure was required 
by the Department of the Treasury for the support of the public 
credit it would have reached here from a different committee, un- 
der different auspices, and in the regular and usual mode of finan- 
cial legislation. There would have been no question of order to 
discuss or decide. The Finance Committee of the Senate, how- 
ever, acting in harmony with the Secretary of the Treasury on 
this subject, saw no necessity for such action as is here en peme 

Mr. President, in concluding my brief remarks I wish to have 
read in connection with them the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury which I now send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
ashington, D. C., Kebruary 18, 1895. 

Srr: The following Senate resolution has been received: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to inform the Senate whether it is necessary or desirable that legisla- 
tion should be had authorizing the issuing of bonds, Treasury notes, or other 
securities to realize moneys for the purpose of paying current deficiencies in 
the revenue; and if so, the nature and substantial details of such legislation.” 

In response to the inquiries contained in the resolution I have the honor 
to sa. that the available cash balance in the Treasury at the close of business 
this , exclusive 6f $55,101,704.63 gold reserve, is 875,284.32, as shown by 
the inclosed statement. 

It is my opinion that the Secretary of the Treasury ought to be perma- 
nently invested with authority to issue and sell short-time bonds or other 
obligations of the Government forthe purpose of raising money to meet such 
deficiencies in the ordinary revenues as may occur from time to time; but I 
do not think that there is any necessity at the present time for the exercise 
of such authority if it existed. 

It is not probable that such deficiencies will occur during the remainder of 
the current year as will exceed the available ce now on hand, and 
it is estimated that during the next fiscal year the receipts will exceed the 
expenditures. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
J: G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 
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CASH IN THE TREASURY. 


NE ID aicnsin wipiines tliat 0 wigan $64, 928, 413. 90 
RE EUR oirnnancnikennavcsansan 41, 725, 439. 73 
: — $106, 653, 853. 63 
Outstanding gold certificates...| 51, 777,869.00 
Less gold certificates in 















ECMO cuits nhtobdanscccss 225, 720. 00 
———_——_——|_ 51, 552, 149.00 
—_——_—__—__—__——_| * $55, 101, 704. 63 
Standard silver dollars -.......- 841, 178, 016. 00 
NI a Ne 555, 738. 95 


——_—_—____—_| 341, 738, 754. 95 
Outstanding silver certificates.| 333, 250, 504. 00 
Less silver certificates in 














EY acta votive ilies 6, 990, 775. 00 
———————-| 326, 259, 729. 00 
15, 474, 025. 95 
Standard silver dollars of 1890..| 26,542, 535.00 
Silver bullion of 1890 (cost)... 124, 171, 981. 25 
——_———__——} 150, 714, 516. 25 
Less outstanding Treasury 
i cipihininb tinned endiavee etiee so eecntutes 150, 707, 280. 00 
| ee 7, 236. 25 
United States notes -............ Sc inent Chadhowual 87, 924, 829. 33 
Outstanding currency certifi- 
SE granite dthinkvdtticsooe 44, 920, 000. 00 
Less currency certificates 
i POET i veces vscessce 7, 250, 000. 00 
—___—_—_———| 37,670,000.00 
$50, 254, 829. 33 
Treasury notes of 1890..........| 85,552,068.00 
National-bank notes -...........| 5,364, 658.91 
Fractional silver coin. -......... 15, 952, 698. 55 
Fractional currency -........... 49, 82 
Re a 1, 241, 352. 07 
Deposits in national banks --.... 14, 129, 871. 22 
Bonds and interest paid -_...... 1, 718, 140. 88 
Less national bank 5 per cent 
ore 8 ie Oe nen Gere 7,145, 185. 72 
Outstanding checks and 
I ati wat ate 4, 936, 419. 79 
Disbursing officers’ bal- 
OY Mie antiatidechinnetns asses 22, 790, 334. 90 
Post-Office Department ac- 
8 WD nce nndiee oe benncves 8, 045, 204. 57 
Misi ellaneous items. ........ 1, 903, 411. 68 
84, 139, 192. 79 
Available cash balance, includ- 
EE I. a enek nn cadiinhcishe duce a analiimaine ncaa: We 154, 976, 988. 95 
RECEIPTS. 
This day. aie fecal year. 
NE 1 ds ncn Dich pameisnene phen 409, 591.20 , 911, 561. 06 
Internal revenue................ 703, 966. 56 96, 622, 493. 05 
Miscellaneous ..................- 63, 450. 65 9, 551, 922. 44 
Total receipts ............. 1,177,008.41 | 18,892,119.52 | 201,085, 976.55 
EXPENDITURES. 
Civil and miscellaneous. ........ 238, 000. 00 4,063, 000.00 63, 701, 132.16 
i inilynda-adei Rtn pibiesbsoces 90, 000. 00 1, 478, 000. 00 84, 502, 372.13 
BE wiiduiren cede edtibindiccn an be 83, 000. 00 1, 382, 000. 00 20, 480, 440.12 
ED sachin nettnldieibesarndaond 95, 000. 00 731, 000. 00 6, 583, 378. 40 
ARES Ne 901,000.00 | 10,352,000. 00 92, 648, 158. 98 
hd tain cimructttipsicae ine acbabcsioes 15, 195. 75 1, 477, 096. 40 28, 018, 241.71 
Total expenditures. ....... 1,312, 195.75 | 19,453,096.40 | 240,029, 023.50 
Excess of expenditures 
over receipts -........... 135, 187. 34 5, 560, 976. 88 39, 843, 046. 95 
NATIONAL BANK FUND. 
Regosita under act July 14, 1890. 10, 950. 00 174, 987.00 9, 941, 304. 00 
Redemptions under act J uly 14, 
BU ais cvinw Gin ndcineawiiinn ticked 35, 655. 00 942, 528. 50 7, 779, 254. 00 
United States 
REDEMPTION OF NOTES. notes (since |Treasury notes 
1879). (since 1890). Total. 
I scien ec cctionbhensasmnnews 268, 604,912.00 | 72,873,719.00 | 841,478, 631.00 
EE cinttintccihihibenintinncene 665, 685. 00 23,740.00 689, 425. 00 


* Net gold and bullion reserved for redemption of United States notes, sec- 
tion 12, act July 12, 1882. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, first a few words in regard to 
whether this is a proper amendment, germane to the subject, and 
admissible under our rules. It seems to me it is clearly so. This 
proposition simply directs the Secretary of the Treasury how to 
obtain the money that is necessary to pay the appropriations con- 
tained in the pending bill. I presume the bill contains appropri- 
ations for some fifteen or twenty million dollars, perhaps more. 
Therefore, I think that the amendment is perfectly germane. I 
have known more than a dozen cases where that point has been 
made, and it has been acquiesced in in every appropriation bill. 

In addition to the appropriations made for the support of the 
Government, there is always some provision in connection with it 
of a legislative character, where that legislation relates to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill. Itis therefore proper under our rules, and 
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is germane. I have a striking precedent, which I will now quote 
to show that that has been the custom of the Senate. Two years 
ago, on this same sundry civil appropriation bill, I offered a —_ 
sition substantially similar to the one that is now pending. It was 
objected to at the moment, but decided to be germane, and was 
admitted and voted upon. I will read the amendment offered by 
myself on the 17th day of February, 1893, just before the inaugu- 
ration of Mr. Cleveland: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide for and to maintain the 
redemption of the Uni States notes according to the provisions of the act 
approved January 14, 1875, entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments,” $50,000; and, at the discretion of the Secretary, he is author- 
ized to issue, sell, and @ of, at not less than par in coin, either of the 
description of bonds authorized in said act, or bonds of the United States 
bearing not to exceed 3 per cent interest, payable semiannually and redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States after five years from their date, with 
like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act for the bonds 
therein authorized, to the extent necessary to carry said resumption act into 
full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes provided in said 
act and none other. 

This amendment was intended to cover the very condition now 
existing, as a provision to meet a probable deficiency; it was in- 
tended to be perpetual, not limited to this year or next year, but 
intended to enable the Secretary of the Treasury at any time to 
supply any deficiency which might occur in the revenue. Even 
at that time it was anticipated that such a contingency as has 
arisen might arise. That proposition was adopted in the Senate 
by a vote of yeas 30, nays 16, and I shall ask the Secretary to read 
the names, which will show that there was no party or political 
division upon the question. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Yeas-—30, as follows: d 

Aldrich, Allison, Brice, Caffery, Chandler, Cullom, Davis, Dixon, Felton, 
Frye, Gorman, Gray, Hale, Hansbrough, Harris, Hawley, Higgins, Hiscock, 
Hoar, McMillan, Meh erson, Morrill, Perkins, Sawyer, Sherman, Stockbridge, 
Vilas, Voorhees, Washburn, White. 

Nays—16, as follows: ; 

Bate, Call, Cockrell, Coke, George, Gordon, Jones of Nevada, Kyle, Mitchell, 
Peffer, Power, Pugh, Shoup, Stewart, Teller, Vest. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, here was a precedent which was 
made by the Senate for this kind of legislation, and which was 
adopted by the Senate, as [havestated, without regard to party lines. 

It is easy for us to perceive that if this amendment had become 
a law, and had been ingrafted in the then sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill by the House of Representatives, this controversy would 
never have arisen; I believe that the troubles which have occurred 
in regard to our fund for the support of the resumption of ‘ie 
payments would not have occurred. There could not have mn 
any money taken from this reserve fund then, because the Secre- 
tary would have had power, in order to meet the deficiencies in 
the current revenues, to issue 3 per cent bonds, had that provi- 
sion been accepted by the House of Representatives and become a 
law; but it was defeated in that body; and if I am not misled by 
what was stated by a Democratic member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it was defeated because the gentleman whom it was 
known wouli be ees Secretary of the Treasury, then a 
Senator of the United States, said he would not need the provi- 
sion. I have here the statement made by Mr. CockKRAN, a distin- 

ished member of the House of Representatives, which, as it is 
rief, [shall read. It is as follows: 

I read my instructions with my own eyes. Mr. Cleveland was then at 
Lakewood, making the final preparations to come on to Washington and be 
inaugurated. Mr. Carlisle was with him, and they were watching operations 
in Congress very carefully. The friends of the incoming Administration were 
anxious to do that which wouid minister most to its success, and to avoid any- 
thing which wouldembarrassit. Inthe beg be of our struggle Mr. Breck- 
inridge of Arkansas, the close friend of the retary-elect, came over to me 
and handed me a ae he had just received from Lakewood, asking that 

, as 


the fight be called o the proposed legislation was unnecessary. the 
face of that there was nothing to do but stop. 


So the gentleman who is now the Secretary of the Treasury ar- 
rested and prevented the passage of that amendment, which, in 
my judgment, would have avoided all the difficulties which have 
arisen in regard to the redemption fund, because he would have 
been armed with full power a year and more ago, and when there 
was a deficiency in the revenue he could sell the bonds or securi- 
ties for the purpose of meeting that deficiency; but, instead of 
that, there being no law to enable him to sell bonds, he was com- 

lled—and it was his duty to do so—to take from the redemption 

und accumulated in coin $104,000,000, according to his own 
statement, now lying upon our tables. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator—for I was not in when he 
commenced to make his statement—what distinct proposition he 
refers to? Was it a proposition made by either branch of Con- 


gress? 

Mr.SHERMAN. When the Senator was not in the Chamber I 
read the amendment I proposed to the Senate two years ago on 
the sundry civil a propriation bill, authorizing the sale of 3 per 
cent bonds, payable in coin, and the effort then to furnish that 

wer - a Senate which was Republican was opposed by the 

ouse of Representatives at the request of the then Secretary of 
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the Treasury. I do not state this as a matter of serene; but 
what occurred afterwards grew out of the fact that there was no 
provision of law upon the statute book to enable the Secretary to 
meet such a deficiency, and there ought always to be such a pro- 
vision by which the Secretary of the Treasury can raise money 
for the pu e of supplying a deficiency. 

Mr. F YE. The Senator does not mean ‘‘the then Secretary,” 
but the then Senator who was soon to be the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The prospective Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Carlisle. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; the prospective Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have, it is said by the honorable Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorRMAN], appropriated at this session of 
Congress more money than can be met by the revenues of the 
Government. Thatstatement alone imposes upon the Congress of 
the United States an imperative duty. It would be a criminal 
act to appropriate money in excess of our receipts, unless some 
provision of law be made to meet this deficiency. The Congress 
of the United States would be wanting in its highest duty to pile up 
appropriations and demands upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
which he could not meet, unless it provided also the means where- 
with he might meet them in case there was a deficiency. But the 

roposition to enable him to do that was declined two years ago. 

ow, the same proposition in substance, but somewhat different 
in form, providing for the issuance of certificates of indebtedness 
running for two years, payable at the Treasury of the United 
States after that time, is now pending before us. 

If we had es ge that provision two years ago this scene would 
not be witnessed and the difficulties which have arisen would not 
have occurred. Therefore I say Congress would be derelict if it 
should refuse now the necessary means to meet these deficiencies 
without invading the reservefund; but, upon the statements now 
made, if the Secretary of the Treasury should come and say tome 
that he now wanted this authority, that he deemed it necessary 
in order to enable him to meet the expenses of the Government, 
then I would at once say, ‘‘ Yes, by all means that should accom- 
pany some appropriation bill, and the means should be furnished.” 

Here we are left in doubt. The Secretary of the Treasury says 
he does not need it, but he says there ought to be a permanent 
provision of law to that effect, and in that respect he recommends 
it. He does not, however, want it for the present occasion be- 
cause he says the revenues of the Government will be sufficient t 
pay the expenditures and meet the appropriations. .That is the 
statement made by the Secretary of the Treasury. The honorable 
Senator from Maryland comes forward and tells us that that is 
not so, and they quarrel over the figures here and dispute as to 
whether the revenues will be sufficient to meet the expenditures, 
Under these circumstances how can we tell what to do? 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The figures which I presented here were the 
figures of the Treasury Department, furnished to me by the account- 
ant in change of the warrant division and by the Treasurer of the 
United States, for which, of course, the Department is responsible. 
The other figures as to the appropriations are the actual figures of 
the condition of the appropriation bills up to this hour. There 
can be no question about the figures. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I accept the word of the Senator from Mary- 
land, and upon his statement I should be willing to vote for any 
proposition to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to meet defi- 
ciencies, but when the Secretary himself says there will be no de- 
ficiency we are at a loss what to do; and urder these circum- 
stances I feel somewhat embarrassed. I do not want to authorize 
the increase of the public debt, which is the last thing any Senator 
would desire to do. We have been paying off for twenty-odd 
years, with great rapidity, the public debt, and we have reduced 
it now to one-third of what it was at the close of the civil war; so 
that it is not with pleasure that anyone on either side of this 
Chamber would vote for the creation of a new debt. 

As I have said, we are left in doubt whether or not there will be 
revenue sufficient to meet the expenses of the Government. It 
seems to me our friends on the other side of the Chamber ought 
to tell us precisely what the necessities of the situation are, and 
then we can meet them, but in the difference of opinion which ex- 
ists I am somewhat in doubt whether I can vote for this proposi- 
tion. I would guard against the possibility of a deficit, but noth- 
ing could be more injurious to the public credit, nothing could 
more affect the state of our credit abroad, than for the Congress 
of the United States to load down the Treasury Department be- 
yond its power to pay; nothing would be more injurious than for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to be compelled to withhold pay- 
ments for obligations of the Government on appropriations made 
by Congress. And yet, sir, it would be his bounden duty to refuse 
to make payment under such circumstances, for he has no right to 
go beyond the money he has on hand to pay for appropriations 
made by Congress. . 


























































































He can not pay outa greater amount than the current revenne 
permits him to pay, and he ought to arrest public work, if neces- 
sary. I am quite sure if I were in his place and found myself in 
such a condition, where the appropriations of Congress had been 
in excess of the receipts of the Treasury, I would look over the 
items of expenditure which were presented and arrest payment. 
But the great body of appropriations are fixed by law, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury must provide the means of payment. 
If he can not doanything else he must give the notesof the United 
States for them. ere we have that question in doubt. Under 
these circumstances, Mr. President, it seems to me the better way 
would be to pass some amendment or some provision of law which 
will enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry on the opera- 
tions of the Government. 

There are one or two other matters connected with this ques- 
tion which I desire very briefly to refer to, for I know the time of 
the Senate is precious. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. H1L1] seems to be anxious 
now to have an answer to his question. He inquires of us if we 
are willing to have United States notes retired and canceled. I 
say no, emphatically. Iam a hard-money man in every sense of 
the word. I believe in gold and silver as the two standards of 
value; but as to the retirement of greenbacks, I would not retire 
a dollar of them, nor would I increase them. The greenbacks, I 


believe, are the favorite currency of the people of the United. 


States; and although the bankersof New York may desire to con- 
tract the currency and retire them, although the national banks 
would like to haveall forms of money which interfere with their 
operations stricken from our currency list, I would not do it. 

The Government of the United States has been able to maintain 
$346,000,000 of these notes in circulation, and they are the favorite 
circulation of the people. There is saved to the people in this 
transaction alone at least the interest of $246,000,000. The high- 
est amount of the reserve fund kept for the redemption of these 
notes is $100,000,000; but the true amount is $95,500,000, the amount 
of bonds sold for redemption purposes. We lose interest on the 
bonds sold for this sum in coin, but on all above that interest is 
saved. Why anyone should desire to retire this form of our cur- 
rency, the most valuable of all our currency, better far than gold 
or iver coin, a currency which the people of the United States 
preier to gold or silver coin, I can not understand. Without this 
gold and silver coin the greenback could not be maintained at par. 

In this country of ours the habits of our oa have become so 
confirmed that they will demand some form of money which can 
be easily carried, so that a large amount of it can be reduced to 
a small compass; and while gold and silver are the standards of 
value, yet the real currency of our country will always be paper 
money. It is so now in all European countries. In eve uro- 
pean country where they have gold and silver as s of 
value, whether they be gold monometallists or silver mono- 
metallists, they all use in their ordinary tions some form of 
paper money. In England it is the Bank of England note which is 
the chief money of account. Noone will carry five gold sovereigns 
in his ket when he can get a five-pound Bank of England 
note. in France. Their currency is very largely coin, both 
of silver and gold, because of the habits of their people, yet through 
France they use paper money, which they maintain on an equality 
with gold or silver coin. 

So with other countries, and so with Germany, which has become 
one of the great powers of the world. They have also adopted 
paper money, and everywhere paper money is maintained as the 
standard of gold. It is preferred, because it is more convenient 
to carry, and therefore it is more used by the people of the world 
than any form of coined money. 

Mr. L. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Would the Senator redeem the greenbacks in gold? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would redeem every dollar in gold that was 
presented. Here let me say I do not wish to quote myself in a 
matter of this kind, but after we had resumed specie payments for 
nearly two years I gave a thorough examination of the condition 
of our currency. In my last report as we et ot ped ease 
I gave this advice to gress, which had ined to segregate 
the resumption fund from the general balance in the Treasury. 
Congress insisted that the general balance in the Treasury and 
the resumption fund should be held for current disbursements as 
Senning diohasteth: ty's Woesunty ender to ouparate the wo, bet 

i ya ° separate two, but 
that was not sanctioned by law and was at once abandoned. I 
suggested that 
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authorized and outstanding canée easily maintained at par in coin, even if 
the present favorable financial condition should change; but in order to ac- 
complish this the coia reserve must be kept unimpaired, except by such pay- 
ments aS may made from it in redemption of notes. otes redeemed 
should be temporarily held in place of the com paid out, especially if it ap- 
pears that the call for coin is greater in amount than the coin coming in due 
course into the Treasury or the mints. 

Ordinarily the superior convenience of notes will, as at present, make a 

eater demand for them than for coin; but im case of an adverse balance of 


rade or sudden panic, or other unforeseen circumstances, the ample reserve 
of coin on hand becomes the sure safeguard of resumption, one? not only 
imaginary fears but meeting any demand for coin that is likely to arise. 


In a suprems emergency the power granted to sell bonds will supply any 
possible deficiency. 

That is the proper way. When United States notes are re- 
deemed it is an evidence either that there is a want of confidence 
in them or that there are too many out. When they are pre- 
sented they should be redeemed in coin, but the notes tnenld be 
retained in the Treasury until their scarcity and greater conven- 
ience created a demand for them, when coin would be presented 
in exchange for them. The pendulum would swing back again 
as paper money would be required and demanded for coin. is 
has been the universal experience of nations blessed with a cur- 
rency redeemable in coin. 

In the business operations of the great city of New York and 
the other cities in our country gold and silver are not used. 
pose a man wanted a million pounds of cotton, he would not send 
gold to New Orleans, but he would send United States notes or 
some form of paper money. You can not get the ple of the 
United States to use in their actual large transactions gold and 
silver because of their bulk. The expense of transporting coin by 
express is much greater than that of an equal amount of United 
States notes. Therefore, if these notes when presented had been 
kept in the Treasury the run would have stopped and confidence 
would have been restored. But unfortunately, as I said, the 
present Secretary of the Treasury was bound by his obligations of 
public duty to meet your appropriations, and when he had no 
other money on hand, when the real Treasury balance was ex- 
hausted, he was obliged to use that money in the Treasury which 
was intended for redemption purposes. There was no alternative. 
It was the fault of Congress that he was compelled to doso. Con- 
gress ought to have made provision for that. 

It may be said that Congress could not anticipate the diminu- 
tion in the revenue, I think nearly all sensible men in our coun- 
try knew when the revision of the tariff was undertaken that the 
immediate prospect of such a revision would necessarily suspend 
the snap of goods, and necessarily lessen the revenue. The 
difficulty arises not on account of increased expenditures, but on 
account of the lessened revenue. Revenue necessarily falls off 
whenever any party, I care not what, undertakes to revise the 

iff. Importers will at once, in anticipation of a reduction of 
duty, cease ordering goods, and will continue that policy until 
they ascertain what are the new duties. That is the natural re- 
sult of any change of our tariff laws. a 

Mr. SQ E. Is that not —- true when the tariff is to 
be reduced rather than increased? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainlyit is; but even when the McKinley 
bill was under consideration the importation of goods was largely 
interfered with, because there were great changes pro b 
that bill, which contained a larger free list than had any tariff 
theretofore enacted. It disturbed, for instance, the importation 
of sugar, and no sugar was imported into this country pending 
that bill, because it was expected in a short time there would be 
free sugar. So, any revision of the tariff necessarily affects our 
revenues. 

Here is another recommendation made by me in the same report 
to which I have referred: 

It is pnqeceee that Congress might define and set apart the coin reserve as 
a special fundfor resumption purposes. The general available balance is now 
treated as such a fund, but as this ce may, at iscretionof the Secre- 


of the , be unduly drawn u or the purchase or t of 
bee it would appear advisable that Congress preausiie the wntimn and 
minimum of the fund. 


notes are now, in Seumngoneriiy aint sommeuiemen, the best 
ting j objection is made that they are ed by 
the Government, and that it is not business of the Government to fur- 
nish paper money, but only to coin money. The answer is, that the Govern- 
ment had to borrow money and is still in debt. The U States 
the extent that it is w y taken by the and can beyond 
be , is the least burdensome form of debt. loss 
of interest in maintaining the resumption fund and Ses 
engraving present amount of United States notes is less one-half 
the interest on an equal sum of 4 per cent bonds. The publicthussaves over 
$7,000. of annual interest and secures a safe and convenient medium of 
e a ae a —— reserve in —— re- 
tained soenouey temptation such as always 
attends reserves oy baste. 


That is plain English. Congress refused to do it, and kept this 
great mass, amounting on the average to one hundred forty 
millions, composed of one hundred millions held for 


Treasury balance, as 
to nat 5 ceeeetinicasntll hasty ealliteae te aeehetap 
meet curren i m a nec- 
essary. One-tenth of the whole amount of the annual revenues 
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collected should always be on hand to meet current liabilities. 


Less than that no Secretary of the would desire to have 
on hand. But when the revenue diminished the Secretary of the 
Treas was compelled to spend the last dollar in the Treasury, 
and had no money except the redemption-fund money, which 
was held in the Treasury in gold to maintain the parity of the 
Government money. For fourteen years there never was the 
slightest disturbance of that fund. During all that long period 
more gold came to the Treasury than was paid out in exchange 
for United States notes. Ido not believe that during all that 
period of fourteen years $50,000,000 of notes were presented for 
redemption. The holders of the notes knew they could always 
get anh if they desired, for that was the ordinary course of com- 
merce in this country and outside of it, and therefore they did 
not present United States notes for redemption. 

Congress having refused to segregate this fund for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes, it was drawn upon to the extent of one 
hundred and four millions, and this created distrust and brought 
the only danger which ever threatened the maintenance of specie 
payments. an 

repeat that those two provisions of law ought to be enacted 
and believe there would be no question at all about the resumption 
of specie payments. If such a provision had been made the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury could not have taken this fund for any pur- 
pose except the purpose for whichit wascreated. That $100,000,000 
in coin would have been a perpetual guaranty to the people of the 
United States that the United States notes were as good as gold, 
and there would have been no effort to procure gold. No man in 
the ordinary transactions of business wants gold. It isonly when 
a fear is excited that he can not get gold that he wants it. As the 
Frenchman said, “‘If you have got it I do not want it, but if you 
have not got it I want it very bad.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, in my judgment it will be a wise thing to place 
upon the statute book a ent provision that whenever the 
expenditures of the Government exceed its income the Secretary 
of the Treasury should have the power to issue notes of the United 
States bearing a low rate of interest, notes which would be freely 
taken, and be held by the common people, by the plain people, as 
Mr. Lincoln called them, and they would be held with confidence. 
Then this redemption fund should be bound around and reserved 
only for the redemption of the United States notes, so that if 
in a time of anxiety, in a money pressure, a fear should arise in 
the public mind that the Government would not be able to redeem 
these notes in coin, they would be always in the eye—not in sight, 
bat in the eye of every sensible man—giving assured confidence 
that the Government of the United States was able to redeem its 
notes in coin. But when you make that fund the basis of your 
excessive appropriations and of everything that you may think 
ought to be in this time and in this hour, when you disable 
the Secretary of the Treasury from protecting that fund, then it 
is that the duty of Congress is neglected, and Congress alone ought 
to be complained of. 

Let this Congress or the next Congress enact these three pro- 
visions of law and you will never have any question about United 
States notes. 

The idea of the Senator from New York is common among the 
brokers and bankers of New York that these United States notes 
are not as good as other money. The fact is that they are far bet- 
ter than any bank notes can possibly be, because they have behind 
them the whole property and wealth and power of the United 
States to protect that reserve against the fear of the timid, and 
when those fears are ra oor you will have no trouble about 
United States notes; and when they do come in ~s should be 
retained, and before twenty days roll around the demand for 
those notes for the ordinary operations of our country will be so 
great that gold will be presented i 

‘he Government ought either to have gold in the Treasury or 
United States notes in circulation to the full amount of $446,000,- 
000--$346,000,000 in notes and $100,000,000 in gold. Do that, and 
there will be no danger in the future. But we ought to provide 
now the Administration in power with such means as it thinks 

to enable it to meet the enormous appropriations made 
at the present session of Congress. I have sat here and seen the 
appropriations of large sums made whilst we are in the midst of 
trouble, some of which riations I think might have been 
a to another day; but still if you give the Secretary of 
the Treasury revenue enough to pay the money you have appro- 
priated, there will be no difficulty. The people of this country 
will absorb all the small notes ro desire to issue, and then as the 
tide ebbs and flows again we shall be able to pay off these notes 
at the end of two years. Therefore, I shall vote for the proposi- 
tion, if it is insisted upon, and I hope that all the evils which now 
confront us will away. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, whether the public revenues 
caput the present and following yeare will be equal to the neces- 
sary ¢ ures of the Government is a question which no man 
can answer with any degree of accuracy. The dissimilarity be- 


tween the various official and semiofficial estimates of revenne 
which have been made during the past two years by the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the discrepancies which have ex- 
isted between one and all of those estimates and the actual re- 
sults, furnish an indication of the difficulties which surround the 
situation. 

To-day we have the Secretary of the Treasury estimatinga sur- 
plus during the current calendar year of about $22,000,000, and dur- 
ing the current fiscal year a still larger amount; and the Senator 
from Marylaud (Mr. GormaN], with equal if not better facilities for 
forming a judgment, who estimates that there will be a deficiency 
during the current calendar year of from forty to sixty million 
dollars, and a deficiency during the current fiscal year of an equal 
if not greater amount. 

It is in the light of these conflicting estimates that the sugges- 
tion made by the Committee on Appropriations should be consid- 
ered. If the Secretary of the Treasury, the Senator from New 
York [ Mr. Hi], and those who agree with them in opinion are 
right in their estimates, then the amendment can do no harm. I¢ 
would be simply inoperative. If there is no deficiency there will 
be no necessity for borrowing money under the provisions of the 
amendment. In fact, the Secretary of the Treasury can not, as 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] very properly suggests, 
borrow money unless a deficiency in the revenue actually exists. 

On the other hand, if the Senator from Maryland { Mr. Gorman] 
and those who agree with him in opinion are correct in their judg- 
ment, and a deficiency of from forty to sixty million dollars should 
be created during the next fiscal year, the question arises, how is 
that deficiency to be met? It is true that the Secretary of the 
Treasury might suspend the operations of law and refuse to meet 
the obligations of the Government, whether those obligations were 
in the form of appropriations for certain specific public purposes 
or for the salaries of personsin the Governmentemploy. But any 
Secretary of the Treasury would hesitate a long time before taking 
that course. 

What other course is left, then, to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at the present moment under existing law? The right to bor- 
row money on bonds running a long time and bearing a high rate 
of interest. The Committee on Appropriations propose to give te 
the Secretary of the Treasury—and that is al! thereis in the prop- 
osition; itis a very simple one—a new, sensible, and alternative 
method of meeting the current deficiencies in revenue by borrow- 
ing money for a short time and at a low rate of interest. 

If this proposition were submitted to a business man there would 
be no question about what his decision would be, and there should 
be no question whatever as to what the decision of the Senate of 
the United States will be. There are many members of the Sen- 
ate who believe that the power of the Treasury Department to is- 
sue bonds of the United States, running for a long term, should 
be restricted. How can Senators holding that opinion force upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury the alternative of repudiation of 
Government obligations or borrowing money on a thirty-year 
bond, when it is absolutely certain that within a very few years 
at the most the Government will be obliged to go into the open 
market and buy back those very bonds and pay for them a high 
rate of premium? I venture the prediction that if the Govern- 
ment of the United States should to-day desire to buy the 4 per 
cent bonds which have been recently sold to a syndicate of bank- 
ers they would be obliged to pay from 125 to 130 for them. 

How can Senators who sympathize with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. McLaurin], the Senator from Texas {Mr. Minis}, 
and the Senator from. a STEWART] in their opposition 
to an increase of the natio debt by the issue of bonds vote 
against this simple proposition? The Senator from New York 
ue Hi] says the Secretary of the Treasury might use the 

egal-tender notes which are now in the Treasury to pay the cur- 
rent deficiencies, if there be such. 

Mr. HILL. Is there any law against it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There certainly is no law against it, but as the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] very well suggests to me, 
whenever he does it he depletes his reserve, which was obtained 
and is held for another purpose. If the Secretary of the Treasury 
sees fit, however, to exercise the discretion which he has in the line 
suggested by the Senator from New York, there is nothing what- 
ever in the pending amendment which prevents him from doing 
it. Hewould not then usethe power to borrow money upon short- 
time notes given him by its terms. He would go on and use the 
money in the Treasury, obtained it is true for another purpose, in 
the payment of current deficiencies. 

It may be that the Secretary of the Treasury is right in this 
matter. I certainly hope he is. I believe that under normai con- 
ditions the tariff act of 1894 will provide sufficient revenues to 
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, but are we dur- 
ing the next year to have normal conditions? We have seen 
within three years the very same legislation producing twenty- 
odd million dollars of lus in one fiscal year, two millions of 
surplus in the next fiscal year, and $70,000,000 deficiency in the 
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next, and all owing to what: Not to any change in legislation, 
but owing to changes in the conditions of the country, owing, 
perhaps, to some extent to the hopes and fears of the people of 
the United States. 

Now, who can tell what is to be the result in the next fiscal 

ear? Whocan tell what is to be the condition of the country? 
Who has the power of prophecy sufficient to say that we shall re- 
turn to normal conditions? If wedo not, what is the Secretary of 
the Treasury to do? Is he to keep increasing the bonded indebt- 
edness of the United States by the further issue of long-time 
bonds, or will we permit him to do what any business man in the 
exercise of ordinary prudence would do, borrow the money neces- 
sary to pay the current obligations of the Treasury on short-time 
notes, at a low rate of interest? 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regret that a financial meas- 
ure should be sought to be engrafted — an appropriation bill 
at this stage of the session. I do not desire to occupy any time, 
but duty compels me to say a few words in regard to this extraor- 
dinary proposition. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs us that, independent of 
the reserve, he has an available fund, in round numbers, of 
$100,000,000. We know that that reserve, when the bonds al- 
ready sold are paid for, will be increased by another $100,000,000. 
Then there will be $200,000,000 in the Treasury. Heretofore it has 
been established by the practice of the Treasury Department to 
draw upon this reserve. 

The idea that it is sacred, that it can not be used for current ex- 
penses, is brushed away by the practice of the Department. With 
$200,000,000, then, in the Treasury, available to pay the current 
expenses of the Government, there can be no necessity for borrow- 
ing money during the coming year except for the purpose of fur- 
nishing gold for export. The greenbacks and Treasury notes are 
not presented for redemption by a business community who wish 
to use the gold here. It is simply for export. The amendment 
will not prevent that. You provide in the amendment that the 
Secretary of the Treasury may sell for lawful money the certifi- 
cates which you authorize him to sell. He can not demand gold 
forthem. You fixitin thelaw. Itis certain he will not need 
lawful money when there is $200,000,000 in the Treasury. He 
says he will have no occasion to use it. 

ut the President of the United States also informed Congress 
that he had a comfortable reserve of lawful money with which to 
ay current expenses; and there is no necessity for selling bonds 
or that purpose. His only object in selling bonds was to buy 
gold for a We know where it goes. 

The pending amendment not only does not prevent him from 
— bonds to buy gold for export, but in the last clause it is 
provided how he may sell those bonds; giving him, by ae 
authority to sell bonds to an unlimited extent to buy gold for ex- 
— But it is said we do not want it done secretly; we want it 

one openly. Itis true that $10,000,000 of money at least has been 
sacrificed by this secret sale of bonds. But is that of no value to 
the country? That transaction, which I shall not characterize, is 
worth more than $100,000,000 to the American people. The exposé 
of the manner in which our credit is —— and the people 
robbed by the gold manipulators has awakened the people of the 
United States to the danger of allowing the Government to be in 
the hands of a foreign syndicate. Let them go on and do it, but 
do not sanction it further. When the Secretary of the Treasury 
says there is no necessity for this provision to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, do not sanction the purchase of gold for export. The 
amendment does that. 

I shall not argue the question further at this time, but if it is 
pressed it must be discussed. I advise the Committee on Appro- 
priations to withdraw it, for no financial measure of this kind can 
pass without its merits being discussed and the probable use to be 
made of it ont I know very well that the committee have 
no such idea, but here is an authorization to the Secretary of the 

to sell in his discretion short-time bonds for the purpose 
of buying lawful money when he says he does not want it, and 
then in the same line there is a sanction of the unlimited sale of 
bonds to buy gold to satisfy the — of a foreign syndicate who 
have raided the Treasury for the last two years in a most shame- 
ful manner. 

The Treasury notes have not been presented by business men 
here. The gold has been drawn out by the foreign bankers. 
They have taken your greenbacks and your Treasury notes under 
the act of 1890 and have raided the Treasury. They have shipped 
the gold abroad and compelled the issue of bonds, and they will 
raid it again, until we have come to the humiliating tion 
where we have bought our until October next. t the 
country understand that the cial credit of this country under 
the theory of the Administration is only to be protected by buying 
our peace of the Rothschilds. Let that be known. I say the ex- 
posé is worth millions to the e. Let the gold manipulators 
go on and play their hand without any indorsement on the part 
of Congress. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have listened with great interest 
to the very interesting discussion of the question of parliamentary 
law involved. Permit me at the outset to remind the Senate of 
the precise question of parliamentary law which is before us, in 
order to see, if the amendments are persisted in, what confronts 
us. That the amendment which relates to the issuing of certifi- 
cates changes existing law is conceded. It is said to be admissi- 
ble upon the pending appropriation bill for various reasons. No 
two Senators who have argued it upon the other side agree in 
their arguments. The distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GoRMAN] says it is admissible because the exigencies of the Treas- 
ury demand it. In other words, has it come to this, that under 
the rules of ney law an amendment is admissible if the 
exigencies of the Treasury require it, but it is not admissible if 
they do not require it? If the question is to be disposed of in that 
sort of summary, irregular, and indifferent manner there is an 
end to the proper administration of parliamentary law in this 
Chamber. 

Then it is said that the Senate two years ago adopted a ruling 
made by the then Vice-President in which similar authority, or 
authority of this nature, was imposed upon an appropriation bill. 
That is true. Mr. President, that amendment was just as unpar- 
liamentary as this is. That changed the law under which bonds 
for redemption could be issued. Nobody denied it. It changed 
an existing law of thé country. There was no real, absolute 
emergency for it then, and the situation afterwards so proved. 
Yet it was adopted, it is true, by a vote of the Senate; and it is 
claimed that that establishes beyond all question a precedent 
which should be binding here. 

Mr. President, it establishes nothing of the kind, or else you are 
obliged to assume the broad doctrine that any sort of financial leg- 
islation to provide revenue, or to regulate the issuing of bonds, 
which affects appropriations is admissible. You must take that 
broad ground; and then you can not only put on a clause issuing 
certificates, but you can also insert a regulation affecting the is-- 
suing of bonds, and you can also put on the amendment which I 
have had the honor to propose, namely, for the retirement of 
greenbacks. There is no middle ground. Senators can see that 
if they open the flood gates here all sorts of amendments will be 
open, and this debate can not and will not terminate until the 4th 
day of March. And this is the feast to which at this stage of the 
session we are invited! 

It has been said over and over again that if any provision re- 
lating to bons or securities of that nature were proposed it would 
lead to a very long and extensive debate. Therefore, I suggest to 
the good sense of the Senate at the outset whether it is wise to 
enter upon this doubtful ground. That we differ upon these 
questions radically is true. We differ upon the question as to 
whether there is to be a deficiency. We differ upon the question 
as to the manner of issuing the bonds. We differ upon the ques- 
tion as to the retirement of greenbacks. Yet you can not deter- 
mine one without determining the other here, because the ee 
ought to be consistent. If we proceed here to open up this fl 
gate—we might as well be frank with each other—it means an ex- 
tra session of Congress. 

Mr. President, when the first suggestion was mooted for the is- 
suing of certificates the situation was then different from what it 
isnow, At that time the Secretary of the Treasury had not in- 
formed Congress as to the precise situation. It was then believed 
that the Treasury was in distress. It was then believed that some 
sort of immediate relief to meet existing emergencies was neces- 
sary, and it was very proper for the no Committee to 
consider the propriety of some such amendment. But since then 
the Secretary of the Treasury has replied to two resolutions, one 
known as the Gorman-Allison resolution and the other a resolution 
that I had the honor to introduce. 

Now the situation is — The Secretary of the Treasury, 
who has been lauded to the skies in this debate, and confidence ex- 
oe in him, tells us that he does not think such legislation is 

esirable. He not only saz that, but he thinks if the authority 
is given it will not be necessary to be exercised. He further says 
he thinks there will be no deficiency in the revenues in the near 
future. And yet, instead of giving the Secretary of the Treasury 
the authority which he did ask, we are to — him something that 
he did not ask. Instead of complying with the recommendations 
contained in the President’s message sent here, or the special 
communications from the Secretary of the Treasury, we propose 
to give him something that he does not want, and we do not fol- 
low a single recommendation which he has made in regard to the 
finances of the country. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Does the Senator from New York think that 
the Senate of the United States is bound to follow Executive sug- 
gestions and Executive requests upon matters of rR policy? 

Mr. There is no law which requires it, of course, but 
when Senators rise here and say that they have confidence in the 
President, when Senators rise here and say that they have confi- 
dence in the ability of Mr. Carlisle, in his honesty and his in- 
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tegrity in the management of affairs, they can not then in the very 
next breath safely repudiate all the suggestions that he makes. 

Mr. President, what is the situation? First, is there to be a de- 
ficiency? The Senator from Maryland in a very able and inge- 
nious argument has presented to us facts, of course, which from 
his standpoint differ from those of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
I have not the time to do so at this stage of the debate, but will if 
it shall continue day after day proceed to analyze those figures. 
He may be right and he may be wrong. So far as we are con- 
cerned, I think from a party standpoint, from a patriotic stand- 
point, from every standpoint, it is wiser that we accept the state- 
ments of the Secretary of the Treasury upon this point and that 
we do not at this stage of the session enter upon this new and un- 
certain field. 

Mr. President, what next confronts us? The amendment is not 
only pressed because it is said it is needed, but at this late day in 
the session it is proposed to restrict the methods by which the 
Secretary of the Treasury may hereafter issue bonds. 
propose to enter upon the discussion as to whether authority to 
ake private sales of bonds should be restricted or not. I do not 
think it is wise to enter upon that legislation in the closing hours 
of this Congress. Having refused time and time again since last 
December to enter upon the discussion of the financial question, I 
think it is the height of unwisdom to attempt to place this provi- 
sion upon an appropriation bill here, to be rushed through in the 
closing hours of the Congress. 

You can not resist, Mr. President, the conclusion that in some 
form or manner the adoption of this amendment providing that 
hereafter there shall be no private sale of bonds is more or less a 
reflection upon what has recently been done. That authority to 
sell bonds at public or private sale has always existed. It has ex- 
isted since the very authority was given to issue bonds at all, 
away back in the seventies. It was exercised by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio when he was Secretary of the Treasury. Pri- 
vate bargains have been made, bonds have been issued which have 
not been given to the public at large; and now it is proposed here 
in the closing hours of the Congress to restrict and limit the 
Secretary of the Treasury so that he shali not have the authority 
that has always existed heretofore, and yet they say they have 
the utmost confidence in the ability, the integrity of John G. 
Carlisle. 

In addition to that, first, is the proposition for the issuing of 
certificates; second, is the limitation of the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue bonds at private sale. Another proposi- 
tion has been suggested by me which I am frank to say stands 
upon the same parliamentary situation and plane as the other 
amendments. It is the only amendment that will reach the diffi- 
culty of the Treasury. It is the only one, in my humble judg- 
ment, that tends to solve this very problem so far as the raids 
upon the Treasury for gold are concerned. Yet it is said that it 
comes too late. Ido not press it at this hour, although I insist 
that it is the vital point involved in this whole financial question. 

The distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] who enters 
this debate asserted the broad doctrine that the Democratic party 
is the friend of the greenback currency. He asserts the broad 
doctrine that the greenbacks ought to be redeemed, if redeemed 
at all, in silver currency. He insists that, no matter how depre- 
ciated any portion of our silver currency may have become, it 
should be used for the redemption of greenbacks, and he says he 
believes that it would not injure the credit of the Government. 
He even goes so far as to say that away back in 1868, just a few 
years after I became a voter, the Democratic party in national 
convention declared that the national bonds were payable in green- 
backs. The result of that contest was not very reassuring to the 
Democracy, however. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
a moment to call attention to the fact that Horatio Seymour car- 
> a 7 ew York on that platform by 10,000 majority over General 

rant? 

Mr. HILL. Horatio Seymour was so intrenched in the sympa- 
thies and respect and confidence of the Democracy of New York 
that at that time he could have carried it on any platform. But, 
Mr. President, the platform of 1868 is not specially to be com- 
mended at this hour in the light of subsequent events. After 
1868 Congress passed a joint resolution providing that the bonds 
of the Government should be paid in coin; and after that the 
Democratic party never returned to that platform, but thereafter 
have ever stood in favor of the doctrine that the Government 
bonds were payable in coin. 

In those days the Democratic party once in a while would not 
frankly express itself or appropriately express itself. It was only 
in 1864, at the instance of some of our friends who have extreme 
views, that the national Democracy, as alleged, declared the war 
for the Union wasafailure. Mr. President, I do not thinkit is very 
wise to go back to those days to establish a Democratic doctrine. 
In 1876, when another distinguished New Yorker was nominated 
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at St. Louis for the Presidency, have Senators forgotten the plat- 
form upon which he stood? Have you forgotten the great debate 
conducted there upon two sides—on one by Lieutenant-Gov- 
ernor Dorsheimer of New York and on the other by General 
Ewing of Ohio—when by a nearly two-thirds vote the Democratic 
party repudiated the spurious loctrine that the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment could be paid in the ‘‘promises to pay” of the Govern- 
ment, and placed itself right upon the broad doctrine that the 
bonds of the Government were payable in the coin of the country? 

Therefore, I tell the Senator from Texas that I put the later 
Democratic national platform of 1876 against the unwise one of 
1868. Even the Democratic party learns something by adversity, 
defeat, and age. So much for that. I do not think it adds very 
much to the argument of the Senator from Texas by citing those 
old musty platforms, made almost before I had an opportunity to 
cast a vote. I prefer to stand with Jefferson and with Jackson 
and with Tilden upon this question. I prefer to stand with 
Samuel J. Tilden, who carried New York in 1876 and carried the 
country also; and the plain direct issue was then made, hard 
money against soft money. Thatisthe Democratic platform now, 
in favor of hard money as against soft money. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to enter upon a discussion of the 
question as to whether it would be wise to redeem the greenbacks 
in silver, especially at a time when there is but little or no gold in 
your Treasury, at a time when the finances of your country are 
disturbed, when you have just gone through a most important 
financial and commercial panic. I decline to argue the question 
with that Senator, who says at least that he thinks there would be 
no danger by the announcement of the Government that the 
greenbacks were to be redeemed in silver. 

The Senator from Ohio has enunciated a new doctrine, as J 
think. He of course repudiates the theory that the greenbacks 
should be redeemed in silver, but he takes the other position that 
they should not only be redeemed in gold; but if I understand 
him correctly, he enunciates the new doctrine that the green- 
backs should then be held in the Treasury and that the ereen- 
backs themselves, and not the gold, are to be some sort of a reserve 
fund. What becomes, then, of that law which says that the 
greenbacks are to be reissued? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New York misquotes me 
entirely. I said expressly that the notes were to be held until they 
were exchanged again for guld coin. I have nodoubt that before 
the $20,000,000 of United States notes were presented for redemp- 
tion the demand for them would be so great that the gold would 
be returned again for the United States notes. That has been the 
case over and over again. Millions of dollars of gold have been 
piled in the Treasury and greenbacks given in their place because 
greenbacks were more valuable than gold for commercial pur- 
Mr. HILL. If I understand this new theory, it is that the 
greenbacks are to be held in the Treasury and subsequently ex- 
changed for gold. That is a most difficult situation to meet. It 
has not been the course of previous Secretaries of the Treasury. 
They have used those greenbacks and reissued them, reissued 
them not simply for gold, but reissued them to pay the curre 
expenses of the Government as they have been needed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatistrue. During all the fourteen years 
prior to 1893 those notes were always the equivalent of gold, the 
notes being taken into the market in New York and gold received 
in exchange for them at any time. 

Mr. HILL. Not only that, but I understand the honorable gen- 
tleman to announce now the doctrine that he is opposed to the 
retirement of the greenback currency. Mr. President, [ point to the 
fact that nearly every Secretary of the Treasury since the war has 
advocated in more or less strong terms the retirement of the green- 
back currency, and I think the honorable Senator from Ohio once 
occupied that position. I quote from a speech in 1870, in a debate 
in the Senate, which I will now read for the edification of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was five years before the resumption 
law took effect. As a matter of course at that time the green- 
backs were passing as a depreciated currency. It was nine years 
before the resumption of specie payments. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think it is just as good doctrine 
now asthen. I know it has been said that you can prove almost 
anything by the speeches and letters of the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio upon the financial question. He then said: 

So there are a multitude of other questions that might be drawn into this 
disezssion. The question of a choice between greenbacks and bank notes 
might be drawn into it; but we have avoided any reference to it because | 
believe the judgment of the country is graduaily settling down to the con 
viction that a note issued by a Government can not be a proper agency of cir 
culation. Other nations as well as our own have often tried the experin 


of maintaining a circulating note issued by the Government, and they have 
uniformly found it to fail. 


** Fail” is the word. 


It is impossible to give a currency issued by a Government thag flexibility 
necessary to meet the ebb and flow of exchanges; and therefore experience 
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has shown that a Government note issued by a Government and maintained 
alone woon the guaranty of the Government does not form a good circulat- 
ing medium except during a suspension of specie payments. It must have a 
flexibility, an ebb and flow which will enable it to be increased in certaim 
,»eriods of the year, and enable it to flow back again into the vaults of the 
fone at others. Iam convinced, although it is umnecessary to discuss that 
point here, that in time it will be wise to retire our United States notes and 
all forms of Government circulation and depend upon notes issued by pri- 
vate corporations, amply secured beyond peradventure, so that in no case 
can the note holder lose, and then to subject the banks to regulations appli- 
cable to all parts of the country; make them free, so that the business of 
banking will be like the business of manufactures, blacksmithing, or any other 
ordinary occupation or business of life, tu be governed by general law. 

In other words, the time when they should be used is the time 
when specie payments are suspended, in times like these. Not 
only that, but I have before me the recommendation of Secretary 
Hugh McCulloch, I have the recommendation of Secretary Lot 
M. Morrill, I have the recommendation of Daniel Manning, I 
have the recommendation of other Secretaries, Republicans and 
Democrats, urging Congress to retire the greenback currency and 
giving reasons which are just as sound as those given by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio years ago. 

Mr. President, I had supposed that it was the Democratic doe- 
trine—I think it is still—that the greenbacks should be retired. I 
believe that the Democratic party should stand and does stand 
upon the platform of hard money, and that we are opposed to 
soft money. Whatis there of the greenback? It is not money. 
It is simply a form of currency. It is a promise to pay. 
promise to pay at no fcxed time; a promise to pay wpon presenta- 
tion. That is the sort of a currency that is to be kept in circula- 
tion and which is to make the ‘‘ endless chain” of which so many 
Senators have spoken. 

Mr. President, it is the very existence of the greenbacks to-day 
that caused the trouble with the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
yet we are proposing everything except the right thing. We are 
proposing methods of temporary expediency. We are proposing 
methods to hinder and restrict the Secretary of the Treasury to 
keep up the credit of the Government, but we have refused thus 
far to pass the very thing that we ought to pass, namely, to pro- 
vide for the retirement of the greenback currency. It is perbaps 
too late to effect it now, but it is just as admissible as the propo- 
sitions that are sought to be foisted upon the bill at this late hour. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LIsON], to whom I always delight to listen, says that the mere 
passage of this amendment whereby the Treasury shall have funds 
to meet current deficiencies, if there are such deficiencies, will not 
cure the difficulty. He concedes that it will not prevent the mil- 
lions of soneuiaalibe being presented in a few months from now for 
redemption. Where is the gold tocomefrom? Thisis a mere at- 
tempt to supply a supposed deficiency in revenues, and it does not 
reach the main question, which is as to the propriety of an effort to 
supply the gold to redeem the greenbacks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there be deficiencies, and if the deficiencies 
are not supplied by temporary loans, will they not be required to 
be supplied by permanent loans for ten, fifteen, or thirty years? 
The object of the amendment is simply to put another power in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury to avoid issuing thirty- 
year bonds. 

Mr. HILL. The amendment gives no authority to supply gold 
to redeem greenbacks. It simply relates to supplying funds to 
mect the necessary expenses of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. And has no other purpose or intent. 

Mr. HILL. And has no other purpose. Now, I will tell you 

why it is not necessary. I think, unless the arrangement—the 
private arrangement, such as that made with those distinguished 
Seniaare of New York, whica has proved so successful—prevents 
further demand for gold, there will be another loan made again 
in the near future; but if it does not prove effectual, then, of 
course, when the greenbacks are again presented for redemption, 
they must be met, and the gcld will be siphoned out of the Treas- 
ury. Of course, if we do not legislate and give some authority to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to meet that great exigency, he 
must exercise the only authority vested in him, and must issue long- 
term bonds; but,as he must do that, there is given into his hands 
by the very operation a sufficient amount of greenbacks with 
which to supply the Treasury, and he will not need bonds any 
more. There is no escape from it. 

The Senator is right in saying that in one view of the case it is 
the very issuing of bonds which has given the Secretary of the 
Treasury the necessary money with which to run the Government 
during the last four or five months; but so long as that process must 
contimue—and the Senator does not suggest any method of stop- 
ping it---I say the Secretary of the Treasury will be furnished with 
mnple money. When the $62,000,000 of gold which just now.is 
.flowing into the Treasury from the proceeds of the bonds comes 
into the Treasury greenbacks will thereafter be presented for re- 
demption. When they are redeemed out goes the gold; but ample 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


It is a | 


FEBRUARY 27, 


funds are given to be used in that emergency through the green- 
backs which have been redeemed. 

The Senator from Ohio sees this difficulty and appreciates the 
intention, and now suggests a new proposition, that these green- 
backs should be kept intact for the purpose of supplying gold—a 
suggestion which has not been made in this debate, which has not 
been made heretofore during this session of Congress, and which 
has not been made anywhere. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury has the right under 
existing law to reissue greenbacks for any purpose of meeting the 
expenses of the Government. I ask the question of Senators, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury has not a right to use the 
greenbacks thus redeemed? It isconceded that hehas. If he has 
that right, and those greenbacks are in the Treasury, then he can 
use them for the necessary purposes of the Government, and this 
remedial legislation proposed to be adopted here becomes abso- 
lutely umnecessary. For that reason, as well as for the others 
which I have suggested, this legislation is wholly umnecessary at 
this time. 

I think it would be wiser for us to confine ourselves to either 
| granting the relief which the honored Secretary of the Treasury 

demands or else not to give any. Ieansee no propriety in forcing 

upon him provisions of law which he says he does not want, and 
| which he does not intend to use. LIcan see no propriety at this 
time in limiting and restricting the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
not vesting in him the same powers which have always been given 
to Seeretaries of the Treasury to issue bonds, publicly or privately, 
as the exigencies of the situation may require. 

Mr. President, m conclusion, I say that if we are to legislate at 
all upon this question, let us proceed to do the one thing which is 
esssential, namely, get rid of this “ endless chain,” which can only 
be disposed of by the retirement of the greenbacks. 

I do not propose to read the various suggestions of Secretaries of 
the Treasury during the last twenty-five years. They are wise and 
able suggestions; they are the matured reflections of men who have 
given the subject attention. They may be all wrong, but, in my 
judgment, they are right. In various State Democratic conven- 
tions there has been laid down the principle that the Democratic 
party believes in gold and silver as the only money of the coun- 
try. I think, so far as the Democracy is concerned, we should 
adhere to that platform. I think it is a late day for us to become 
the champions of paper money, and I take issue with the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, who stands here to defend the 
greenback. He announces the broad doctrine to-day that he is 
opposed to the retirement of the greenback, and stands here sub- 
stantially for an irredeemable paper currency. He proposes to 
keep these promises to pay going in this ‘‘ endless chain” in and 
outof the Treasury. I think the best course for us to take is to ad- 
here to the Democratic doctrine and, as far as possible, eliminate 
this eurrency from the country. 

Mr. PUGH. Before the Senator from New York yields the 
| floor I desire to remind him of an indisputable fact, that the act 
| of 1878, requiring that the greenbacks when redeemed shall be 
| reissued, was a Democratic measure and was passed by the votes 
of two-thirds of the Democrats in each House of Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. Butit was proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr.PUGH. It is immaterial where it came from. ft had the 
| support substantially of the Democratic party in both Houses of 

Congress, and there never has been a suggestion from a Demo- 

cratic source of opposition to this greenback circulation, except 

from the East, where the opposition came from to the passage of 
| the act of 1878. 

Mr. HILL. ff I understand the situation correctly, a proposi- 
| tion came over from the Democratic House of Representatives, and 
| then, under the lead of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, the 

words were added ‘‘ and shall be reissued.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Notatall. There was nothing of that kind. 
The Senator from Ohio was not here at that time; he was not on 
the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Ohio was not on the floor? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; he was thenSecretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would advise the Senator that I was not 
here then; I was Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. I accepted the statement from Senators around me. 
I do know, however, that the Senator from Ohio in his speech ad- 
vocated the retirement of the greenbacks. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Ohio was Secretary of the 
| Treasury under President Hayes. I will state to the Senator from 
New York that there was a Senator here from Ohio with a some- 

what similar sounding name, but a little different—Allen G. 
Thurman, was on the floor, sitting near where the Senator sits 
now, and he supported that measure very cordially and fully; and 
he was sw q by some people to be a tolerably fair Demograt. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care whether Allen G. Thurman, who I 

conceive to be a good Democrat upon some questions, supported 




















it or not; but I sometimes think that some of our Western friends 
frequently get unsound upon these financial questions. : 
Mr. VOORHEES. Wereturn the compliment most heartily. 
Mr. HILL. That is all right. Then compliments are even. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. I do notcare, and it makes no particular difference 
when that provision was added, whether it was at the instance of 


the Senator from Ohio or some Democratic Senator. I am here to 
say that it was undemocratic, no matter who proposed it, and I 
regret that the Democratic party ever voted at any time or in any 
place to continue the reissue of the greenbacks from time to time. 
They are not, in my view, according to the Democratic creed; they 
are not money according to the Constitution; they are simply 
promises to pay; and I appeal from the Senator from Ohio as Sec- 
retary’of the Treasury to his remarks which I have read from his 


speech in the Senate when he was a member of this body in which | 


he favored the retirement of the greenback currency. 

Mr. President, I know that this question has been fought out in 
national Democratic conventions, but I supposed those differences 
had been passed. I am here to say that it is not Democratic doc- 


trine to continue the greenbacks, and I say that no matter where | 
we come from, East or West, North or South, the true Democratic | 
doctrine is hard money, gold and silver, and opposition to paper | 
I concede that the party has at times temporarily been | 
| So as to take us off the floor—but he suggested that we had 
made in the St. Louis convention, the Democratic party has re- | itici 


money. 
led astray upon this question, but since 1876, in the great fight 


mained true to that doctrine. Here and there there have been 


some exceptions, for the Democratic party is a liberal party, and | 
tolerates, of course, liberal sentiments; but there ought not to be | 


any distinction or any difference in opinion upon this one ques- 
tion. ae 3 
I read the speech of the Senator from Ohio in 1870, when he was 


in the Senate, in which he advocated the retirement of the green- | 


backs. It is proper now that I should read what he said after- 
wards, on March 6, 1876, upon the other side of the same question: 
Nor are we to decide whether our paper money shall be issued directly by 


the Government or by banks created by the Government; nor whether at | 


a future time the legal-tender quality of United States notes shall con- 
tinue. Iamone of those who believe that a United States note issued di- 
rectly by the Government and convertible on demand into gold ccin, or a 
Government bond equal in value to gold, is the best currency we can adopt; 
that it is to be the currency of the future, not only in the United States, but 
in Great Britain as well, and that such a currency might properly continue 
to be a legal tender except when coin is specifically stipulated for. 

That, of course, is the other side of the question. 


a legal-tender paper currency. I believe that Democratic judges 
have always decided the legal question the other way. I believe 
that it has been the cardinal principle of the Democratic party that 
we should not continue this paper currency in use; and I do not 
think it is ‘wise to follow the distinguished Senator from Ohio in 
that regard. I prefer to stand where Tilden stood; I prefer to 
stand where Jackson stood; I prefer to stand where I think the 
great majority of the Democratic party of the country stands. 
Mr. President, this question ought to be decided as a question 
of parliamentary law. It has been said over and over again that 
it is not to be so decided, but that if we think this a proper pro- 
vision it ought to go upon the bill. I think the question ought to 
be determined strictly in accordance with its parliamentary status. 
I do not propose, so far as I am concerned, to enter into any elab- 


I think I have | 
a right to assume that the Democratic party never has believed in | 
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orate discussion of the propriety of issuing bonds generally. It | 
has been announced already that that question is to be discussed | 


by half a dozen different Senators who propose to speak in regard 
to it. 
and silver question. If we proceed to declare these amendments 
are proper, the whole subject will be opened up, and, in my hum- 


ble judgment, it will be almost impossible to conclude this debate | 


within a reasonable time. 
Mr. TELLER. 
to discuss this question. It must be evident to everybody that if 
this amendment is persisted in there can be no passage of this bill 
within areasonabletime. TheSenator from New York {Mr. Hiri} 
has spent an hour here to prove that the Democratic party is con- 
sistent in its money platforms. I suppose that if the debate goes 
ou it will be in order to continue the discussion in that direction. 
Ido not care, I say, to diseuss the question, except to say for my- 
self that I am opposed to this amendment. ; 


I am opposed to it because there does not seem to be any neces- | 


sity for it. I should be in favor of some method of paying cur- 
rent expenses, if the Department of the Government charged 
with that duty should declare that legislation was necessary. On 
the contrary, the Secretary of the Treasury declares that it is not 
necessary, and that if we give him this proposed legislation, he 
will not avail himself of it. The report which is on our table this 
morning shows that he has $176,000,000 of money on hand, avail- 
able for current expenses, and the redemption of greenbacks and 
Treasury notes. He has, in addition to that, $50,000,000 of silver, 
which he can coin at any time, which is quite as good money, 
when coined, as would be the certificates proposed to be issued. 


Neither do I propose to enter on the discussion of the gold | 


Mr. President, I do not desire at this late hour | 


| 
| 






























































There are yet $30,000,000, I am told, of gold to come from Europe. 
So there is a large sum of money in the Treasury, and it is evident 
we shall not be in distress between now and December, and the 
realization of the fear expressed by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN], that we may default in our payments, I thinkis not 
very imminent. 

Mr. President, I only desire to say as to one clause of this amend- 
ment which declares that it is the duty of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to offer the bonds to the public before they are sold te a 
private syndicate, I think that is a good provision. The Senator 
from New York complains that we should now put a restriction 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury that we never had put before, 
and he says that the power has always existed. I believe that is 
true. From the time of the first Secretary of the Treasury to ths 
present, that officer has had the power to contract with private 
syndicates if he saw fit. 

Up to this last transaction, I have no recollection of ever hearing 
any serious complaint of an abuse of that power. If I had time, 
and it was not so near the close of the session, I should like to 
read for the benefit of the Senate and for the benefit of the co 
try some of the remarks of distinguished Democratic 
this country on the abuse of that power. The Sen 
Delaware |[Mr. Gray] not long since called some of us to order 
in a parliamentary way—I do not mean that he called us to order 











xone 
beyond the scope of parliamentary propriety in criticising the 
Secretary of the Treasury concerning that transaction. If the 
Senator will turn his attention to very many of the distinguished 
Democratic newspapers of the country he will find that they 
have been much more severe in their denunciations of the Presi- 
dent than any member of this body on this or on the other side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISon] 
think that if we adopt this amendment there would be no neces- 
sity for the issue of further bonds. This would | 
whatever 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I said there 
would be no excuse for issuing bonds to meet a deficiency. 

Mr. TELLER. The Department has declared all the time that 
it never has done that, although it has been using money to make 
up the deficiency. We know when the Department desir 
crease its gold, and that it will issue bonds unless we adopt the 
amendment which has been offered by the Senator f 
[ Mr. MiLLs],that no more bonds shall be issued 
continue to issue them, and this provision will not give gold to 
the Treasury or enable it to get gold in any shape; and if gold 

} 


seemed TO 


> no restriction 











must be had there will be no other way in which it can | cured 
except by issuing bonds, unless the Secretary shall do as his pred 
ecessor did, attempt to exchange some of the « rent funds, the 


greenbacks, for gold, which I think he could do with difficulty if 
he tried. But that is not the policy and will not be the policy of 
this Administration. 





The policy simply is, in a word, to increase the public debt, to 
build a great structure of public debt, so that the inves e, 
who are afraid of putting their money into enterpris« hich 
risks may attach, may have a secure and safe place to invest their 
money. That is a degree of paternalism which none of us ex- 
pected the Government of the United States to indulge in, that it 
should provide for the investing public a safe and proper place of 
investment. But that is what this proposition means. 

Mr. President, realizing the delay which this amendment has 


occasioned, and which it will occasion if we continue this debat 
I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. GORMAN, I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion 
for a moment. : 
Mr. TELLER. 
tor desires. 


Mr. GORMAN. 


I will withdraw it until I hear w) the Sena- 


Mr. President, I tried to state this morning 
frankly without reservation the views e1 ined by Com 
mittee on Appropriations in regard to this provision. We were 
perfectly well aware of the fact that efforts had n made in 
both branches ef Congress, but particularly in the other, to dis- 
pose of this entire financial question, all of which had resulted 
no legislation whatever, and, being con led 
best we could the exact condition of the Tr iry, takin into 
account the appropriations which are provided for in » bills 
which are before us and those before the Comn on Apy 
priations, we believed it to be the highest duty to give t Senat 
the opportunity to determine whether additional power should b 
granted to the Secretary of the Treasury to meet, as we believed 
there must be, a deficiency, if the cbligations of the Government 


are to be paid. 

From the remarks which have been made by Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, who, I take it, speak after consultation 
elsewhere, who, at all events, put a construction upon the official 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury and of the President of 
the United States which we on the Committee om Appropriations 
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do not think is warranted by the facts in the case; confronted as 
we are with the statement made by the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which, under the circumstances, was per- 
fectly proper and right from his standpoint; in view of the state- 
ments made on this side by the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee of Finance [Mr. VOORHEES]. whose judgment is that 
additional provision is not required, if I did not misunderstand 
him; considering the statements of the Senator from Nevada and 
others, whom it is not necessary to mention, that they will persist 
in discussing the entire financial problem, to which, of course, there 
will be no end, or at least no end before the 4th of March; with the 
sudden conversions which have apparently taken place, as sudden 
as those we read of in sacred history, which, I confess, have amazed 
some of us on this side of the Chamber, on the part of Senators 
whose active support we hoped to have in dealing with this question 
of the condition of the Treasury; in view of the fact that behind 
this bill, which is a great appropriation bill, there stand the legis- 
lative bill, not yet considered by this body, the general deficiency 
bill, and the naval appropriation bill still in the Committee on 
Appropriations—the bill to be reported to-morrow, as the chair- 


man of the committee requests me to say—with the fortifications | 
bill, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the diplomatic 


appropriation bill, the Post-Office appropriation bill, and the agri- 
cultural and Indian appropriation bills still in conference, and by 
12 o’clock on Monday next ail those bills must be disposed of; and, 
furthermore, in view of the attitude of Senatorshere on both sides 
of the Chamber, by instruction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I wish to say to the Senate that it will require every mo- 
ment of time now remaining to pass those bills, and controverted 
questions such as the one now pending can not be discussed for 
three hours more, and therefore, with a view to facilitating the 
public business, not changing our views as to the necessities of 
the Treasury, I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in as section 2 of the bill, in place of the amendment with- 
drawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas is read I should be glad to know the parliamentary situa- 
tion of the second section. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maryland withdrew it, but 
it is in the bill, and I think in some form, by a vote of the Senate 
or by some direction, it should be disposed of rather than by simply 
withdrawing it. I am not quite sure that takes it out of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the committee can withdraw the 
amendment in that way. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the rule we have the right to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be true, I have no objection. I merely 
wish to say that I concur fully in the suggestions made by the 
Senator from Maryland. When I consented to the insertion of 
this provision in the appropriation bill I supposed it would meet 
with general approval in the Senate. But I find that those who 
are more intimate with the Secretary of the Treasury than I am 
as to these public questions believe that he does not need it, and I 
have no doubt he is not in favor of it. I know other Senators on 
this floor who have various views upon the financial question are 
also opposed to it. Therefore it is absolutely necessary that the 
amendment should be withdrawn. I fully concur in the with- 
drawal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PALMER. What is withdrawn? 

Mr. ALLISON. Tie whole of section 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Texas to the fact that the committee amendments have not 
yet been disposed of. I trust his amendment will be withheld. 

Mr. MILLS. My amendment may just as well be disposed of 
now. It comes in as an additional section in lieu of the one with- 
drawn. It will not take long. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as section 2: 

Sec. 2. That all laws which authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
the bonds of the United States for any purpose whatever are hereby repealed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order on the amendment 
that it proposes general legislation upon a general appropriation 
pill, and therefore can not be considered. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the Chair will submit the question to the 
Senate for a vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. FRYE, and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question is so plain that I do not think it 
is necessary to submit it to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no hesitancy in de- 
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termining the question. The third claus? of Rule XVI will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the third clause of Rule XVI, as follows: 

No amendment which proposa3 gen2ral legisla‘i»n shall ba received toany 
general appropriation bill, nor sh: ll any amend nent not germane or rele- 
vant to the subject-matter contaired in the bill be received: nor shail any 
amendment to any item or claus? of such bi 1 be received which does not di- 
rectly relate thereto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the third clause of Ru'e XVI 
the Chair has no hesitation in determining the question. The 
proposed amendment is general legislation upon a general appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I shall not appeal from the decision of the Chair 
for the manifest reason that I think the decision is right. 
[Laughter.] - But ic has been the custom in this body to overrule 
the rules of the Senate and force a vote on anything which the 
majority wanted to vote for. Ishall not do that; I shall not ask 
the Senate now to do it, because I believe the decision of the Chair 
is right. But I wish to state that the time will come, and come 
before long, when the question will be presente1 to this body in 
such a way that it will not go out on a point of order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 2377) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
1882; and also 
to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘Regu- 
lation of steam vessels.” 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S.1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, brevet briga- 
dier-general of volunteers. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of the eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the Hon. George W. Houk, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Ohio, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, brevet 
brigadier-general of volunteers; 

A bill (H.R. 551) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal-reve- 
nue collector at Detroit, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, crippled son 
of a soldier of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of certain settlers who have 
entered lands under the timber and stone act, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, in the 
State of Mississippi, known es Back Bay;”’ 

A bill (H.R. 8572) for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Com- 

any; 

A bill (H.R.8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Com- 
pany; 

A bill (H. R. 8092) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Alabama for public uses; 

A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Com- 

yany to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone 
oe through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res.277) in reference to the free zone 
along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United 
States. 

REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS, 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2377) to amend “ An act to 
amend section 4400, of Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ approved August 7, 1882; an 
also to amend section 4414, Title LU, of the Revised Statutes, ** Regulation of 
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steam vessels,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 


recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “Illinois” insert the words ‘* Jacksonville, Fla.; Bangor; 
Me.; New Haven, Conn.;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
M. W. RANSOM, 
G. G. VEST, 
WM. P. FRYE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GEO. D. WISE, 
Ss. R. MALLORY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befote the Senate the following | 


concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. George W. Houk, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Ohio, be printed as required by law. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ” 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry 
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twenty sets of guards for twenty penitentiaries scattered at the 


| different posts. 


civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June | 


30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask if the bill is now in position 
where it is open to individual amendments? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the committee amendments may 
be finished. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments are not 
yet disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are some amendments on page 1 

Mr.HAWLEY. The principal amendment ison page 123. The 
subject begins on page 122. There are two brief amendments on 

e 122. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

TheSEcRETARY. Onpage122,inline5, after the word “grounds,” 
the committee report an amendment to insert ‘‘as now marked 
and designated;” so as to read: 


The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., including all the build- 
ings, grounds as now marked and designated, and other Fares connected 
therewith, is hereby transferred from the Department of War to the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The SECRETARY. On page 122, after the word “act,” in line 23, 
the committee report an amendment to insert ‘‘entitled ‘An act 
for the erection of United States prisons and for the imprisonment 
of United States prisoners, and for other purposes.’” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

TheSecretTary. After the word “reservation,” in line 15, page 
123, the committee report an amendment to insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
transfer on or before September 30, 1895, such prisoners as may then be serving 
unexpired sentences of confinement at the military prison, for purely military 
offenses, to such eat posts as he may designate for that purpose; and the 
commanding officers of the posts to which such military prisoners are trans- 
ferred shall have care and custody of the said prisoners and shall perform the 
duties now required of the commandant of the military prison under sections 
1352 to 1361, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes. And the military prisoners so 
transferred, or who may hereafter be confined at hard labor at military posts, 
shall be governed by such regulations affecting their discipline, management, 
and control as may be prepared by the Secretary of War and published in 
general orders to the Army. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I did intend to discuss at some 
little length and to explain quite fully the bearing of the provi- 
= found on pages 122, 123,and124. Ican summarize it, perhaps, 
easily. 

We have a military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. It was 
thought to be a very praiseworthy enterprise—useful, valuable, 
indispensable. I continue to think well about it. There are 453 
military prisoners collected there from the various posts of the 
Army. I think the military prison at Fort Leavenworth has an- 
swered the purposes of its creation. Instead of sending prisoners 
to the posts scattered about or sending them to a penitentiary, the 
Government has made a military prison there for all the United 
States troops. It seemed to correct the evils complained of before 
that time. 

Now, it is proposed to abandon Fort Leavenworth as a military 


99 


awe 


rison and make it a place for ordinary convicts convicted under 


ederal laws and to scatter the prisoners at the Fort Leavenworth 
prison among the various posts of the Army. With twenty posts 
that would be 20 or 25 to each post, as there are 453 men now in 
the prison. The plan, I understand, is to put the prisoners in the 
different posts Where, I think, there are very insufficient peni- 
tentiary accommodations; to make twenty penitentiaries instead 
of one, because the prisoners must be kept safe, and there must be 





| military prisoners over twenty or thirty military posts. 





When I suggested to one of the officers that I did not think it 
would have a good influence upon military discipline, the esprit 
de corps of the Army at those posts to have men wearing the hon- 
orable blue uniform engaged in the performance of dirty labor 
about the posts, being driven about in gangs like ordinary con- 
victs, I was informed that they were not to wear the blue, that 
the Quartermaster-General would provide a proper prisoners’ uni- 
form. I suppose he will find it indispensable, then, to make it 
differ a little from the ordinary clothing of the general citizen. 
In short, I do not see how he can do better than to put them in 
striped dress and to put them at work around the post. 

I leaveit to any man familiar with military instruction and disci- 
pline whether it will have a good influence upon soldiers to find 
their own comrades, convicted of little offenses, not always in- 
volving great moral enormity, in striped dress, being guarded by 
brother soldiers, and engaged in menial work and sometimes in 
useful improvement. I do not fancy the idea of scattering the 
But it is 
oroposed to have a Federal prison for the ordinary convicts under 

ederal law. How manyare there? There were 2,200 on the 30th 
of Juanelast. Are we, then, to establish a great prison at enormous 
cost for the ordinary convicts, to contain 2,200 or 2,500, as the 
number will be by and by as we grow in population even if we do 
not gain in the ratio of crime—2,500 convicts in one place, with 
the enormous number of guards, great buildings, etc., that will 
be necessary? 

Nobody has submitted an estimate as to the cost of this provi- 
sion. I find no detail in regard to it. At random it is partly pro- 
vided for in the beginning of the paragraph. But in the mean 


| time I notice that a few years ago, March 3, 1889, Congress passed 


an act for the erection of United States prisons, for the imprison- 
ment of United States prisoners, and ivi other purposes. That act 
provided for three prisons. It was a much more sensible arrange- 
ment, it seems to me, than the one proposed in the bill now pend- 
ing. It provided for three prisons, one west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, another east of the Rocky Mountains and north of the 
thirty-ninth parallel, and the other below the thirty-ninth par- 


| allel. It provided for a geographical distribution of the three 
prisons. But no money was appropriated except for workshops. 


The Secretary of War was authorized to buy three sites, for a sum 


| not exceeding $500,000. The next section says $175,000 is further 


appropriated, to be expended by the Attorney-General in the fit- 
ting up of workshops for the employment of the prisoners. It 
was evidently intended to appropriate $500,000 for the purchase of 
the ground, but Congress only said that the limit of cost should 


not exceed $500,000, and made no appropriation for it. So far as 
I know, nothing has been done under that act. 
I think the whole arrangement now proposed is crude. I think 


it is in some respects unwise, but [ do not propose at this time to 
attempt to make the amendments necessary, nor do I care to move 
to strike it all out. I enter a mild semiprotest against the whole 
provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this matter was before the Senate some 
days ago I ventured to say that in my judgment it was an unwise 
provision to make, and now I am confirmed in my judgment then 
expressed by the observations made by the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. HawLey]. ButI wish to call attention to the fact that 
here is a provision of great import»nce, absolutely abolishing a 
military prison without having had the question at all considered 
by the proper committee of this body, the Committee on Military 
Affairs. So far as we know it has never considered this subject, 
and [ think it is very unwise for us in this way to dispose of a 
matter so important as is this proposition. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, with an amendment pend- 
ing now, it would not be in order to move to strike ont all on 
pages 122, 123, and 124 that has reference to this proposed change, 
because, of course, we must perfect the paragraph before any mo- 
tion to strike it out would be in order. I care very little what 
may be done with the proviso that is added by the Committee on 
Appropriations, whether it shall be voted in or voted out, but | 
certainly shall move, when the paragraph is perfected, to strike 
it out. 

I quite agree with everything that has been said by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. It is not fair nor just to the 
Army that those who are guilty of military offenses which do not 
involve moral turpitude (as the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN] says to me, a soldier may fall asleep at his post from fatigue, 
or under very grave and great temptation might desert the Army 
and be captured and brought back) should be put in the peniten- 
tiaries of the country with those who have been guilty of murder 
and other heinous crimes. 

Another thing, Mr. President. 
an enormous appropriation. If we are to care for the 
3,000 convicts who are turned out from the United States courts, 
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it will be necessary toexpend before we are through with it an 
amount of money that will probably run up into the millions, and 
there will be an enormous expenditure annually for the mainte- 
nance of the penitentiary. 

It seems to me there are abundant reasons other than those I 
have suggested, for I do not care to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate, why this legislation should not be entered upon. I do not un- 
derstand that it has met with the approval of the Secretary of 
War or that it has been considered by the War Department. Cer- 
tainly this very great departure, which proposes to make this 
mixture of criminals and those who are that only in name, per- 
haps, has not been considered by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. I‘know thateven among the new posts constructed through- 
out the United States theve are not in the guardhouses which have 
been erected facilities for the incarceration of men who have been 
guilty of military offenses which should be punished by impris- 
onment in a military prison. Whatever may be done with the 
proviso, I propose te move to strike out all of the bill relating to 
this transfer when the text shall have been perfected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senate, I will put in the Recorp in connection with my remarks 
made a few moments ago a summary of the prisons at which 
United States prisoners are kept: 

Per diem charge per capita for keeping United States prisoners at the various 
existing State institutions as existing December 18, 1894. 


California-—-State prisoners at San Quentin and Folsom, 50 cents. 

South Dakota—State Penitentiary, Sioux Falls, 50 cetits. 

Idaho—State Penitentiary, Boise City, 75 cents. 

Illinois—State Penitentiary, Joliet and Menard, 35 cents. 

Indiana—Staie Prison, Michigan City and Jeffersonville, 35 cents. 

lowa-—State Penitentiary, Anamosa and Fort Madison, 20 and 18 cents. 

Kansas—State Penitentiary, Lansing, 25 cents. 

Maine—State Prison, Thomaston, 25 cents. 

Maryland—State Penitentiary, Baltimore, 30 cents. 

Massachusetts—State Prison, Charlestown, 35.71 cents. 

Michigan—State House of Correction, Detroit, 21 cents. 

Minnesota—State Prison, Stillwater, 40 cents. 

Missouri--State Penitentiary, Jefferson City, 30 cents. 

Montana—State Penitentiary, Deer Lodge, $1. 

Nevada—State Prison, Carson City, $1. 

New Hampshire—State Prison, Concord, 35 cents. 

New Jersey—State Prison, ‘Trenton, 25 cents. 

New Mexico—State Penitentiary, Santa Fe, 75 cents. 

New York—Albany County and Erie County penitentiaries, 30 cents. 

New York—Monroe County Penitentiary, 28 cents. 

New York—Kings County Penitentiary, 28 cents. 

Ohio—State penitentiaries, Columbus, 30 cents. 

Oregon—State penitentiaries, Salem, 57} cents. 

a nsylvania—State penitentiaries, Philadelphia and Allegheny City, 40 
and 2% cents. 

Rhode Island—State Prison, Howards, 42$ cents. 

South Carolina—State Penitentiary, Columbia, 35 cents. 

Vermont—State Prison, Windsor, 50 cents. 

West Virginia—State Penitentiary, Moundsville, 40 cents. 

Wisconsin—State Prison, Waupun, 284 cents 

Wyoming—State Penitentiary, Laramie, 60 cents. 


It will be seen that there are 31 of these institutions; four chief 
ones. They are the house of correction in Michigan, the Albany 
County and Erie County penitentiaries in New York State, and the 
Kings Connty penitentiary in the same State. Just about one-half, 
1,180, of the United States prisoners are there kept at an average 
cost to the Government of 27 cents a day, or about ninety-eight 
or ninety-nine dollars per head a year. I venture to say that by 
the time you have expended two or three millions in a peniten- 
tiary for 2,500 convicts at Leavenworth, and after you have 
brought the prisoners from Alaska, Maine, and Florida, over the 
country, with the accompanying officers carrying the prisoners, 
it will cost you a great deal more than $98 a head. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the question is disposed of I desire to 
add to what has been said by the Senators who have preceded me 
that there is still another feature of this question. The morals, 
the health, and the good order of the — of the city of Leaven- 
worth are eed Ihave had a good deal of correspondence 
with the very best classes of citizens there, and they view with a 
great deal of apprehension the proposed change from military to 
judicial discipline in the prison management that will be left after 
the ~~ jurisdiction has been taken away. They believe, as 
these military gentlemen believe and as all our citizens who are 
interested believe and as I believe, that the army discipline and 
the army jurisdiction ought to be maintained over the military 
prison at Fort Leavenworth. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The proviso is absolutely necessary and 
ought to goin. I desire to say that the Senator from Nebraska 
[| Mr. MANDERSON] is very much mistaken when he makes the state- 
ment that this matter has not been considered by the War De- 
partment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It certainly never has been considered by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a different matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator says it has not been considered 
by the War Department. It has been considered by the War De- 
partment; it has been considered by the Attorney-General, and it 


is recommended because it is believed that it will be in th. .nterest 
of the War Department and the Army as well as in the interest 
of the public service. 


Ihold in my hand the hearings before the committee of the 
House of Representatives. Here is the statement of Maj. George 
B. Davis and Maj. Frank Strong: 


The CHAIRMAN. In the first place, Major Davis, have you any other state- 
ment except what is in here [referring to bundle of papers]? 

Major Davis. I can present briefly the reasons for the transfer as given in 
those papers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let us hear from you first, Major Davis, from a military 
standpoint, why the transfer of the United States military prison at Fort 
Leavenworth should be made to the Department of Justice. 


There is the question exactly, and here is the answer: 


Major Davis. The present prison now contains, or did on the 20th of No- 
vember, 418 inmates. Of the 418, 60 are of the regular convict class; that is, 
convicted of felony or offenses punishable by confinement in the peniten- 
tiary, and the rest of them, amounting to 350, are confined for no felony, but 
for purely military offenses, such as desertion, disobedience of orders, and 
other offenses which are not common-law offenses. Of the number which 
were confined there on the 20th of November over 250 were under 25 years of 
age, and of those under 25 the most were confined, I think, for desertion. 
They had no criminal antecedents; they had committed no common-law of- 
fense, but from the nature of things were obliged to serve out their sentence 
there with these 60 expert professional convicts, who practically become 
their instructors in crime; and from the point of view of the War Depart- 
ment it is this: That it is not doing its duty to those men; indeed, it is doing 
them harm all the time to continue that association of 250 boys, who have not 
any great will power or any strong purpose in life, confined there for one 
thing and another, but who are not criminals, with these 60 men of the crimi- 
nal class proper, the result of the association being to carry the 250 with them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that the only military prison you have? 

Major Davis. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the habit to send to this prison all the convicts of 
whatever character from any portion of the United States? 

Major DAvis. From all over the United States they are sent. 
wae CHAIRMAN. How much did the transportation cost for the fiscal year 

MM? 

Major DAvis. It costs about $100,000 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The transportation? ‘ 

Major Davis. The transportation, as you have to send a guard with them 
and pay the return travel of the guard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, what is the proposition of the Secretary of War in 
regard to these convicts? 

Major Davis. The proposition of the Secretary of War is this: Toabandon 
the prison as a military prison. Asan experiment it has proven a failure. 
It has been found instead of benefiting and reforming this c which are not 
criminals, the result of bringing them there and associating them with the 
convict class is to make them worse than they were when they were first 
taken there. So we propose to abandon the prison asa military prison and 
turn it over to the Department of Justice for use asa United States prison, 
retaining ths privilege of sending there a small contingent, which is now 60 
of persons who are convicted by courts-martial of offenses the punishment of 
which is confinement in the penitentiary, offenses in the nature of felonies, 
using the old understanding of the term, and it is proposed to retain these 
mere military prisoners at the posts in the guardhouses where their labor 
can be made use of, where they can not mix with the other class at all and 
where such reformatory influences ascan be brought to bear will be eoagns 
to bear, and wliere their labor can be used for the purpose of a class of police 
duties that soldiers ought not be expected to perform, You know at large 

»osts like Fort Sheridan there is a steam plant, as the barracks, etc., are 

eated by steam, and the handling of coal, and the shoveling of ashes, and 
making repairs of roads about the reservation is not the kind of police duty 
that can be economically performed by soldiers. There will be a detachment 
of these mere military prisoners there who will ee it, and they will 
there serve out their sentences rather than at a military prison. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your judgment, as well as that of the Secretary of War 
is that there will be a saving of $100,000 a year in the way of transportation if 
this change be effected’ Sr 

Major Davis. And the prisoners will then be living at the fort where they 
were convicted or transported a very short distance. : : 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you save so much in the wor of transportation; will 
you not also save in addition to that the charge for the support of the prison? 

Major Davis. There will be a considerable saving in that regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amounts to about $76,000 a year? 

Major Davis. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The War Department then would save $100,000 in trans- 
portation and $76,000 in support of this prison. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
make a comment there as we go along? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not see that that very admirable officer, 
Major Davis, makes any observation upon the immensely heavy 
item of transportation in bringing United States prisoners from 
all parts of the Union. 

r. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; that is commented on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That is another story. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, it is another story. It is another sav- 
ing of nearly $100,000; and that is the other story. I will come to 
itina moment. It is in the line of this $100,000. They give the 
cost of transporting prisoners within the reach of the military 
prison at Fort Leavenworth to distant United States prisons and 
show that there would be an immense saving in the transporta- 
tion of United States convicts to this prison rather than to more 
distant prisons. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Justaword. Thereis then the cost of trans- 


-porting 453 as inst the cost of transporting 2,200. 


Mr. COCKRELL. How about the 2,200? 
Mr HAWLEY. Two thousand two hundred United States 
prisoners will have to be sent to Fort Leavenworth. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. The Senator certainly does not 


understand any such stuff as that. We have a United States 
prison in New York. We havethemelsewhere. This is not to be 
the only United States prison in the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I find nothing said about any other. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have them all over the country and 
have had from the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Built by the Government? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is only one of many United States 
prisons that will be in the country. This is not to be the sole one. 
Convicts from Connecticut will not be sent to Fort Leavenworth. 
They will be sent to New York. Convicts from other places will 
not be sent here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One orthe other of us is very greatly mistaken. 
These 2,200 prisoners are represented in the statement I have here 
as being sent to San Quentin and Folsom in California, to Sioux 
Falls in South Dakota, Boise City in Idaho, Joliet and Menard in 
Illinois, Michigan City and Jeffersonville in Indiana, and a large 
number to the Albany County and Erie County penitentiaries, the 
Kings County penitentiary, etc. They are not United States 
prisons. There are four of them which, as we all know, are quite 
suitable State prisons, in which there are over 1,180 United States 
prisoners. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thereis not room enough at Fort Leaven- 
worth for all of the prisoners, and never will be. It will be filled 
as the other prisons are filled. But let me goon now. This is 
the very point the Senator is on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwant the chairman of the committee to state 
whether he knows of a single penitentiary built wholly by United 
States money and run by United States officers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know there is one in South Dakota, if the 
money appropriated by Congress for that purpose has been prop- 
erly expended. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
sume. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that while Dakota was a Ter- 
ritory thirty or forty thousand dollars was appropriated for the 
purpose of building a penitentiary at Sioux Falls. When the 
State was admitted into the Union the building was given to the 
State, and the Government of the United States has no peniten- 
tiary there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same act contained a provision for 
building two United States penitentiaries, did it not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The United States does confine prisoners 
in the penitentiary at Sioux Falls in a wing of our penitentiary. 
It was built at the time when there was quite a number of United 
States prisoners to be confined there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So with the Missouri penitentiary and peni- 
tentiaries at other places. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a proposition to transfer 2,200 pris- 
oners to that prison. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those within a reasonable distance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It does not say that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know that it says that just in that 
language, but if you will read what the War Department have to 
say, and they are not in favor of it, you will have their views. 
Let me read: 


Major Davis. The support of the prison is in the sundry civil bill. Theen- 
tire support of the prison is there, except ere allowance of the prison 
guard, and that is in the Army appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be how much? 

Major Davis. That would be about $58,000, the ex 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be altogether $134,000? 

Major Davis. Taking the saving in the Army bill, there would be $100,000 
for transportation and $58,000 for the support of the prison guard of 125 men. 

The CHAIRMAN. Hoid on one moment, so 1 can see if I understand you. 
Speaking from the standpoint of the War Department, there would be a sav- 
ing to that Department of $100,000 in the way of transportation in a year and 
$54,000 for the su rt of guards? 

Major Davis. Yes, sir. 

oat Aenean. And $76,000 for the prison, which is carried in the sundry 
civil bill? 

a Davis. I think the comparison should be made right in the sundry 
civil bill as to that, and the saving would be got down a little more closely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now make your statement as to the saving to the War 
Department. 

ajor Davis. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. State it. : 

Major Davis. It is this item of $76,040 that is appropriated for the support 
of the military prison, and that is in the sundry civil bill, and in the Army 
bill $158,000-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Of which $100,000 is transportation? 

Major Davis. Yes; and $58,000 for the support of the military guard. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be the entire saving to the War Department 
in the matter of appropriations? 

Major Davis. Yes, sir; those three items—one of them in the sundry civil 
bill and two in the Army bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Right in that connection, all the other information we can 
get from you would be contained in these papers? 


Referring to papers. 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, Major Strong, let me hear your views as to the 
licy of this transfer from the standpoint of the Department of Justice; 
it, as to the saving, if any. 
Major Strona. Well, I believe there would be a great saving—I can not 
state the sum exactly—in transportation, because this prison is very nearly 


It was built for a State penitentiary, I pre- 


nse of the guard. 
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in the center of the country geographically. It is surrounded by quite a 
number of districts; take Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, Indian Territory, 
Oklahoma, and that on of the country— 

The CHAIRMAN. And Missouri? 

Major Strone. No; Missouri has a prison of its own, from which United 
States prisoners— 

So Missouri has a prison of its own— 
would b ent to the penitentiary at Leavenworth. They are now sent, 
many of them, as faras Brooklyn, N.Y. I prepared a little table, I think [ 
gave it to Major Davis, showing about 10 districts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just give it. 

Major StronG. This shows the number of miles that would be saved if the 
prisoners from those districts had been sent to Fort Leavenworth instead of 
to Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Here is the list: Arkansas, western district, 56 prisoners; Texas, 
western district, 10; Texas, eastern district, 28, ete. The total 
amount of cost of transportation is $9,604.41. Then from Fort 
Smith to New York the distance is 1,537 miles, and the total num- 
ber of miles from these various points to New York is 15,455. 

Mr. Brooxsarre. Tellus about the relative difference in cost in takingcare 
of these prisoners. : 

_ Major Strona. That is a matter of estimate. Our prisoners are subsisted 
in the Brooklyn penitentiary at about 28 cents a day, { think. Their labor 
amounts to considerable. They are employed on all sorts of industries where 
their labor can be utilized. The 28 centsa day covers the cost of subsistence 
and clothing while in prison. In the jail of the District of Columbia, the 
bills for which are paid by the District attorney, the subsistence of prisoners 
is not over 10 cents a day. I presume that we give them a good army ration. 
As to the cost of clothing, guard hire,etc.,I do not know what would be a 
fair estimate. 


1} 
ut 


Major Davis. The expense of guarding prisoners in State prisons where 
they do not go outside of the walls to work is about $100 per inmate tis the 
largest expense. The mere matter of food is hardly anything in comparison. 
ajor StronG. We had in the District of Columbia on the Ist of July about 
two hundred and fifty or three hundred prisoners, at an expense of about 
$45,000 a year. Twenty-five thousand dollars of that is for pay of employees, 
and $20,000 is the entire amount for maintenance, including quite often a num- 
ber of items of repairs, which are paid from the same appropriation, so that, 
you can see, as Major Davis says, fhe guard hire is the largest item. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. In what sort of industries could you employ them? 
Major Strona. I understand there is no law specially prohibiting the em- 
ployment of United States prisoners (on any industry that could be made to 
ay) under the superintendence of United States officials. The only law | 
now of is one which provides that prisoners shall not be hired out. We 
could not work them on contract labor, but they could be employed as the 
military prisoners are now employed. The military prisoners are employed 
at Fort Leavenworth in making harness, saddlery, and everything of that 
kind. Iam informed that the productions of their labor are used by the 
Quartermaster’s branch of the service. They are articles of a different kin: 
from those ordinarily used, so that they would not conflict with free labor t 
any appreciable extent. 

Major Davis. They work out shoes for mules of a kind not found in the 
trade. They are small and more serviceable. They also dosome galvanized 
ironwork for the army ranges. The ranges are of a peculiar type, fitted for 
barrack cooking. They also make brooms. The idea is to make a strong, 
serviceable article, and a better one than can be bought. They also makea 
strong barrack chair of a kind not found in trade, being very heavy and bound 
with iron braces or hoops. All those are articles which are not staple articles 
of trade. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE (to Major Strong). 
oners have you now’? 

Major StronG. We had on the 30th of June, at the close of the fiscal year. 
about 2,000. That is an increase of about 200 over the last year. I should 
think that all the labor of the United States convicts could be utilized for 
their own support at least. You will probably remember that several years 
ago the best penitentiaries in the country were willing and anxious to take 
United States prisoners for nothing. The house of correction in Detroit 
was willing to do so, as well as the Albany Penitentiary and other large 
ones, such as those in Illinois and Ohio. United States prisoners are usually 
long-term men, men who are more intelligent than the ordinary criminals 
ey are counterfeiters, embezzlers, and sometimes cashiers, etc., of na 
tional banks. They make what prison people call “good prisoners.” They 
are not professional criminals, and, having plenty of time to learn a trade, 
they learn it well, and their services become valuable in time 

After the passage of this law prohibiting the hiring out of the United States 
prisoners we notified the penitentiary authorities that that system of labor 
must cease so far as United States convicts wereconcerned. They then noti 


About how many United States pris- 


ol 


fied the Government that they would be obliged to charge for the support 
the prisoners, because they claimed that the prisoners could not earn the 
cost of ~— rt. The Department is somewhat powerless, and we have to 
pay gene y just what the State institutions charge for support of our 
prisoners. In some instances, after personal interviews with the authorities, 
we have been able to lower the price, aud in most cases they are disposed te 
be quite fair. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It costs now about $659,000. 
Major Strong. Yes; last year $640,000 was the amount of the actual appro- 
priation. 
I have read this simply to show the views of the War Depart- 
ment, that this provision is recommended by the War Depart- 
ment and by the Attorney-General. I hope the amendment which 
has been proposed by the committee will be agreed to. Thena 
motion can be made after it is agreed to to strike out the whole 
paragraph. 

Mr. X DERSON. I care very little what becomes of the pro- 
viso. My attack is upon the whole paragraph. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be agreed to, and then 
the motion to strike out can be made, because this amendment is 
necessary if the other part goes in. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether he has any communication from the Secretary of 
War? He has read the testimony of Major Davis, a subaltern 
officer in the War Department, before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I understand. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Now, is there any communication from 
the Secretary of War or report from him upon this subject? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. When we were considering the bill Major 
Davis was before us as the representative of the War Department. 
I have no written communication from theSecretary of War, and 
I do not know whether the House committee had or not. They 
had before them, as this statement shows, a large number of 
papers, and there may have been written communications from 
the head of the Department, but they did not put them in here. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If argument was needed to show the wis- 
dom—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will allow the pending 
amendment to be agreed to, and then he can make a motion to 
strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I simply want to say in response to the 
Senator that if argument was needed to show the wisdom of a 
change in the rules of this body that shall permit committees cog- 
nizant of subjects and composed of members who by reason of 
their experience and training are fitted to deal with subjects to 
take charge of appropriation bills, it seems to me here is a case in 
point. The Senator tes read the testimony produced before the 
Committee on Appropriations of the other House, I take it, of Major 
Davis, of the War Department, and of Major Strong, of the De- 
partment of Justice. e produces no communication from either 
of the heads of the Departments, and we are to suppose that all 
that is indulged in in the way of testimony by these two subaltern 
officers are the statements of the heads of the Department of Jus- 
tice and the War Department. I have sent in vain to the docu- 
ment room of the Senate. I have sent to tiic Committee on Appro- 

riations since this document was produced by the Senator from 

issouri to obtain a copy; and I am told in the Appropriations 
Sommittee room that there are but two copies there. One has 
just been handed tome. There are none of them in the document 
room. None of us have had access to this document until this 
time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has never been printed by the Senate. It 
was printed by the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
for their own use, and it was only by courtesy thet I obtained the 
copy Lhave. The Senate committee has never had more than two 
or three. I think we got probably two or three copies. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is exactly what I am complaining 
of, that there is not the opportunity to the members of this body 
to receive the enlightenment the Senator from Missouri has ob- 
tained from Major Davis,of the War Department, and Major 
Strong, if I have his name correctly, of the Department of Jus- 
tice. 

Mr. President, I think that a matter so important as this, which 
proposes to change the entire military discipline of the Army, 
should certainly have gone to the-Committee on Military Affairs 
for its deliberation ak consideration before it went to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The Senator from Missouri speaks of 
United States penitentiaries. The fact is that there is not one in 
the United States to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘Not one. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But the prisoners or the convicts who are 
turned out by the United States courts throughout the country 
are sent in every instance to the State penitentiaries, and are there 
boarded at a comparatively slight expense compared with what it 
would cost to establish a great United States penitentiary for the 
care of judicial prisoners. 

It should not = forgotten in considering the matter of expense 
that the great bulk of the population of this country is along the 
seaboard; that the greater number, probably, of offenses for which 

ersons are convicted in United States courts are in the seaboard 
States; and yet thereis no calculation and no consideration of the 
question as to what it would cost to take thelarge body of judicial 
criminals convicted in United States courts in the Eastern States 
out to the penitentiary which it is proposed to establish at Leaven- 
worth, Kans. It is true it is central geographically, but it is not 
central from the point of the demand, that demand being regulated 
by the number of convicts who are turned out of the United States 
courts, 

But my main objection to this provision is that it proposes to 
make a new condition of affairs with reference to those who have 
been guilty of military crimes and militarymisdemeanors. There 
is no difficulty in se ting the very few in number who have 
been convicted of military offenses that partake of the nature of 
felonies from those who have been convicted by courts-martial of 
the minor military offenses. That can be done at the military 
prison at Leavenworth very easily. WhatI protest against is this 
embarkation upon the building of a ee that will un- 
questionably mean in time the expenditure of millions of money 
and an enormous expenditure annually for the support of the civil 
penitentiary. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have the very highest appre- 
ciation of the present administration of the War Department. It 
is excellent in all respects, so far as I can judge. But it seems to 
me that this measure proposes a change altogether too great and 


radical to be adopted in the short time which we have to consider 
it. It should not bein the main, it appears to me, a question of 
economy, but what will be the effect of this change upon the army 
prisoners. It has been stated that nearly 300 of them are men 
under 25 years of age. They are confined, the most of them, for 
some youthful foily, some breach of military discipline, rather 
than for anything that is criminal per se. 

_ At the present military prison they are separated from the pub- 
lic gaze. It is proposed under this change to make, instead of one 
prison, fifty or seventy-five, one at every large post in the coun- 
try, and there are over a hundred of them. The publicity which 
would necessarily be given to them would seem to me to be a great 
disadvantage. For instance, hereis a post near by, at Fort Myer. 
Nearly everybody visits it. If there is to be a party of young 
prisoners in prison garb there at work on the road everybody 
would see them and they would deeply feel the degradation and 
disgrace. It seems to me it would have a very injurious effect. 

Besides, I know of no at more demoralizing certainly than 

a post guardhouse, and that is just where the prisoners would 
have to be confined and be employed under guard. It would ap- 
pear to me to be very much worse in the way of discipline than 
the present arrangement. I certainly hope that some time will 
be given for the consideration of this matter; that the provision 
may be now stricken out, so that the subject may at another ses- 
sion receive the fuller consideration it ought to have. 
_ Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that a vote may be taken upon agree- 
ing to the proviso, because it is absolutely necessary that the pro- 
viso shall go in if the House provision remains in the bill. Then, 
when it is in, the Senator from Nebraska can move to strike out 
the whole paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee to insert the proviso on page 124. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out from line 4, page 122, 
to line 6 on page 124, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

_ The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning with 
line 4, page 122 of the bill, down to and including line 6 on page 
124, as amended, in the following words: 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., including all the buildings, 
grounds as now marked and designated, and other property connected there- 
with, is hereby transferred from the Department of War to the Department 
of Justice, to be known as the United States eee and to be used for 
the confinement of persons convicted in the United States courts of crimes 
against the United States and sentenced to imprisonment in a penitentiary 
or convicted by courts-martial of offenses now punishable by confinement in 
a penitentiary and sentenced to terms of imprisonment of more than one 
a: and the Attorney-General is hereby directed to transfer to the said 

Jnited States Te such persons now undergoing sentences of confine- 
ment imposed by the United States courts in State prisonsand penitentiaries 
as can be conveniently accommodated at the same penitentiary: Provided, 
That the said United States penitentiary shall be carried on in accordance 
with the provisions of sections 4, 5, 6, 7,8 and 9 of the act entitled “An act for 
the erection of United States prisons and for the imprisonment of United 
States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved ch 3, 1891: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, upon the request 
of the Attorney-General, to detail an officer of the Army to act temporarily 
as warden of the said Say. and to continue the military guard on duty 
thereat for such length of time, not exceeding ninety days, after the close of 
the current fiscal year, as may be deemed necessary to enable the prisoners 
and property to be transferred to the care and custody of the officers desig- 
nated by the Attorney-General to receive and care for the same: And pro- 
err That convicts in said United States penitentiary shall be em- 
ploy only in the manufacture of articles and the production of supplies for 
said penitentiary and in the manufacture of ot for the Government, 
and said convicts shall not be worked outside of Fort Leavenworth Military 
Reservation: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to transfer, on or before September 30,1895, such prisoners as may 
then be serving unexpired sentences of confinement at the military prison, 
for purely military offenses, to such military soe as he may designate for 
that purpose; and the commanding officers of the posts to which such mili- 
tary prisoners are transferred shall have care and custody of the said pris- 
oners and shall perform the duties now required of the commandant of the 
military prison under sections 1352 to 1361, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes. 
And the military prisoners so transferred, or who may hereafter be confined 
at hard labor at military posts, shall be governed by such regulations af- 
fecting their discipline, management, and control as may be prepared by the 
Secretary of War and published in general orders to the Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I rise to a privileged question. 
Mr. COCKRELL. One moment. I want tosubmit some com- 
mittee amendments, and then I shall be through. 

Mr. QUAY. This is a committee amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These are committee amendments. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish the Senator from Missouri, for a special 
reason, would permit me to call up an amendment now. Ido not 
think it will provoke any very lengthy discussion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield if it is convenient for the Sen- 
ate to take up thatnow. Ihave only three or four little amend- 
ments here. 3 : 

Mr. QUAY. Night before last, when the bill was pending and 
the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations were being 
considered, the item on pages 135 and 136, being the committee 
amendment in relation to the Government Printing Office build- 
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ing, was passed when I was not either giving it the attention it 
deserved or was notin my seat, or I certainly would have objected 
to it. It has been brought to my attention. 

I move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted. I understand the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations does not object to a reconsideration. 

I do not wish to occupy the attention of the Senate further than 
merely to direct it to the fact that the Senate having directly in- 
dicated its judgment in relation to the propriety of building a 
new Government printing house, as well as in relation to the 
selection of a site, this amendment, in my opinion, unless it can 
be otherwise explained by the Committee on Appropriations, will 
certainly anchor the selection of a site upon the old printing- 
house lot, or else will involve an absolute waste of $121,121.90 in 
the building of an annex to the old building. Is that the propo- 
sition of the Committee on Appropriations? If so, I will certainly 
find it necessary to antagonize it by an amendment fixing the 
printing-house site. z 

Mr. GORMAN. I will answer the Senator from Pennsylvania 
inamoment. At the last session of Congress we made an appro- 
priation of $75,000, to be expended by the Chief of Engineers, Col- 
onel Casey, for the purpose of putting a small addition on the 
Printing Office that should strengthen it, and so that the old por- 
tion of the building would not fall down upon the heads of the 
people who are employed there. The report of the engineer offi- 
cer shows a condition of affairs in the H-street wing that aston- 
ished all of us who had looked at it before. It is so insecure that 
the 1,500 people employed in that part of the building are liable 
to be crushed at any time. Under the authority granted the Com- 
mittee on Public Printing, with the approval of the Public Printer 
and at his suggestion and that of the engineer officer, three or four 
hundred tons were moved out of that building, and yet it remains 
so that the occupants are absolutely in danger now. ee 

Owing to the changes made by the printing law in the distribu- 
tion of documents and so on we were compelled to rent two floors 
of the building now used for a city post-office on G street, between 
Sixth and Seventh, and to rent in addition one or two other build- 
ings outside. The provision that is in the bill simply takes the 

ance of that appropriation of $75,000 to complete the work that 
is going on, and in addition appropriates $112,000 to put up a 
place io store the paper on a lot that is now owned by the Gov- 
ernment, not buying any more property. That is all there is of 
the amendment. On the report of the Chief of Engineers this is 
absolutely necessary, no matter whether a new building is con- 
structed or not, if you want to preserve the lives of those people 
there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, my attention has been called 
to this matter. 1am rather familiar with the locality. I wish to 
say that this is a proposition to expend $120,000 to build an abut- 
ment, I may say, on the old Printing Office. It is to be built ona 
little strip of land owned by the Government, 30 feet wide, run- 
ning the depth of the lot, and adjoining private property. The 
Government of the United States has always made it a rule to 
have a certain distance—never less than about 30 feet—between a 
Government building and any private property. 

I understand that this 30-foot.lot abuts right up against private 

roperty now built upon, so that a fire in any of the adjoining 
Seams would be communicated to this building; and I believe 
that part of H street is built up with not very good houses, houses 
that are liable to take fire at any time. It seems to me it would 
be unwise to fill this gap of 30 feet with a building of this kind. 
It is to be a sort of abutment on the old building, and the old 
building by common consent must be torn down. It appears to 
me that $120,000 is a very large sum to spend in building a house 
30 feet wide, and running back, merely to support the old building 
and to give some additional room. There is no doubt that it 
would be valuable for that purpose; but itis a bad location for 
this building. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that 
that lot is now owned by the Government. There are adjoining 
houses it is true, but we did not want to provide for the purchase 
of any more property there. Thisaddition is absolutely necessary 
in which to remove the machinery from the H-street building if 
it is desired to preserve the lives of those i. We thought, as 
did the Chief of Engineers, and Colonel Wilson who examined it, 
that no matter what may be done in regard to a building for the 
Government Printing Office hereafter, which it will take three or 
four years to construct, this addition is absolutely necessary if 
you want to save the lives of those people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The —_ is now occupied by the Govern- 
ment for stables and for litter, and it is to be built up with a 
‘Government building running up to private property. It seems 
to me that it is an injudicious investment. t have no doubt it 
would be a useful storehouse, but it seems to me before it is done 
the old on had better be torndown. If the Senate has made 
up its mind to locate the Printing Office building on this ground, 
then it would be better to tear down the old Printing Office block, 
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that will have to be torn down, and build the whole space with one 
building; but to put up anew building there costing $120,000, 
bordering on private property, occupied now by a stable, it seems 
to me is nota wise expenditure of money unless the Senate has 
made up its mind that on the whole this should be the fixed site 
of the public building. 

I think myself it is a very badselection. It was a bad selection 
when it was made. The ground is rather low. Itis at the corner 
of H and North Capitol streets. It is at a distance from the rail- 
road. There can not be any connection between the railroad and 
this building if it shall be adopted as the final Printing House. 
It would be an inconvenience. So far as lam concerned, I am 


not earns about any site; any of the proposed sites will do; 
but I think it ought to be a large block of ground. It will have 


to be a very large building; the lot ought to contain not less than 
120,000 feet, and it ought to be surrounded with an open space, 
so that the building could not be interfered with. It would be 
better to take the old corner down on F or G street; or to take 
what is called the Mahone lot; but whatever lot is taken it would 
be better than the old building, because if an addition is to be 
made to the old building it will be necessary to buy ground on 
the south of it for that purpose, and you will have to tear down 
= a number of houses, and pay at the rate, I am told, of three 

ollars and a half a foot. I do not know anything about that 
but simply what I have learned from the debate. I think it quite 
probable that we should have to pay three dollars and a half a 
foot for property which is pretty well covered with buildings 
which will afterwards have to be torn down. 

It seems to me that it is bad economy, especially to put a one 
hundred and twenty thousand dollar addition to an old building, 
which must be torn down at some time in the future, if the Print- 
ing Office is to be continued at that place. I think it would be 
better to strike out the whole provision, and let the question be 
settled as to the site. So far as [ am concerned, I should be will- 
ing to take a vote on the site, and let that determine the question. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to impress upon the Senator from Ohio 
that this appropriation has nothing whatever to do with the site 
for the Government Printing Office. The owners of lots in this 
city have prevented us for six years from getting a suitable site 
for a. new Printing Office, and I trust that squabble is not to be 
brought in in this case as to whether the building shall be located 
in one place or another, which has left the building, as it is. a 

| death trap. By direction of Congress the Committee on Public 
| Printing caused a thorough examination to be made by General 
Casey and Colonel Wilson, who found that the H-street wing of 
the Printing Office was in a worse condition than had ever been 
supposed by anybody who had examined it, and we caused two 
| divisions to be removed from the upper floor, and the heavy 
machinery and printing presses put upon the lower floor. 
| The Printing Office can not be removed from the present site 
| until we have another building entirely completed, and no relief 
can be had, for no houses can be rented in this city to accommo- 
date the Printing Office. It is therefore necessary to erect an ad- 
dition at the end of the fireproof building, which will still fur- 
ther relieve the H-street front. 
I say to the Senator from Ohio that if he would examine the 
report which was made on this question he would not hesitate 
about expending $120,000, no matter if it should be thrown away, 
and give the people who want to sell lots to the Government an 
opportunity to struggle to obtain their ends. But in the mean 
time we should endeavor to save the lives of the poor people who 
are employed in that building. 
Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator a question before he 
down? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator believe that unless this is 
done there is imminent danger at any time of a more lamentable 
tragedy happening than that which took place in Ford’s Theater 
building? 
Mr.GORMAN. TheSenator would be assured of that if he had 
been a member of the Committee on Printing and had heard the 
statements of the Public Printer and the poor people employed in 
the Printing Office, who are frightened to death daily by notices 
pinned on the wails that they must not walk over the shaking 
floors in a hurry, and by the reports which have been published and 
brought to their knowledge that the supports put in the H-street 
wing of the building are absolutely useless and can not be further 
strengthened. 7 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator believe, if this action is not 
had, that there will be imminent danger of that great building 
going down? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do; and I believe it so thoroughly that I 
would not remain in that building an hour, although it may pos- 


— stand. 

r. HALE. Iso understand it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave a diagram here of the long building 

proposed to be erected at the end of the present building, which | 
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am told will not support that building, except at one end. If the 
building is in such a dangerous condition we ought to vacate it 
and hire a place where the Government printing may be done. I 
should favor vacating a place which is said to be a death trap. I 
have heard that statement often made. If it is a death trap we 
ought not to continue it, and the two or three thousand people 
employed in the building ought to be removed at once and proper 
provision made for their protection. It seems to me the amend- 
ment proposed is a very poor remedy for a bad condition of affairs. 

As to the report which has been made by the officers named, I 
have not read it; but they are gentlemen of the very highest char- 
acter and standing. I think, however, all they have done has 
been to comply with requests made of them, to draw plans and 
specifications for a building of a certain size covering a certain 
lot. They probably have done that ably and well. But whether 
they say that a building at the end of the long frontage on H 
street can be made to support the main building, I very much 
doubt. It would not strengthen the foundation there, but the 
strengthening would be on the north end of that building, and it 
would not make safer any portion of the old building, which 
ought to be torn down, if that place is to be the final resting place 
for the Printing Office. 

Mr. QUAY. Inview of the explanation of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] I shall not offer the amendment | pro- 
posed, and shall not resist the adoption of the committee amend- 
ment; but I shall reserve the right to ask for a vote on concurrin, 
in the amendment, if it is thought proper to do’so, when the bil 
comes into the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TowLgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 2173) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 
1, 1889, and an act entitled “An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redis- 
tricting of the Indian od for judicial purposes, for an addi- 
tional judge and more Uni States commissioners, and to pre- 
scribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges and 
commissioners, and for other purposes. 


COURTS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. VILAS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Geogr osing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (5S. 2173) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act entitled ‘“‘An act to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes,” approved May 2, 1890; ‘‘to provide for the redistricting of the In- 
vian Territory for judicial pur 8, for an additional judge and more 
United States commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and 
authority of such Judges and commissioners, and for other porno having 
met, after full and free conference have to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the ae and insert: 

That the Territory known as the Indian Territory, now within the juris- 
diction of the United States court in said Territory, is hereby divi into 
three judicial districts, to be known as the northern, cent; and southern 
districts, and at least two terms of the United States court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall be held each year at each place of ae court in each district 
at such re times as the judge for such district shall fix and determine. 

The northern district shall consist of all the Creek country, allof the Sem- 
inole country, all of the Cherokee country, all of the country occupied by the 


Indian tribes in the Quapaw Indian ot , and the town site of the Miami 
o 


Townsite Company, and the places courts in said district shall be 
at Vinita, Miami, Tuhlequah, and Mu 


The central district shall consist of all the Choctaw country, and the places 
of pees courts in said district shall be at South McAlester, Atoka, Antlers, 
and Cameron. 

The southern district shall consist of all the Chickasaw country, and the 

laces of holding courts in said district shall be at Ardmore, Purcell, Pauls 
Valley, = and Chickasha. 

Seo. 2. t there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, two additional judges of the United States 
court in said Indian Territory, who shall hold their ee ilies offices for the 
term of four years from the date of their = unless sooner removed 
as provided by law, one of whom shall be the ju of the northern district 
and the other shall be the judge of the southern ict; and the judge of 
the United States court now in office shall, from and after said tents, 
be the judge for the central district, and shall hold his office for the term for 
which he was appointed: and during the period of their service said judges 
shall reside in the judicial districts for which they are eppciates: and said 
judges of the northern and southern districts shall each take the oath of 

uired by law to be taken —— judges of the district courts of the 
United States. The judge for each rict shall be paid a salary of $5,000 per 
annum, and allowed his n expenses when holding court away from 
home, the same to be paid from the of the United States in like 
manner as the salaries and allowances of the judges of the United States dis- 
trict courts. If the appointment of said judges, or any of them, shall not be 


made caring the present session, the President of the United States shall be 
and is hereby, empowered to make such tment during the recess of 
the Senate by granting commissions which expire at the end of their 
next session. 


The jnd: $ shall have, within the judicial districts for which they are ap- 
pointer, all such authority, both in term time and vacation, as to all matters 
and causes, both criminal and civil, pending or that may be brought in said 
districts, and shall have the same superintending control over commissioners’ 
courts therein, and the same authority in the judicial districts, to issue writs 
of habeas corpusand prohibition, injunction, mandamus, certiorari, and other 
remedial and final process as is now by law vested in the judge of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, or in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States. The judge of each district is authorized and empowed to 
hold court inany other district for the trial of any case which the judge of said 
other district is disqualified from trying, and the disqualifications under this 
act shall be the same as are provided by the laws of the State of Arkansas to 
disqualify the circuit judges of that State, except that no judge shall be dis- 
qualified by the filing of an affidavit of his prejudice. And whenever on ac- 
count of sickness, or for any other reason, the judge of any district is unable 
to perform the duties of his office, either of the other judges may act in his 
stead, in term time or in vacation. 

Until the appointment and qualification of said judges of the northern and 
southern districts, respectively, the judge of the United States court in the 
Indian Territory shall continue to perform all the duties and exercise all the 
authority that is now, or hereafter may be, conferred upon him as such 


judge. 

There shall be a by the President an attorney and marshal for said 
court in each of said districts, who shall continue in office for four years, and 
until their successors shall be duly appointed and qualified, and they shall 
discharge the like duties as other United States attorneys and marshals. 
Each of said marshals shall appoint ons or more deputies, who shall have the 
same powers, perform the like duties, and be removable in like manner as 
other deputy United States marshals; and said marshals shall give bond, with 
two or more sureties, to be approved by the judge for said district, in the 
sum of $10,000, conditioned as by law required in regard to the bonds of other 
United States marshals. The United States attorney for the Indian Terri- 
tory shall be the district attorney for the northern district as herein created. 
and the marshal in the Indian Territory shall be the marshal for said central 
district after this act goesinto effect. 

Each of the district attorneys in said Territory shall receive a salary of 
$4,000 per annum, and each of the marshals shall receive a salary of $4,000 per 
annum; and each of his deputies, not exceeding four in number, unless a 
greeter number be specially authorized by order of the district judge, en- 

red of record, shall receive a salary of $1,200 per annum and _ his reasonable 
and necessary expenses of travel and subsistence while on duty, to be ap- 
a by the judge for the district for which he is sauciate : Provided, 

atin case of emergency, either of said judges may authorize the appoint- 
ment of as eee deputy marshals as he may deem necessary for the enforce- 
ment of law and the suppression of crime, and such deputies shall receive the 
same rate of pay and expenses of travel for the time they may serve as regu- 
lar deputy marshals: And provided further, That the Attorney-General of 
the United States may, if in his judgment it shall be necessary, appoint an as- 
sistant attorney for each of said districts. 

Sxc. 3. That the clerk of the United States court in the Indian Territory, 
now in office, shall be clerk of the southern district, and the clerks of the cen- 
traland northern districts shall be a pointed by the respective judges thereof, 
and the clerk of each district shall reside and keep his office at one of the 

laces of posting court in his district. He shall perform the same duties and 

pe subject to the same liabilities as clerks of district courts of the United 
States, and, before entering upon his duties, he shall give bond in the sum of 
$5,000, with two or more sureties, to be approved by the judge of the district 
conditioned that he will faithfully discharge his duties as required by law. 
Each of said clerks shall appoint a deputy clerk for each court in his district 
where he himself does not reside. Such deputy clerk shall keep his office and 
reside at the place appointed for holding the court for which he is a) “pope 
and shall keep the records of said court and shall receive a salary of 8 200 per 
annum: Provided, That the appointment of such deputy shall be approved b 
the judge of the district, and may be annulled by said judge for cause, whic 
shall be stated on the records of the court, and the clerk shall be responsible 
for the official acts and negligence of his deputies. Each of the clerks in said 
Territory shall receive a salary of $3,000 per annum, and in all cases where 
said clerks are authorized or required to perform duties other than those per- 
formed by the clerks of the district and circuit courts of the United States, 
they shall be entitled to retain, for their own use and benefit, such fees as 
may be allowed by law for such services. 

Sec. 4. That each judge of said court shall have the powers conferred by 
law upon United States circuit courts to appoint commissioners within the 
district in which he presides, who, at the time of their sopintasens. shall be 
duly enrolled apeorneys of some court of record of the United States or of 
some State, and shall be competent and of good standing, and shall be known 
as United States oners, but not exceeding six commissioners shall 
be appointed for any district hereinbefore constituted: Provided, That the 
present commissioners shall b: included in that number and shall hold office 
under their existing ae po nts, subject to removal by the judge of the dis- 
trict where said commissioners reside, for causes ae by law. The 
judge for each district may fix the place where, or the time when, each com- 
missioner shall hold his regular terms of court. 

The order a ting such commissioners shall be in writing and shall be 
spread upon the records of one of the courts of the district for which they 
are a ted, and such order shall designate, by metes and bounds, the por- 
tion of the district for which they are appointed. They shall have all the 
powers of commissioners of the circuit courts of the Unitec States. They 
shall be ex officio notaries public and ex officio justices of the peace within 
= a portion of the district for which they are appointed, and shall 

ve 


power as such to solemnize marri 


iages. 

The provisions of ter 45 of Mansfield’s it of the General Laws of 
Arkansas, entitled “* inal law,” except as to the crimes and misdemean- 
ors mentioned in the proviso of this section, and chapter 46 of said laws of 
Arkansas, contained in said digest, entitled “ Criminal procedure,’ and chap- 


ter 91 of said general laws, regulating the jurisdiction and procedure before 
justices of the Pay in civil cases, be, and theyare hereby, extended to and 
put in force in the Indian Territory; and the jurisdiction to enforce said pro- 
visions is hereby conferred upon the United States court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory: ( That in all cases where the laws of the United States and 
the said criminal laws of Arkansas have provided for the punishment of the 
same offenses the laws of the United Sta’ shall govern as to said offenses, 
except for the crime of larceny, the punishment for which shall be that pre- 
scribed by the laws of the State of Arkansas, any law in force in said Indi 
Territory to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The original urisdiction of such commissioners as justices of the peace in 
civil cases in all those classes of cases where jurisdiction is by this act 
conferred upon the United States court in the Indian Territory, be exclusive 
where the amount or value of the demand or of the property or thing in con- 
‘troversy does not exceed $100. 

That said commissioners, acting as justices of the in criminal 
shall have jurisdiction to hold pre nary examinatious and discharge, hol 
to bail, or commit in cases of offenses which, under the laws applicable to the 
Terri , amount to felonies. 

A may be taken to the United States courts in the Indian Territory, 


1895. 





in said districts, respectively, from the final judgment of said commissioners, 
acting as justices of the peace, in all cases; and such appeals shall be taken in 
the manner that appeals may be taken from the final judgments of the justices 
of the peace under the provisions of said chapter 91 in civil cases and chapter 
46 in criminal cases of the laws of Arkansas: Provided, Tnat no appeal shall 
be allowed in civil cases where the amount of the judgment, exclusive of cost, 
does not exceed $20. Each of said commissioners in said Territory shall re- 
ceive a salary of $1,500 per annum, and all fees collected by him shall be paid 
over to the clerk of the district. : 

Sec. 5. That the judge in each district may appoint a constable for each of 
said commissioners’ distric pecemqpetes by the court, which appointments 
shall be in writing and s upon the records of one of the courts in said 
district, and the constable so appointed shall perform all the duties required 
of constables by the laws of the State of Arkansas, chapter 24 of Mansfield’s 
Digest. Each of said constables shall receive a salary of per annum. 
Each of said commissioners and constables shall ap a careful account of all 
fees, fines, and costs collected by him, and shall settle with and the same 
to the clerk of the district at the end of every quarter, who shall pay the 
same into the Treasury of the United States. Said commissioners and con- 
stables, before entering upon the discharge of their duties, shall execute to 
the United States, for the security of the public, a good and sufficient bond 
in the sum of $2,000, to be approved by the judge appointing him, conditioned 
that he will faithfully discharge the duties of his office and account for, all 
moneys coming into his hands; and he shall take an oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States and to faithfully perform the duties required 
of him, which bond and oath shall be filed with the clerk in the district for 
which the appointment is made. a 

Src. 6. That jurors for each term of said court in each district shall be se- 
lected and summoned in the manner provided by the statute laws of the 
State of Arkansas now in force in said Territory. : er 

Suc. 7. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses of which the United 
States court in the Indian Territory shall have jurisdiction shall be had 
within the district in which said offense shall have been committed, and 
in the court nearest or most convenient to the locality where it is commit- 
ted, to be determined by the judge on motion to transfer the trial of the case 
from one court to another. All civil suits shall be brought in the district in 
which the defenaant or defendants reside or may be found; but if there are 
two or more defendants residing in different districts the action may be 
brought in any district in which either of the defendants may reside or be 
found; and if a resident, in the court nearest to his residence. ll cases shall 
be tried in the court to which the process is returnable, unless a change of 
venue is allowed, in which case the court shall change the venue to the near- 
est place of holding court within the district, and any civil cause may be re- 
moved to another district for trial if the court shall so order, on the applica- 
tion of either party. , : 

Seo. 8. That any person, whether an Indian or otherwise, who shall, in said 
Territory, manufacture, sell, give away, or in any manner, or by any means, 
furnish to anyone, either for himself or another, any vinous, malt, or fer- 
mented liquors, or any other intoxicating drinks of any kind whatsoever, 
whether medicated or not, or who shall carry, or in any manner have car- 
ried, into said Territory any such liquors or drinks, or who shall be inter- 
ested in such manufacture, sale, giving away, furnishing to anyone, or carry- 
ing into said Territory any such liquors or drinks, shall, wpon conviction 
thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $500 and by imprisonment for 
not less than one month nor more than five years. 

Sec. 9. That the United States court in the Indian Territory shall have ex- 
clusive original jurisdiction of all offenses committed in said Territory, of 
which the United States court in the Indian Territory now has jurisdiction, 
and after the Ist day of September, 1896, shall have #xclusive original juris- 
diction of all offenses against the laws of the United States, committed in 
said Territory, except such cases as the United States court at Paris, Tex., 
Fort Smith, Ark., and Fort Scott, Kans., shall have acquired jurisdiction of 
before that time; and shall have such original jurisdiction of civil cases as is 
now vested in the United States court in the Indian Territory, and appellate 
jurisdiction of all cases tried before said commissioners, acting as justices of 
the ce, where the amount of the judgment exceeds $20. 

All laws heretofore enaeted conferring jurisdiction upon United States 
courts held in Arkansas, Kansas, and Texas, outside of the limits of the In- 
dian Territory, as defined by law as to offenses committed in said Indian Ter- 
Lip # as herein provided, are hereby repealed, to take effect on September 
1, 1896; and the jurisdiction now conferred by law upon said courts is hereby 

riven from and after the date aforesaid to the United States - »urt in the In- 

ian eeribewe Provided, That in all criminal cases where said courts out- 
side of the Indian Territory shall have, on September 1, 1896, acquired juris- 
diction, they shall retain jurisdiction to try and finally dispose of such cases. 
Every case, civil or criminal, pending in the United States court in the Indian 
Territory shall be tried and disposed of by the court where the same is pend- 
ing. unless the venue therein be changed, as herein provided. 

Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the marshals appointed under this act 
to provide, under the direction and with the approval of the judge of the 
district, suitable buildings and rooms for holding said courts in their respec- 
tive districts. They shall also procure suitable offices for the clerks and 
marshals. Any contract for these purposes shall be approved by the judge 
only after personal inspection of the premises leased, and any contract for a 

eriod longer than six months shall be reported to the Attorney-General for 

is approval. Said marshals shall also peerste suitable prisons in each dis- 
trict at the places of holding said court for the confinement and safe-keeping 
of all prisoners committed by said court and the commissioners appointed 
under this act, and all other prisoners in } custody. 

Sec. 11. That the judges of said court constitute a court of appeals, to 
be presided over by the judge oldest in commission as chief justice of said 
court, and said court shall have such jurisdiction and powers in said Indian 
Bg pee and such nee superintending control over the courts thereof 
as is conferred upon the supreme court of Arkansas over the courts thereof 
by the laws of said State, as provided by chapter 40 of Mansfield’s Digest of 
the Laws of Arkansas, and the provisions of said chapter, so far as they relate 
to the jurisdiction and powers of said supreme court of Arkansas as to ap- 

als and writs of error, and as to the trial and decision of causes, so far as 
hey are M4 shall be, and they are hereby, extended over and put in 
force in the Indian Territory; and appeals and writs of error from said court 
in said districts to said appellate court, in criminal cases, shall be prosecuted 
under the provisions of chapter 46 of said Mansfield’s Digest, by this act put 
in force in the Indian Territory. But no one of said judges shall sit in said 
appellate court in the determination of any cause in which an appeal is prose- 
cuted from the decision of any court over which he presided. In case of said 
presiding judge being absent, the jndge next oldest in commission shall pre- 
side over said appellate court, and in such case two of said judges shall con- 
stitute a quorum. -In all cases where the court is 


= we divided in opinion, 


udgment of the court below shall stand affirm 
rits of error and appeals from the final decision of said appellate court 
shall be allowed, and may be taken to the circuit court of appeals for the 
eighth judicial circuit in the same manner and under the same regulations 
as appeals are taken from the cireuit courtsof the United States. Said ap- 
pellate court shall appoint its own clerk, who shall hold his office at the 
pleasure of said court, and who shall receive a salary of $1,200 per annum. 
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The marshal of the district wherein such appellate court shall be held shall 
be marshal of such court. Said appellate court shall be held at South Mc- 
Alester, in the Choctaw Nation, and it shall hold two terms in each year, at 
such times and for such periods as may be fixed by the court. 

Sec. 12. That there shall be allowed to said attorneys, marshals, and clerks 
of the court of appeals and district courts the same fees as are allowed to 
like officers in chapter 16, Title Judiciary, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and as are allowed in chapter 63 of the laws of Arkansas, in 
all cases where such fees or taxed costs are paid by individuals or corpora- 
tions, and they shall each keep careful account of all such fees collected by 
him, and account to the clerk of the court of appeals for all of the same in ex- 
cess of their respective salaries, making settlement therefor with said clerk 
at the end of each quarter of the fiscal year. And the said clerk of the court 
of appeals shall at the end of each quarter pay the moneys or fees so received 
by him to the assistant treasurer of the United States in St. Louis, Mo. 

Sec. 13. That none of the provisions of any other acts, or of any of the laws 
of the United States, or of the State of Arkansas, heretofore put in force in 
said Indian Territory, except so far as they come in conflict with the provi- 
sions of this act, are intended to be repealed, or in any manner affected by this 
act, but all such acts and laws are to remain in full force and effect in said 
Territory. ; 

And the House agree to the same. 

Change the title so as to read: “An act to provide for the appointment of 
additional judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, aud for 


other purposes.” 
And the House agree to the same. 


WM. F. VILAS, 
H. M. TELLER 
O. H. PLATT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
D. B. CULBERSON, 
J. W. BAILEY, 
GEO. W. RAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. VILAS. At the request of several Senators I ask that the 
conference report be printed, and I give notice that I shall to- 
morrow, at some convenient time, call it up for disposition. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “” 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.8518) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BRICE. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 12,0n page 58, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to strike out “ fifty” and insert ‘‘seventy;” so 
as to read: 

Suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes: For expenses incurred under 
the authority or with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury in de- 
tecting, arresting, and delivering into the custody of the United States mar- 
shal having jurisdiction, dealers and pretended dealers in counterfeit money, 
and persons engaged in counterfeiting Treasury notes, bonds, national-bank 
notes, and other securities of the United States and of foreign governments, 
as well as the coins of the United States and of foreign governments, and 
other felonies committed against the laws of the United States relating tothe 
pay and bounty laws, including $4,000 to make the necessary investigation of 
claims for reimbursement of expenses incident to the last sickness and burial 
of deceased pensioners under section 4718 of the Revised Statutes, and for no 
other purpose whatever, $70,000. 

Mr. PLATT. What is that amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an increase of the amount appro- 
priated for suppressing counterfeiting and othercrimes. It is the 
estimate made by the Secretary of the Treasury and transmitted 
to Congress. The House of Representatives only allowed $60,090 
for this purpose, and we made no change. I understand from the 
Senator from Ohio, however, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
says it will be absolutely disastrous if he does not have the whole 
amount he estimated for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. At the ae time I wish to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr.QUAY. Are these committee amendments? 

Mr.COCKRELL. The amendment just made is a committee 
amendment so far as a number of us could get together and agree 
— it. I have some committee amendments which I wish to 
offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Brice} later. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I wish to offer some committee amendments, 
and afterwards the Senator from Ohio can offer his amendment. 

Mr.BRICE. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the end of line 10, on page 3, I offer an 
amendment providing for a public building at Cumberland. The 
law has been passed, and the amendment has been reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 10, on page 3, it is proposed to in- 


sert: 
For public building at Cumberland, Md.: For purchase of site and the 
commencement of building, $25,000; and the Secretary of the Treasnry i 


authorized to contract for the completion of said building at a cost not to 
exceed $75,000. 
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Mr, COCKRELL. That is the limit prescribed in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer another amendment to carry out a 
report from the Committee on Public Lands, and I understand 
from the Senator from California that it is declared to be abso- 
lutely necessary. The recommendation for it comes from the 
Secretary of the eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, after the amendment just adopted, 
it is proposed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to make such additions to and 
alterations in the United States court-house and post-office building at Los 
Angeles as he may find necessary, $5,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 4, at the end of line 15, I move to 
insert what I send to thedesk. There was a law passed some time 
ago authorizing the construction of a public building at Meridian, 
Miss., to cost not exceeding $50,000. There was a subsequent law 
passed authorizing the courts to be held there, and the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have reported an extension of 
the cost of the building from $50,000 to $80,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. _ 

The Secretary. On page 4, after line 15, it i8 proposed to in- 
sert: 

For court-house and post-office at Meridian, Miss.: For commencement of 
construction of building, $25,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized to contract for the completion of said building at a cost not exceeding 
$80,000 for both the site and the building. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to come in at the end 
of line 18, on page 4. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. — 

The Secretary. After line 18, on page 4, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For public building at Newport, Ky.: To enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to select, designate, and procure by purchase, or otherwise, a_ suitable 
site, and commence the construction of the public building provided by law 
to be erected in Newport, Ky., the sum of ,000; and if said site shall be 
obtained by purchase, the cost thereof shall not exceed said sum; and the 
Secretary is authorized to contract for the construction of the entire build- 
ing. its cost not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. _I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 13, on page 103, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The President of the United States is authorized to appoint, immediately 
after the passage of this act, three persons, who shall have power to meet and 
confer with any similar committee which meee appointed by the Govern- 
ment of Great britain, or of the Dominion of aoa and who shall make in- 
quiry and report whether it is feasible to build such canals as shall enable 
vessels engaged in ocean commerce to pass toand fro between the Great Lakes 
and Atlantic Ocean, with an adequate and controllable supply of water for 
continual use; where such canals can be most conveniently located, the prob- 
abie cost of the same, with estimates in detail; and if any part of the same 
should be built in the territory of Canada, what regulations or treaty ar- 
rangements wilil be nece: between the United States and Great Britain to 
preserve the free use of such canal to the people of this country at all times; 
and all necessary facts and considerations relating to the construction and 
future use of deep-water channels: between the Great Lakes and the Atlantic 
Ocean, The persons so appointed shall serve without compensation in any 
form, but they shall be paid their actual traveling and other necessary ex- 
penses, not exceeding in all $16,000, for which purpose the said sum of $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

The President may, in his discretion, detail as one of such persons an officer 
of the Army or Navy. 


Mr. VILAS. Just one word, Mr. President. I do not wish to 
detain the Senate. This amendment is in the same words as a 
joint resolution which was — upon the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota unanimous by few days since, and by an under- 
standing with him it was to be moved upon this bill. 

I understand also that the committee is ready to accept the 
amendment; and unless there is occasion for discussing it I shall 
not take the time of the Senate in doing so. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. FRYE. I offer an amendment, to come in after line 20, on 
page 100, : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 20, on page 100, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, is hereby authorized and di- 
rectec to expend from the appropriation of $37,000 for the improvement of 
the harbor at Oswego, N. Y., e by the river and harbor appropriation 
act passed at the second session of the Fifty-third Congress, not to exceed 
$800 for the purpose of making a survey, examination, and preparation of the 
project for the construction of an east ‘breakwater or jetty at the mouth of 


the Oswego River, for the protection of the harbor and to render entrance 
to it easy and safe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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‘ Mr. WOLCOTT, I offer an amendment which has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance, and I ask to have it in- 
serted after line 15 on page 136. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ The amendment will be stated. 
_ The Secretary. After line 15 on page 136 it is proposed to 
insert: 

That whenever the President of the United States shall determine that 
this Government should be represented at any international conference 
called with a view to secure, internationally, a fixity of relative value be- 
tween gold and silver, as money, by means of a common ratio between those 
metals, with free mintage at such ratio, the United States shall be repre- 
sented at such conference by nine delegates, to be selected as follows: he 
President of the United States shall select three of said delegates; the Senate 
shall select three members of the Senate as delegates; and the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall select three members of the House as delegates. If at any 
time there shall be any vacancy such vacancy shall be filled by the President 
of the United States. And for the compensation of said delegates, together 
with all reasonable expenses connected therewith, to be approved by the 
Secretary of State, including the proportion to be paid by the United States 
of the joint expenses of such conference, the sum of $100,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. ALLEN. I make the point of order on that amendment 
that it is general legislation on a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that it proposes an appropriation far a 
specific purpose detailed in the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And it is proposed by a standing committee 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. And is demanded by the best interests of the coun- 


try. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado submits 
an amendment, against which the Senator from Nebraska makes 
the point of order. The Chair would be glad to hear the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Connecticut, as he did not distinctly hear 
the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. PLATT. I said it was a specific item of appropriation, rec- 
ommended by a standing committee. and all the legislation con- 
tained in it was a direction as to how the money should be expended. 
: me WOLCOTT. And it is to carry out the provisions of exist- 
ing law. 

r. HALE. And is in order. 

ee: If in order, I desire to submit some observations 
upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the suggestion 
of the Senator, without an argument. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I simply desire to suggest that 
this amendment proposes to create a permanent commission to 
represent the United States Government in an international mone- 
tary conference. That is its ostensible purpose. The appropria- 
tion of $100,000 is simply an incident of the principal purpose of 
the amendment, which is general legislation. I simply desire to 
call attention to the fact that amendments much less obnoxious 
to the rule than this have been ruled out on the point of order that 
= were general legislation. 

r. BUTLER. I suggest to the Chair thatif there is any doubt 
about it he submit the question to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine the point 
of order. The Chair overrules the point of order made by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me we can _ not dispose of this 
matter without discussing it. If it is insisted upon it will lead 
to a great deal of debate, in my opinion. I do not think the bill 
can pass with such a provision in it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Phat is acurious suggestion, Mr. President, 
that an appropriation bill can not be passed with an amendment 
in it providing for an international monetary conference. I un- 
derstand, however, that the Chair has decided the point of order 
raised on the amendment, and that the question is now on its 
adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer an amendment, to come in 
on page 100, after line 8. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 8, on page 100, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to oqecias a 
board, to consist of three officers of the Engineer Co not below the rank 
of lieutenant-colonel, who, together with the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army, shall make a careful and critical examination of the bar of the 
Yaquina Bay, in Oregon, with a view to a project for deeper water, and shall 
report the result of such investigation, with estimate of cost, to the next 
regular session of arene: Provided, That such selection of engineers shall 
be from those not stationed on the Pacific coast: And provided further, That 
the cost of said investigation and also surveysand the expenses of said board 
shall be defrayed from the balance of money available of the appropriation 
| made for a harbor at Yaquina Bay, in Oregon, by act of Con- 
| gress of August 7, 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. I ask that the amendment which I have sent to 
the desk be now stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


1895. 


The SECRETARY. 
proposed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to lease and 
tions for the office of internal-revenue service at Colum 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROACH. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After line 24, on page 93, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, within 
his discretion, to establish a military post at or near the city of Bismarck, N. 
Dak., in place of the present tat Fort Yates, to be abandoned, as. in his 
judgment, shall best subserve the public interests: Provided, That a sufficient 

uantity of land, asin the opinion of the Secretary of War will be suitable 
or the purpose, shall be donated free of cost to the United States. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Has that amendment been reported from 
any committee? 

Mr. ROACH. It has not been. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 
I believe there has been an amendment inserted after line 11, on 
page 78, and I wish my amendment to come in at the end of the 
amendment already adopted at that point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcrETARY. After the amendment adopted on page 78, 
following line 11, it is proposed to insert: 

For continuing the work of the Commission appointed under section 16 of 
the act entitled “An act making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894," approved March 3,1893,including the unexpended bal- 
ance of the present appropriation, $30,000, to be immediately available; and 
the President is hereby authorized to appoint two additional members of said 
Commission, who shall receive the compensation provided in said act for 
members of said Commission: Provided, That so much of said act as author- 
izes the employment of a stenographer and a surveyor, or other assistant or 
agent, is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. WASHBURN. I offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of line 23, 
on page 17, the following: 

At or near Squaw Point, Little Bay de Noquet, a light at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

Mr. QUAY. I offer an amendment to come in on page 15, line 
15, after the word ‘*‘ harbor.” ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after line 15, on page 15, to in- 
sert: 


Overfalls Shoal light vessel, New Jersey: Constructing, equipping, and 
outfitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel, with steam 
fog signal; and the Light-House Board is authorized to employ tempo- 
rarily at Washington three draftsmen, to be paid at current rates, to pre- 
pare the plans for the light-house vessels for which appropriation may be 
made during the Fifty-third Congress, such draftsmen to be paid from the 
appropriation for building said vessels; such employment to cease and de- 
termine onor before the date when, the plans for such vessels being finished, 
proposals for building said vessels are invited by advertisement, $70,000. 


Mr. QUAY. That amendment is reported from the Committee 
on Commerce, and also by the Light-House Board, and it is in 
the class of indispensable appropriations in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the year ending June 30, 1894. I sub- 
mit it at the request of the Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, the 
Boston and Philadelphia Steamship Company, and other firms of 
Boston and Philadelphia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to state tothe Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that the Committee on Appropriations was just as liberal as 
it could well be in putting on additional appropriations for light- 
houses and lights and for the Life-Saving Service, etc. There are 
enough estimates submitted as indispensable by the Light-House 
Board to cover four or five times or ten times nearly the amount 
put in the bill. In other words, it seems that the Light-House 
Board in making the estimate—it is true it is not the present 
board—put almost everything in as indispensable. During the 
last session of Congress they were required to make an estimate 
of what was indispensable. They made an estimate, a compara- 
tively reasonable one, and this time in their general estimate un- 
der the head of ‘‘ indispensable” they putin everything they would 
like to have. That is the way this is estimated for. I had hoped 
that Senators would not press their amendments, as we can not 
construct all these works Inone year. We might as well attempt 
to construct in one year all the public buildings needed as to at- 
tempt to construct these improvements. 

Mr. QUAY. I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to a note found in the report of the Light-House Board: 

The entrance to Delaware Bay is shoal on the northern side from Cape 
May to the Overfalls buoy and “steep to” at Cape Henlopen. This makes it 


the more necessary that the point should be well marked by alight vessel 
having a powerful fog signal. 


On page 53, line 4, after the word “‘ act,” it is 


provite. accommoda- 
gus, Ohio, $1,000. 
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_I am not going to press the amendment, of course, if it is objec- 
tionable to the Committee on Appropriations. That would merely 
subject the committee of conference to alittle amnoyance and 
result in no good. If the Senator from Missouri insists that he 
will not accept the amendment I will not press it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL. [I offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, at the end of line 10, after the 
amendment heretofore oleted insert: 


For fireproofin;: the roof and other portions of National Statuary Hall and 
preparing the old gallery for the reception of statuary, preserving the pres- 
ent interior and exterior features of the same, except an addition to each 
side of the skylight therein, a commission is hereby authorized and estab 
lished, consisting of the Architect of the Capitol and Bernard R. Green, 
superintendent and engineer of the building for the Library of Congress, 
with authority to take charge of, design, construct, and complete the work 
hereby authorized, to make contracts for the same, or for any parts thereof, 
after properly advertising the same, and to employ such draftsmen, skilled 
and other labor as may be necessary and not provided for by contract: and 
the sum of $60,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, an 
shall be available until the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897: Pro- 
vided, That the said Bernard R. Green shall receive in full compensation for 
= services on said commission the sum of $1,500 in addition to his present 
salary. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I beg pardon for occupying 


the time of the Senate at this late period, but I will say as the 
Irishman said when he prayed, ‘‘O, Lord, I am not always teasing 





you.” |{Langhter.] Before I discuss the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds I want to put 


in a word or two about the Capitol. 

It is to be hoped that not many years will go by before our Na- 
tional Capitol will be finished, though I can hardly expect to live 
to see it done, and finished in accordance with the expectations of 
the builders of the wing extensions. The anomalous superiority 
of the wing fronts when contrasted with the central fronts, the 
architectural differences and the inferiority of the western to the 
eastern central front is not likely so to permanently remain, but, 
as was originally expected, the western central front will be 
slightly extended and the pediment supported by a greater nam- 
ber of columns, corresponding in dignity and grandeur with those 
on the eastern front, to which it is well entitled, as, contrary to 
early expectation, the expansion of the city has been largest west- 
ward, and the western front is now something more than a back 
door to the Capitol. When both the east and west central fronts 
shall have been a little extended a broader apparent base will be 
in sight for the support of 2 Dome which, if not the largest in the 
world, has no rival in the beauty of its graceful proportions. 

All this must, however, be postponed for a present necessity, 
and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds now ask 
only that the roof of the Capitol shall be made fireproof. 

One fact here is growing prominent; that is to say, our Gov- 
ernment is subject to greater delay and to more sore inconven- 
ience in obtaining needed and proper appropriations for its official 
accommodations in this District than when asked for in the most 
distant towns and cities of the Union. Our country has largely 
outgrown the buildings constructed forits early accommodation. 
The Government of 44 States must necessarily have far more of- 
ficers and employees at its capital than were required for 13 States 
or for 30. The superb building for the State, War, and Navy De- 
partments is already only large enough for the War and Navy 
Departments, and both Secretaries Herbert and Lamont will suf- 
fer from insomnia so long as a third party continues to snore in 
their bed. 

A new building has long been urgently asked for either the In- 
terior Department or for the Patent Office. One or the other 
must get out. A large and safe Government printing establish- 
ment should have been begun long ago. A hall of records to re- 
lieve the Executive Departments from the storage of a vast accu- 
mulation of papers that must be preserved though rarely wanted, 
has met with favor here but lags elsewhere. All the room of the 
Capitol will soon be required for the exclusive use of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and the Supreme Court the 
United States must be appropriately provided for as a coordinate 
branch of the Government. The National Museum, visited by 
$19,930 persons in 1893, the last year of which a report has been 
made, already one of the most valuable educational institutions 
in Washington, would be immensely advanced in usefulness if its 
buildings were thrice as large, so that its multitudinous American 
treasures already accumulated and yearly increasing from all our 
States and Territories could be utilized, but which now lie dormant 
and stored away out of sight in cellars and divers way places. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia suffer greatly 
from the want of a decent building, constructed for their use. 
No city of 250,000 inhabitants in our country requires its officers 
to conduct its municipal affairs in such inadequate and incon- 
venient accommodations as those of Washington. Not one of 
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the wants I have enumerated is imaginary or remote, as the 
increasing rentals we are paying for the temporary use of build- 
ings in various parts of the city sufficiently demonstrate, and yet 
milli ons for Government use elsewhere now—perhaps properly 
enough—in this bill are sure of Congressional favor, while the 
manifest necessities here constantly in sight of every member of 
Congress, but unfortunately not in sight of their constituents, 
will be po tp med toa more c mvenient season, 

But the amendment presented by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, calling comparatively for only the small 
appropriation of $60,00° for fireprooiing the roof of the Capitol, 
would seem to be not less urgent than any which have been asked 
for in any part of the country. The members of Congress alone 
will be held responsible for any nonaction, and nonaction would 
surely place them in the category of blacksmiths’ horses and shoe- 
makers’ wives, which must ever go barefoot. 

It may not be known to every Senator that all of the roof of the 
old portion of the Capitol, or that over the old Sena iv Chamber and 
over the old Hall of the House of Representatives, now the Statu- 
ary Hall, is constructed entirely of wood, including the outer and 
inner roofs, some distance apart, trussed together, and all of wood. 
Of course these old roofs should have been reconstructed long ago. 
It is a reproach upon us all that they have not been sooner made 
fireproof. The risk is too great to be tolerated even another year, 
and our responsibility should not be shirked. Fire is a swift and 
abrupt aggressor, and has too often made invasions of the Capitol 
at unlooked-for hours and unsuspected places. “In 1814 a British 
torch was applied to the Capitol, an act for which no British re- 
gret has ever beenexpressed. In1851lafire occurred in the Library, 
destructive to all of its contents save 20,000 volumes. Bya report 
made by a committee of the House in 1892 it is shown that there 
were fires on that end of the Capitol in 1887, 1889, 1891, and twice 
in 1892. ‘These five fires in five years and one in 1884 fortunately 
were extinguished without irreparable losses, but we are still ex- 
posed under the wooden roofs of the old or central portion of the 
Capit 1 to many side gas lights, to wood fires, wood partitions, 
and shelves, and t » the unc onquerable habit of many employees, as 
well as others, in carrying everywhere their lighted cig: 

Washington and. Jeffe arson were enthused with the glory of the 
coming Capitol when they were present at the laying of its corner 
stone in 1793. The inscription on the corner stone for the exten- 
sion of the ¢ apie 1, 1851, written by Daniel Webster, closed with 
a ‘fervent prayer that this deposit, and the walls and arches, 
the domes a “ towers, the colun ms and entablatures, now to bw 
erected over it may endure forever 

Congress never refuses the at ditional cost of inflexibly requir- 
ing that even our small court-houses and all buildings for post- 
ofiices shall be made fireproof, and I will not suppose that any 
member of either House will longer be willing to leave this great 
Capitol, with its central parts pecuiiarly vulnerable, wholly un- 
protected. 

The work now pri »p sed d to the roof on the south side 
of the Dome, over the Statuary Hall. When that is completed, 
that on the north side, over the old Senate Chamber, will of course 
be provi i for. 

_ form and appearance of the roof outside and inside will 
be wholly unchan‘’e a. though changed as to the materials of con- 
str acti on. The c la on the ro vf will be reproduced, and the 
beautiful A on tions and finish of the interior will be completely 
preserved, but with iron laths for the ceiling instead of wood, and 
with saan of stucco in the place of painted imitations. 
addition to the vertical light on the right and left side of the pres- 
ent skylight may be introduced advantageous sly, as a wholly ver- 
tical light is regarded best for the exhibition of marble statuary. 
The old gallery, now filled with ancient documents, will be ready 
to receive statues whenever further additions become so great as 
to demand more standing room, and will afford as fine and equally 
conspicuous positions for statuary as those on the floor of the Hall. 

Before the present roof is removed, asI have been informed by 
the Architect and by Mr. Green, a temporary plank roof will be 
erected within the Hall which will fully protect its contents and, 
without obstructing the passageway through it, will make it un- 
necessary for any removal of the statuary, and the whole is ex- 
pected to be completed within one year. 

Some years ago the Smithsonian Institution was supposed to 
have losta donation, valued at several millions of dollars, because 
it could not then be placed under a roof absolutely fireproof to 
insure its preservation forever. Surely we ought not to invite all 
of our States to send statues of their men of historic renown to be 
placed and remain where they are notoriously in danger of de- 
struction. It is not only necessary to shield the treasures of the 
Capitol, ‘‘ the mute company of the works of art,” but even more 
necessary to shield the Capitol itself by making the whole roof 
fireproof. 

It is especially opportune at this time that we can obtain the 
services of the comunission proposed. The present engineer, Mr. 
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Green, in the construction of the new Library is familiar with 
precisely the work here contemplated, and his ‘eminent ability is 
so fully established that it may be safely assumed in advance 
that this work will be not merely done wel), but done with the 
utmost economy, and within the estimate, in the briefest time. 
This amendment comes with the unanimous support of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—the expense is but 
a small item—and it deserves, as I believe, the unanimous sup- 
port of the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a statement to the Senate. 
A number of Senators have appealed to me not to ask for a night 
session to-night. It would be very inconvenient to a great many 
of them. I am always disposed to accommodate the Senate as far 
as p rssible. Can we agree that the bill shall be passed at or be- 
fore 3 o’clock to-morrow? I am perfectly willing that we shall 
not force a night session if the Senate will agree to that. 
Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we had better go on and finish 
the bill before we quit. 
Mr. GORMAN, Let us have an agreement to take the final 
vote to-morrow. 
Mr. HALE. Can we not get the five-minute rule to-morrow? 
COCKRELL. A number of Senators ask me to go on to- 
night. I would prefer going on to-night, but I do not believe we 
could get a quorum here to-night. We have tried that. If I can 
get an agreement so that we can dispose of the bill by half past 2 
or 3 o’clock to-morrow, we can then dispose of all the other bills. 
Mr. HALE. We will do that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I do not suppose there will be much further 
discussion so far as this bill is concerned. We can dispose of it 
by that hour to-morrow. Wecanagree to limit the speeches until 
it is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. I think it very doubtful, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri indicates, whether there would be a quorum here to-night. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let the request be submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will in- 
dicate his request. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I request that we may have a unanimous 
agre ement that the bill shall be passed at 3 o’clock to-morrow. 
Mr. PETTIG REW. To that [ object. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
Mr. HALE. Let us see if we can not get the five-minute rule 
for to-morrow. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. STEWART. 


I ask, then—— 
Let us acree to vote at 7 o'clock to-night. 
Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow the 
amendment which I have proposed to be voted on? 
a COCKRELL. Let the amendment be voted on. 

> \ AC] :-PRESIDENT. The que tion is on the amendment 

of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiLu]. 

The Saeaiaiiniadel was agreed to. 
Mr. Dz ANI EL. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, to 
come in after line 16, page 63. 
The VICE- PRESIDE N T. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After line 16, page 63, ins rt: 

































The Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, dire i to allow, and, from 
the un onde + balanc » of tl } Gund hevebotors tapro yp. “int iun ier the joint 
resolution rr ! . for the ; incurred by the Gov- 
ernment o na pting th ation of the British Gov- 
ernment to pa rticipate i in the inte ition held in Melbourne, in 
Angust, 1885, to pay to each of the f , 1am ssistant comm 
to wit: Richard FF. Miller, of Lynchb Alexyan | 
any, W. Va.; Francis B. Whe ler k City n 
of Portland, Oreg., who we represente mI 
Government at said exhibiti 1.500, in fu x} 
from and of sojourn at Me n rt i 10 
vended balance of the fund so appropriated under the joint 
Fobruary 1, ! have been cover the Treasury the Uni 








” is hereby appropriated, out of any funds in the Treasury 
appr« priates 1, to be paid in the several sums above provided 


ary of State. 





the sum of 
not otherwise 
to each of the individuals named, upon the warrant of the Secret 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danre.]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. f offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, after line 7, insert: 

That the governor of the State of Montana is hereby empowered and au 
thorized to select and énter of the public lands contaimed within the boun 
daries of the abandoned Fort Maginnis Military Reservation in Fergus 













County, State of Montana, which are free from any settlement or other right 
or claim at the date of selection, not exceeding in all two sections, on which 
are situated the b a heretofore used for military purposes; that the 


lands and water its so selec te “i and entere vc. with the buildings thereon, 
are hereby grante Land donated tothe State of Montana f r the maintenance 
soldiers’ home, or for other public purposes: Prov: d That the entry 
and selectic wn of lands in the prov isic yns of that act shall be cor mstr ued as being 
in part satisfaction of the grant of lands to the State of Montana, for educa- 
tional. penal, and refeormatory institutions, under the provisions of section 
17 of the act of Congress of February 22,1889, to provide for the division of 














Dakota into two States and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Montana, and Washington to form constitutions and State governments 
and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, and to make donations of public lands to such States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 76, line 10, after the words “ eighteen 
hundred and eighty-four,” I move to add: 

And any law prior thereto. 

So as to read: 

For necessary ampenne of survey, appraisal, and saleof abandoned military 
reservations transferred to the control of the Secretary of the Interior under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and any law prior 
thereto, including pay of a custodian ot the ruin of Casa Grande, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. Ialso move to insert, on page 100, after line 20: 

For the purpose of ascertaining the feasibility, permanence, and cost of the 
construction and completion of the Nicaragua Canal by the route contem- 
plated and provided for by an act which passed the Senate January 28, 1595, 
entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua,’ approved February 20, 1889,"* $20,000, to be 

: : 





expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 
And aboard of three engineers is hereby constituted to make the survey 





and examination necessary for such ascertainment; said board to be selected 
and appointed by the President of the United States, one from the Corps of 
Engineers of the United States Army, one from the Engineers of the Navy, 
and one from civil life; and the compensation of the members 
shall be fixed by the President, not to exceed $5,000 each, including such pay 
as the engineers so selected are reeeiving, for the time they are so employed, 
from the Government. And the said board, under such arrangements and 
regulations as shall be made by the Seeretary of State with the approval of 





















the President of the United States, shall visit and persona 
route of the said canal, examine and consider the plans, pr 
wisms, and specifications for its various parts, and report t 
Pre sident; and should they ascertain that any deviation from t! 


of the proposed route is desirable, they shall so state in their 


conclusions with regard thereto in their report. 
And said board shall make their report within six months from the 


dat 
approval of this act; and the appropriation shall be immediately available. 


» of 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this amendment is almost the 
language of the bill which passed the Senate at the present ses- 
sion and which has gone to the House of Representatives. It is 
beyond all controversy that the other House can not act upon 
that bill at the present Session of Congress. Perhaps it is unnec- 
essary to state the reasens for it, but the joint request of more 
than 170 of the gentlemen of that House has not prevailed so as 
to bring consideration to the bill. 

I desire that there shall be as much progress made in the build- 
ing of this canal as is possible under any and all circumstances 
and conditions. I am quite sure the vote of the Senate on that bill 
has secured the construction of the canal. It has removed every 
doubt and difficulty of a diplomatic sort; and the present amend- 


ment will remove from the minds of Senatorsand the country any | , 
; hour. 


doubts that may linger in regard to the route selected and the 
sufficiency of the engineering done upon it. So itis a step to the 
front, a step in advance. Inasmuch as we can not get legislation 
at this session of Congress it is altogether better, right in itself, 
and right in its effect upon the country and this great enterprise 
that we should have at the next session of Congress, whenever it 
may be held, definite and perfectly satisfactory evidence upon all 
of the disputed points relating tothe building of the canal and the 
engineering, and its effect afterit is built. I hope the Senate will 
agree with me and adopt the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. TURPIE. On that I call for a division. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 
$38, noes 14. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
to insert: 

For the protection of the banks of the Missouri River at or near Elk Point, 
South Dakota, and on the Dakota side of the river, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. On page 65, at the end of line 5, I move to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to allow and pay to Emile M. Blum, late United States commissioner- 
general to the International Exposition at_Barcelona, Spain, 


On page 99, at the end of line 17, I move 


of said board | 


} 
} 


| 


| 
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Then we can dispose of the remainder of the time as the Senate 
may order. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ample time. 

Mr. BRICE. I ask the Senator if that includes debate on 
reserved amendments? Is it proposed that the final vote shall 
then be taken? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, on the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRICE. I must object to that. The debate on the sugar 
beunty may occupy considerable time. 


I suggest 2 o’clock. That certainly will give 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
again state his request. The Chair was unable to hear him. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Obio has already objected 


to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My proposition was that we might dispose 
of the bill by 3 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. On page 40, after the legislation in respect to 
the Zoological Park, I move to insert after line 21: 

For continuing the entrance into the Zoological Park from Woodley Lane 
and opening driveway into the Zoological Park from said entrance along the 
west bank of Rock Creek, $5,000, to be immediately available. which sum 
hereby appropriated ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, one-half chargeable to the revenues of the District of ¢ un bia 
I merely desire to state that the owners of 


the real estate 





dedicated the land free of cost. The roadway is partially con- 
structed and it requires, as Iam informed by the District Com- 
missioners, this appropriation to complete it. 

The amendment was agreed tv. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, I renew my request 
that we may have an understanding that the pending bill shall be 


finally disposed of by 3 o’clock to-morrow. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President. one word. There is an amend- 
ment to be reserved that I shall desire to have av in th 





Senate. If this agreement will deprive m 
Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. GORMAN 
Mr. BERRY. If the bill is not rey 


Oh, no. 
ported to the Senate until 3 

o'clock I would be deprived of the right to have the amendme 

reserved. . 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwantto havean opportunity t 
on the amendment when the time comes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot want to cut off the rights of any 
one. I will suggest, then, that at 2 o'clock to-morrow we li 
discussion to five minutes, after 2 o'clock, and that the final vot 
shall be taken at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BERRY. All amendments would then be cut off 
tain time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; they will be voted upon prior to that 


» Say: 


Mr. BERRY. Very well. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request o 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Miss t 
he ask leave to apply the five-minute rule at an earlier It 
is not likely that any general debate will occur on the bill. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. To that I shall object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be plenty of time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the r 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let us hear what it 

Mr. COCKRELL. The request is tl 
we shall commence voting upon the amendments, lim 
bate after 2 o'clock under the five-minut l t 
the voting at 3 o’cl 





~ 


lock. 


Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no desire t 
| jection to the request, but there are few of us ho ha : 
| amendments and we have not been able to get ina word ‘ 
| here for two hours. They are as important as tl 


| which have been offered and adopted, : 


und I hope an: pportul 


| will be afforded some of us here who can not receive recognit 


the sum of 


$5,380.96, in the adjustment of his accounts, being the amount of money by | 


him disbursed in furthering American interests at said exposition not here- 
tofore allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury, and to pay to said 
Emile M. Blum, for services as commissioner-general, the sum of $5.000, and 
to pay James M. Seymour, jr., the sum of $2,500 as assistant commissioner, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

ne 


The VICE-P-ESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


submitted by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERson]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I ask again that we may have some | 


agreement about disposing of the pending bill by half past 2 or 3 
o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope there will bea general understanding 
that we can take the final vote and pass the bill by that time. 


to offer our amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave no doubt whatever that the Senat 
from Nebraska will have an opportunity to offer every amend- 
ment he wants to present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the 
Missouri what his purpose is with reference to th 

Mr. STEWART. What does the S from Missouri pr 
pose to doif an agreement is not reached for the final vot 
morrow? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senate may do a 
continuing in session to-night. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand the chairman of the C 
mittee on Appropriations will not insist on a night session 

Mr. COCKRELL. The point I make is this: If we can dispose 


J ° 4 4h, - = ‘ 2 
Is there objection to the requesi of 
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of the pending bill by 3 o’clock to-morrow there will be no danger 
of a failure to pass the other bills, and the Senate can dispose of its 
business as it chooses after that hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BATE. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 36, after 
line 13. 

Mr. QUAY. After that amendment is disposed of I shall move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 86, after line 13, insert: 


That there shall be exhibited at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be 
held at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1896, by the Government of the United 
States, from its Executive Departménts, the Smithsonian Institution and Na- 
tional Museum, and the United States Fish Commission, such articles and ma- 
terials as illustrate the function and administrative faculty of the Government 
in time of peace and its resources asa war power, tending to demonstrate the 
nature of our institutions and their adaptation to the wants of the people; 
and to secure a complete and harmonious arrangement of said Government 
exhibit a board of management shall be created, to be charged with the selec- 
tion, ghee eo preparation, arrangement, safekeeping, and exhibition of such 
articles and materials as the heads of said Departments and institutions of 
the Government may, respectively, decide shall be embraced in said Govern- 
ment exhibit. The President may also designate additional articles for ex- 
hibition. Such board shall be composed of one member to be detailed by the 
head of each Executive Department, one by the head of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution and National Museum, and one by the head of the United States 
Fish Commission; and the President shall name one of said persons so de- 
tailed as chairman; and the members of said board ghall have no compensa- 
tion in addition to their regular salary, and their actual expenses only shall 
be paid out of the sum hereinafter appropriated. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a suitable building or build- 
ings to be erected on the site selected for the Tennessee Centennial Exposi- 
tion for the Government exhibits, and he is hereby authorized and directed 
to contract therefor, in the same manner and under the same regulations as 
for other public buildings of the United States; but the contract for said 
building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of $30,000, and there is hereby 
appropriated for said building or buildings, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $30,000. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized and required to —— of such building or buildings, 
or the material composing the same, at the close of the exposition, giving 
preference to the city of Nashville or to the said Tennessee Centennial Expo- 
sition Company to purchase the same at an a cae value, to be ascertained 
in such manner as he pee? eee and whatever sum may be realized on 
sale of said building sh covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

That for the purpose of paying the expenses of the selection, purchase, 
preparation, transportation, installation, care, and return of said Govern- 
ment exhibit and for the employment of proper persons as officers and as- 
sistants by the board of management created by this act and for their ex- 
penses, and for the maintenance of the building hereinbefore provided for, 
and for other contingent expenses incidental to the Government exhibit, to 
be approved by the chairman of the board of management and by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury upon itemized accounts and vouchers, there is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ghee . 
the sum of $95,000, cr so much thereof as may be necessary, to disbursed 
by the board of management hereinbefore created, of which not exceeding 
the sum of $10,000 shall be expended for clerical services: Provided, That the 
appropriation herein made shall not be available until the Secretary of the 
Treasury has received satisfactory proof that the sum of $750,000 has been 
secured by the Tennessee Centennial Expositioa Company. 

That all articles which shall be imported from foreign countries, for the 
sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition, upon which there shall be a 
tariff or customs duty, shall be admitted free of payment of duty, customs 
fees, or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at J, time during the exhibition to 
sell, for delivery at the close of the exposition, any S$ or property im- 
ported for and actuaily on exhibition in the exposition buildings or on its 
grounds, subject to such regulation for the security of the revenue and for 
the collection of import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe: Provided, at all such articles, when sold or withdrawn for con- 
sumption in the United States, shall be subject to the anty. if any, imposed 
upon such article by the revenue laws in force at the date of importation, 
and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and enforced against 
such articles and against the persons who may be guilty of any illegal sale or 
withdrawal. 2 

That medals, with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions com- 
memorative of said Tennessee Centennial Exposition, and of the awards to 
be made to exhibitors thereat, be prepared at some mint of the United States, 
for the board of directors thereof, subject to the provisions of the fifty-sec- 
ond section of the coinage act of 1893, upon the payment by the Tennessee 
Centennial Exposition Company of a sum not less than the cost thereof; and 
all the provisions, whether penal or otherwise, of said coinage act against the 
counterfeiting or imitating of coins of the United States shall apply to the 
medals struck and issued under this act. 

That the United States shall in no manner and under no circumstances be 
liable for any bond, debt, contract, expenditure, expense, or liability of any 
kind whatever of the said Tennessee Centennial Exposition Company, its 
officers, agents, servants, or employees, or incident to or growing out of said 
exposition, nor for any amount whatever in excess of the $125,000 herein 
authorized; and the heads of the Executive Departments, the Smithsonian 
Institution and National Museum, and the United States Fish Commission, 
and the board of management herein authorized, their officers, agents, serv- 
ants, or ecaployass, shall in no manner and under no circumstances expend, 
or create any liability of any kind for, any sum in excess of the appropria- 
tions herein made, or create any deficiency. 


Mr. CHANDLER.” Mr. President, I had intended not to oppose 
this appropriation for the Tennessee Centennial Exposition Com- 
pany, but to move to amend the provision on page 4 ‘‘ that the ap- 
propriation herein made shall not be available until the Secretary 
of the Treasury has received satisfactory proof that the sum of 
$750,000 has been secur ed by the Tennessee Centennial Exposition 
eon by inserting after the words ‘‘satisfactory proof” the 
words ‘‘ from Hon. Henry Clay Evans, governor of Tennessee.” 

My remarks, however, if I were to address them to the Senate 
at this time, would be of a highly political character. I should 
call attention to the fact that the Southern States are in a pecul- 


iar condition. There are two governors of Tennessee, two gov- 
ernors of South Carolina, and two governors of Alabama; and in 
each case the governor elected by the people is out and the gov- 
ernor who was not elected by the peopleisin. This is not a ques- 
tion of black men; it is a question of white men. In all these 
cases white men in these States have elected governors who are 
kept out; and it is not a question of color at all. 

But, being in favor of dealing liberally with Tennessee in this 
connection, Whoever may be her governor, I have concluded to 
reserve these political remarks until after this bill has passed, be- 
cause, although I believe that it would be for the interest of the 
party to which I belong to have an extra session of Congress, I 
am myself personally Sustesan of avoiding such a session, pro- 
vided the Committee on Appropriations will use due diligence and 
secure the passage of the appropriation bills. There will be an 
opportunity in the interval between the passage of one appropria- 
tion bill and the taking up of another forme to submit the political 
remarks which I propose to submit before this session ends in con- 
nection with the present Senate and the way in which Democratic 
power in the Senate has been obtained and retained during the 
present session, and also to say what I had desired to say in refer- 
ence to this woeful condition of the Southern States, where, in 
three of them, there are lawful governors kept out and unlawful 
governors actually administering the affairs of the States. 

As I said, in the interest, Mr. President, of the Tennessee Cen- 
tennial Exposition, which I wish to be a success, and in the inter- 
est of the Committee on ets who indeed are in pitia- 
ble case unless they press their business with greater earnestness, 
I have consented, at the general request of Senators, to withhold 
my remarks for the present. a) 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that I shall 
not be betrayed now into any discussion of matters of this kind. 
It is time enough to cross a bridge when we reach it; but when 
that time comes I shall be ready and prepared to meet the charges 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think it will be possible to dispose 
of this amendment to-night, and therefore I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. STEWART. Before that is done I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment providing for a 
monetary commission was adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he will 
withdraw his motion long enough to permit me to offer an amend- 
ment of four or five lines only, which has been reported favorably 
from a standing committee and to which there can be no objec- 
tion, as it carries out an existing law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will hear the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, after line 18, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


For the purchase of a site and the erection and equipment of a mint at 
Denver, Colo., $500,000, of which the sum of $200,000 shall be available during 
this fiscal year for the purchase of a site and the commencement of construc- 
tion. 


Mr. COCKRELL. We have not allowed such an amount for a 
public building at any other place. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. You have not any such place as Denver. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is 2 law authorizing the construction 
of a building at Denver, I believe. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator consent to $100,000 to be 
available during this fiscal year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I want to treat Colorado as we have 
treated other States. There is a law for the construction of a 
public building at Denver. I have no objection to an amendment 
authorizing the obtaining of a site and the commencement of the 
construction of a building, not exceeding $100,000, with the right 
to contract for the completion of the building. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That will besatisfactory. I willaccept that, 
and will modify the amendment accordingly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment, as modified, will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, after line 18, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the purchase of a site and the erection and equipment of amintat Den- 
ver, Colo., $500,000, of which the sum of $100,000 shall be available during this 


fiscal year for the purchase of a site and the commencement of construction, 
with power to contract for the entire building within the limit of $500,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. I inquire of the Senator from Colorado what 
it is proposed to do with the old site? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will state to the Senator that the Director 
of the Mint has reported favorably for an appropriation of $650,000 
for a mint at Denver. Wehave presumed that the old mint would 
sell for not less that $150,000, but this is not the moment to offer 
a building of that kind for sale. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado as modified. 





1895. 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. : 

Mr. CAREY. Will not the Senator allow me to dispose of an 
amendment which I desire to have considered, and which will 
only take a minute? 

r. COCKRELL. There are 20 other applications of the same 
character. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if he will withdraw his motion long enough to let us pass the 
private pension bills upon the Calendar. It will not take twenty 
minutes. [‘‘No!” ‘No!”] 

Mr. COCKRELL. There seems to be too much opposition to 
the Senator’s request. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk. announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. Kargé; and 

A bill (S. 2539) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney. 

The message also announced that the House had pa the bill 
(S. 2798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
erection of a Government building at Chicago, Ill.,” approved 
February 13, 1895, with an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8 to the bill (H. R. 8272) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Sénate to the bill (H. 
R. 8272) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R:8189) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River, at or near Sheffield, Ala.; and 

A bill (H. R. 86388) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” approved 
August 1, 1892, and for other purposes. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2798) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a Government 
building at Chicago, Ill.,” approved February 13, 1895. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the word “lowest” in line 11 of the act to which this act is amenda- 
tory be stricken out, so that the original act shall provide as follows: 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to contract with the best 
bidder after reasonable notice by advertisement in twoor more newspapers 
published in the city of Chicago, for the sale of the present building as here- 
Ts described, and the removal of the same from the site where it isnow 

oca’ ” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment made by the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 
SCHOOL TRUSTEES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. MARTIN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1717) to author- 
ize the appointment of women as public-school trustees in the District of 
Columbia, having met, after and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

ee the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amendment, 
as Toliows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Columbia,” in line 6 of the bill,and insert 
“and for this purpose the number of trustees of said board shall be increased 
from nine to eleven;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

MARTIN 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
GEO. F. HOAR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JNO. T. HEARD 
J. FRANK ALDRICH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PEFFER. I wish to know from the Senator who has charge 
of the report how it affects the provision for the appointment of 
women as school trustees. _ s : 
Mr. HARRIS. Their appointment is authorized. 
The report was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
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sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
February 28, 1895, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations.received by the Senate February 27, 1895. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Wallace M. Shelby, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the seventh district of Kentucky, vice Thomas H. 
Shelby, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 


J. Walter Orr, to be postmaster at New Decatur, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Alabama, in the place of Frank Wood- 
mansee, whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Robert T. Scott, to be postmaster at Forrest City, in the county 
of St. Francis and State of Arkansas, in the place of Nancy J. 
Wilson, removed. 

Chester Johnson, to be postmaster at Thompsonville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, his commission hay- 
ee August 7, 1894. 

arles F. Blodgett, to be master at Stoneham, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Wilson 
A. Bartlett, whose commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

Charles Danforth, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Jeffrey T. Stan- 
ley, whos® commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Gilbert W. Farrington, to be tmaster at Monson, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, his commission 
having expired May 25, 1890. 

Thomas H. Mann, to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
E. Wallace, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Simeon W. A. Stevens, to be postmaster at South Gardner, in 
the county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, his com- 
mission having expired February 24, 1895. 

E. A. Child, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of Mc- 
Leod and State of Minnesota, in the place of Henry L. Simons, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Leroy Akins, to be postmaster at Cornwall on the Hudson, in 
the county of Orange and State of New York, in the place of 
Charles H. Wood, whose commission expired July 9, 1894. 

James E. Conley, to be postmaster at Brockport, in the county 


| of Monroe and State of New York, in the place of Hawley E. Web- 


ster, removed. 

Thomas Hunt, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of San- 
dusky and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles L. Dirlam, whose 
commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

Benjamin F. Sherman, to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George 
C. Higbee, removed. 

Joseph H. O’Neil, of Massachusetts, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Boston, Mass., vice Martin P. Kennard, 
whose term has expired. 

George H. Cotvon, to be postmaster at Elmira, in the county of 
Chemung and State of New York, in the place of Louis G. Rath- 
bun, removed. 

Henry C. Hall, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in the place of Andrew J. 
Taft, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Naval Constructor Washington L. Capps, to be a naval 
constructor in the Navy, from January 28, 1895. 

Ensign William L. Howard, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from September 7, 1894, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
George H. Stafford, promoted. 

Ensign Wiley R. M. Field, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from September 16, 1894, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
Allen G. Rogers, promoted. 

Ensign Edwin A. Anderson, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from September 30, 1894, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
William P. White, promoted. 

Ensign John M. Poyer, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy, from November 11, 1894, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John 
H. Shipley, promoted. 

Ensign trles P. Eaton, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from December 6, 1894, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John 
E. Craven, promoted. 

Ensign John M. Ellicott, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from December 9, 1894, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) James 
H. Hetherington, promoted. 

Ensign Benjamin E. Thurston, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from February 2, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
John J. Knapp, promoted. ; 
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Ensign Harry George, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy, from February 14, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert 
- Dashiell, resigned. [Subject to the examinations required by 

aw. 

Eibign Frederick L. Chapin, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from March 1, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Au- 
gustus C, Almy, nominated for promotion. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 27, 1895. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Wallace M. Shelby, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the seventh district of Kentucky. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
aoe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
VETO MESSAGE—EUNICE PUTMAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on 
motion of Mr. Martin of Indiana, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return herewith, without approval, House bill No. 2051, entitled “An act to 
grant a pension to Eunice Putman.” 

This bill provides for a pension to the beneficiary therein named as the 
helpiess daughter of John Putman, who served as a reas in the war of the 
rebellion from August 27, 1864, to June 2, 1365. In 1870, when the beneficiary 
was not two years old, her mother died, and her father married again in 
1872. He applied fora pension in 1884, but the same year. His claim 
was allowed, however, in 1891, and his on which had accrued between 
the date of his application and his death was paid to his widow, Jeanette 
S. Putman. Immediately thereafter a pension was allowed the widow in 


her own right, dating from the soldier's death, in 1884, with $2 additional per ' 


month for each of the two minor children. The beneficiary was not included, 
because she had reached the age of 16 years prior to her father’s death. 

The report of the committee to whom this bill was teferred states that no 
elaim for pension on account of the soldier's death has ever been filed in the 
Pension Bureau, and it seems that upon this theory it was proposed to pen- 
sion the daughter. I do not sup it was intended that a double pension 
should be allowed. In point of fact, the widow has already been pensioned, 
and no such pension allowance has been made for the minor children. There 
is no suggestion that the widow has died or remarried. 

If this bill should become a law two full pensions would be in force at the 
seme time, one to the widow and another to the daughter, each predicated 
upon the services and death of the same soldier. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 27, 1895. 


PUBLICATIONS FOR ARMY INSTRUCTION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting draft of a joint resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of Te necessary for the instruction 
of the Army, submitted by the Adjutant-General; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


MEXICAN FREE ZONE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the 
free zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to 
the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move toconcur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. Would it be in order to move to refer this matter 
to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move its reference to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, after the word “exists,” in line 8, the following words: “At any 

int between the western boundary of the city of Laredo, in the State of 

‘exas, and the Pacific Ocean.” 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer will first be submitted to 
the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Cratn) there were—ayes 7, noes 43. 

Mr. CRAIN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quo- 
rum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Cratn and Mr. CocKRELL were ted tellers. 

Before the announcement of the result of the division 
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Mr. CRAIN said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no 
quorum, with the understanding that I am to have time to ex- 
plain my position in reference to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorumis withdrawn. The 
noes have it, and the motion to refer is lost. 

The question now recurs on the motion to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. CABANISS. I would ask that this amendment be again 
reported. 

e amendment was again read. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. eee in charge of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to my colleague thirty minutes. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the history of this resolution is a 
very peculiar one. Originally, without the amendment proposed 
by the Senate, it was an agreed settlement of all of the differences 
between my colleague from Texas and myself upon the subject of 
the disestablishment of the free zone by the coercion of a neigh- 
boring Government on the part of the Congress of the United 
States. The amended resolution of the House was agreed to by 
my colleague {[ Mr. CocKRELL],my colleague [Mr. PascHat], and 
myself, and was adopted unanimously, I believe, by the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House. The House passed it by unani- 
mous consent, and it was passed in the Senate without objection, 
and was signed by the Speaker of the House and by the President 
of the Senate, and would doubtless to-day be the law of the land 
but for the fact that Washington's birthday intervened, and the 
ae as thus signed, failed to reach the hands of the Presi- 
dent. 

The resolution as amended was recalled by the Senate without 
objection, and an amendment inserted by that body es 
that the coercive measure suggested in the resolution should ap- 
ply to the entire boundary between the Republic of Mexico and 
the Republic of the United States. I have no objection to the 
gentlemen who represent other portions of the Rio Grande having 
their wishes carried out in that regard, but I do protest in the 
name of the constituency I have the honor to represent against 
the imposition of a coercive measure like this upon their neigh- 
bors on the other side of the Rio Grande. 

I can not understand, Mr. Speaker, how Democrats, who are 
theoretically and who are assumed to be practically free traders, 
can favor a measure which has for its ultimate effect, as stated in 
the body of it, the coercion of a sister Republic into the disestab- 
lishment of free trade and the establishment in lieu thereof of a 
protective-tariff system. I can readily understand how logically 
and consistently our Republican brethren can support such a 
ss. but I fail to understand how geritlemen claiming to 

mocrats and who are willing to put wool upon the free list 
and sugar upon the free list and iron upon the free list, and other 
raw materials upon the free list, can support a measure which 
declares to the Mexican Government that it must discontinue free 
trade along our frontier and substitute in place of it a protective- 
tariff system. 

The Mexican free zone includes a strip of territory varying in 
width from 3 to 12 or 13 miles. Into that territory all g com- 
ing from any country in the world, whether from Japan, China, 
or the United States, are entered by the payment of one-tenth of 
the regular Mexican tariff rate. After those goods leave that 
zone they are compelled by each municipality, by each State, and 
by the Federal Government through whose territory they pass to 
pay the regular tariff rate imposed. 

Now, Mexican wool comes into Texas free. Why? Because we 
have established a Zona Libre, not 3 miles in extent, but coexten- 
sive with the limits of the United States, because we have made 
wool free. I say to this House, Mr. Speaker, that by the adoption 
of this resolution we affect not the people of Mexico alone, not 
those who are charged with being smugglers, but foreign gov- 
ernments, whose importers have the advantage of the bonded sys- 
tem and also every mode of transportation of foreign goods in 
bond across the territory of the United States intended for con- 
sumption in the Republic of Mexico. 

The opposition to the proposition as agreed upon and unani- 
mously passed by this House, which opposition was raised in the 
Senate, was not based upon any political or economical ground, 
but upon the pretext that the carrying trade of all these goods in 
bond would enter Mexico by one railroad, the Mexican National, 
or by the International and Great Northern, and would be taken 
away from the Southern Pacific, the Texas Pacific, and other 
roads running into and through the territory represented by my 
colleagues who favor this resolution. 

It is an injustice to foreign governments. Why? Because the 
subjects of these governments who are manufacturers, who are 
producers, are ee from carrying their goodsin bond across 
the territory of the United States into the Republic of Mexico. 
Gentlemen in the other Chamber of this legislative body have said, 
‘*We are ; we do not intend to be compelled by Ger- 
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many or by France to remove the differential tax on sugar, when 
they seek to compel us to do it by retaliation, by refusing impor- 
tations of American breadstuffs, American beef, or American 
meat products of any kind, character, or description.” And yet 
we propose by this resolution to say to Mexico, ‘‘ Until youabol- 
ish the free zone you shall not have the privilege of the bonded 
system across our country.” Will any gentleman rise now—and 
I pause for a reply—and give any sound, truthful reason for this 
proposition? obody suggests a reason. : 

It is said that the Mexican Government wants this free zone 
disestablished. It is within their own province, itis within their 
own territorial jurisdiction, and if they desire to have it abolished, 
why does not the Mexican Congress, acting with the Mexican Presi- 
dent, abolish it? Is it possible that in order to accomplish this re- 
sult they appeal to the American Congress? We might as well 
say that until Great Britain does away with comparative free 
trade we will keep up our high protective-tariff system. We 
repel the idea of coercion on the part of European governments, 
and yet we attempt to establish a similar policy by our legislative 
enactment. f a 

Only 12 percent of the entire importations into Mexico remain in 
the free zone. It has been said that it is a hiding piace, a nesting 
place for smugglers. Mr. Speaker, I have in my a let- 
ter from the collector of customs at Laredo which is an answer 
to this base, calumniatory charge against my constituents. I do 
not stand here to speak for others. If colleagues of mine say that 
their constituents are smugglers, I do not attempt to dispute the 
suggestion, for I have no knowledge on the subject; but as to my 
own constituents, I do repel the insinuation or the charge in 
whatever form made or whencesoever it comes with all the power 
of language I can command. : 

Lask, Mr. Speaker, that the Clerk of the House read this com- 
munication. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CustoM-Hovuss, CoLLEcTOR’s OFFICE, 
Laredo, Tex., February 23, 1895. 


My DEAR Str: I am just in receipt of the marked copy of the Washington 
Post of the 12th instant, sent me by you, containing an extract from the 
report of Civil Service Commissioner Lyman on his recent tour of inspection 
along the Mexicanfrontier. With the ter part of the conclusions reached 
by Commissioner Lyman I very heartily agree, but Iam unable to see what 
benefit will accrue to the United States from the abolition of the free zone. 
Tt is true that petty smuggling is constantly carried on between the towns in 
the free zone just across the river and those on this bank. This petty smug- 
gling is annoying and it is almost impossible to prevent it. The pure of 
foreign goods in Nuevo Laredo, for instance, e by persons from this side 
are usually small in quantity and value. I think that in most cases the petty 
smuggling of this character is done by ladies who conceal about their persons 
a few pairs of silk hose, of kid gloves, small quantities of lace and in some in- 
stances silk dress patterns. As the majority of the people here, however, do 
not indulge in silk goods of any character these purchases are not extensive. 
On the other hand the people who live across the river buy very largely on 
this side, their purchases consisting of groceries, prints, hardware, and arti- 
cles of like character. 

One gentleman who lives in uevo Laredo told me yesterday that his 
monthly bills on this side of the river amounted to $60. umbers of families 
living in Nuevo Laredo a. oe all of their groceries from merchants 
on this side of the river. e commission merchants here tell me that they 
have in the free zone one of their best markets. Flour, bacon, and many 
other American products are sold in Nuevo Laredo and the territory above 
and below that point. In fact, the balance of trade is very largely in our 
favor. I can not assent to the proposition that the existence of the free 
zone has inured very largely to the benefit of the Mexican border towns, 
and that businessis ‘* dead and unprofitable " in the American towns opposite 
them. This is not trueof Laredo. This place has been steadily growing in 
importance as a business point for the several years. Our merchants 
have been doing a large and profitable all of them are pros- 


perous. 

During the long od of depression that has prevailed everywhere we 
have not had a ene failure among our business men. There is not a single 
storehouse on this side of the river that is unoccupied. There are numbers 
of vacant houses in Nuevo Laredo, across the river, and they have only two 
general dealers whose business is of any im: On the Mexican side 
of the river the towns of Guerrero, Mier, , and Matamoras, all in 
the free zone, are dead towns. Guerrero was formerly a fine little city of 
about 6,000 population and with a thriving trade. I visited it some two 
months ago, and found it a “deserted. village ” of about 800 people. Its 
storehouses are closed and its trade is dead. I learn that this is true ina 
large measure of the other towns named. 

If the proposition now before Congress to withdraw from the Mexican mer- 
chants the privilege of transporting goods in bond across our territory be- 
come a law it will divert from our American railroads a “oF the 
freight traffic now enjoyed by them and will send it permanen the Mexi- 
can nore of Tampico and Vera Cruz. Should it be enacted and the result be 
the abolition of the free zone,what benefit will the United States derive? I can 
think of none. Those of our people who understand this matter are obliged 
to you for your amendment excepting our territory from the operation of 
this law. I inelose a note from Special Inspector Izard on this subject and 
a letter recently published by Mr. Shafter, of Eagle Pass. 


Yours, very truly, 
FRANK B. EARNEST. 
Hon. W. H. Crary, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CRAIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an edi- 
torial read from the Lower Rio Grande, a paper which is pub- 
lished at Brownsville, Tex, 


The Clerk read as follews: 
THE ZONA LIBRYI, 


On the 24th instant we published a resolution to be Zeeeraind to the Texas 
legisiature which has since passed that body, and which calls upon our mem- 









bers of Congress to urge upon Mexico to abolish the Mexican Zona Libre, or 
free zone, and in case of a refusal, then for the United States to close its 
— warehouse against all goods entering Mexico through any of our 
ports. 

We have been at loss to understand how or why such a ruinous measure 
could ever be proposed and why or how it could pass the Texas legislature, 
and, astonishing to relate, we are told that it was not opposed by our imme- 
diate representatives even, and such a mass of absolute misstatements is per- 
mitted to be sent as a basis for future Congressional legislation. 

Agee of this resolution we agre been shown a pamphlet written by Mr. 
C. R. Morehead, president State National Bank, EL Pase. Tex., which is pos- 
sibly the basis of the resolution passed by the Texas legislature, which isa 
statement against the free zone, urging its abolishment. Were Mr. More- 

@ citizen of the interior of Mexico or a European manufacturer there 
might be some reason to justify his statements, but as an American a more 
suicidal effort was never made. The opening of his pamphlet is as follows: 

“Along the Rie Grande River, the divide between the territory of the 
United States and that of Mexico, are many causes which result in an ill 
feeling between the border inhabitants which is daily growing in intensity 
and magnitude. These causes and the consequent estrangement are the 
growth of many yearsand have atendercy to result in a complete alienation 

“ This i te section, having once formed a portion of the dominion of 
Mexico, and having gained its independence by the sword, is naturally an- 
tagonized by that Government, and to such an extent that forbearance 
almost ceases to be a virtue. 

“The conditions which cause the intensity of feeling are mainly the result 
of long years of Mexican legislation which has operated against the commer 
cial interests of the entire border. This legislation was first conceived on 
March 17, 1858, when the governor of the State of Tamaulipas, Mexico, issued 
a decree establishing what is known as the Zona Libre, or free zone, along 
the northern boundary of his State.” 

Here is a broad statement, which is not justified by a single condition of ex- 
isting affairs. Never in tho history of this frontier was there less cause for 
“ill feeling’ than there is to-day, and there is no more ill feeling commer- 
cially and socially than there is between New York and Brooklyn, hence the 
“consequent ee is no more or less than genuine foldero!l. No 
more amicable condition is possible to exist than is existing to-day. The 
above statement, is groundwork fora bombastic appeal for the 
abolition of the Zona Libre. 

The statements of Mr. Morehead are too many to have their absurdities 
exposed in cane te article, but as his basis is all wrong the superstrac 


ture must n be false and visionary, asa few statements of facts will 


ow. 

The Zona Libre is a belt of land along the Mexican side of the Rio Grande 
13 miles wide—and not some 43 miles wide, as stated by Mr. Morehead—into 
which foreign goods can be imported almost free of duty. Under the opera- 
tion of actual conditions that belt is the great mart in all Mexico for goods 
of American manufacture, and when such goods are taken into Mexico the 

ing of them into the interior of Mexico has to take place under the im- 
mediate eare of officers of the revenue service of Mexico. In this free zone 
American manufactures have successfully competed for the trade to the ex- 
clusion of foreign goods. To close the Zona Libre, or free zone, is simply 
to kill off this large trade in American fabries. Why? Because the Mexican 
tariff would exelude American fabrics, and nothing but the lower-priced 
foreign goods could enter and yee in competition with the fabrics of 
Mexico. American goods wound be upon the American border to be smug- 
os into Mexico, but while the Zona Libre lasts Mexico isin no danger of such 

rauds being perpetrated u her revenues as was the actual condition 
before the Zona was established. 

To close the bonded system of the United States against Mexico would be 
to force all of the commerce that now travels over American railroads and 
American ships to enter Mexico in foreign bottoms at the port of Tampico, 
and at the mouth of the Rio Grande by rail, to be carried to the very same 
places where it is now taken over American lines. The feeling therefore 
which would deprive Mexico of the bonded accommodation is one of hatred 
to Mexico and one of destruction to American industries and trade. 

Mexico is to-day in no wise dependent upon facilities in the United States 
to carry on her trade and commerce with Soncign countries as she formerly 
was, and this changed condition many seem not to understand. The resolu- 
tion passed by the Texas legislature and the Morehead pamphlet, if carried 
into effect, would positively kill every American interest along the Rio 
Grande and destroy the oe and growing trade now existing between the 
two countries. More hatred, madness,and folly,from an American stand- 
point, could not be imagined than those two dangerous papers contain. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I further ask leave to read from a 
communication sent to me from some leading citizens of Browns- 
ville in reference to this subject: 


BROWNSVILLE, Tex., Janwary 27, 1395. 

The arguments favoring the abolition of the Zona Libre do not apply here. 
The importations into the Zona Libre from Brownsville, Rio Grande City, 
and Roma are chiefly breadstuffs, agricultural implements, and other goods 
of American production; hence there is no smuggling back from Mexico to 
the United States of foreign goods. This is abundantly shown- by the char- 
acter of the seizures made by our customs officers, which seldom embrace 
anything but articles of Mexican origin, and this no change or modification 
in the Zona Libre would affect. But our whole transportation system de- 
pends on our continuing to supply Matamovras and the adjacent territory 
with the class of goods they now purchase fromus. If the inhabitants of that 
section are compelled to pay Mexican import duties on their flour, lard, soap, 
sugar, beans, cotton goods, clothing, plows, harness, hardware, agricultural 
implements, mac. ry, all of which American manufactures they now 
= from us, they will use similar articles of Mexican origin and production, 
although of inferior quality and higher first cost, because they can get those 
native articles without the payment of import duties. The result is, we lose 
our market for a large and constantly increasing quantity of our own prod- 
ucts, and in losing this market we so decrease the volume of our trade that 
we cease to have direct communication by steamer and otherwise with 
the great centers of American production, our own local wants not being 
sufficient to ——— the continuance of the steamer lime to supply them alene. 

You will thus see matter is of vital importance to us. We therefore 
ask you to exert all your influence, official, legislative, and personal, to aid us 

There anstherphasoet thequestion. The threat to suspend the operation 
of our bonded system on the northern frontier of Mexico unless that country 
shall abolish the Zona Libre is a very serious one. Sepeces (and the supposi- 
tion is fully warranted) Mexico declines to be coerced; then the American 
railroads te the Mexican frontier lose the carrying of the best-paying 
and most valuable portion of their traffic, as the transportation of all goods of 
European origin would be forced into vessels direct to Mexican ports, and not 
only our railroads but our coast ea would suffer severely, 
andl in order to fully load those vessels for Mexican ports direct. the Mexican 
merchant would be compelled to purchase in Europe many goods he now pro- 
cures from the United States. In point of fact, the suspension of our bended 
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system to the northern frontier of Mexico would benefit only European pro- 
ducers, merchants, and carriers, and would work a corresponding injury to 
those interests of our own country. 

We are, very respectfully, 





THOMAS CARSON. 
JAMES B. WELLS. 
JOHN I. KLEIBER. 
WM. J. RUSSELL. 
G. M. RAPHAEL. 

WILLIAM KELLY. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAIN. Inasmuch as five minutes of my time has been 
interrupted by the receiving of a message from the Senate I will 
ask an extension of five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman can pro- 
ceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask, as a parliamentary inquiry, 
whether [ would be entitled to the floor in my own right? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would unless the House should 
order the previous question. 

Mr. CRAIN. This is a matter of a great deal of importance to 
the House. I donot think it properly understands it, and I do 
hope I will have some time in my own right. If I can have that 
understanding I will yield back the five minutes the House gave 
me. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the House to consider 
when it is asked to order the previous question. [After a pause. ] 
Does the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido. 

COCKRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, this is a very simple proposition. 
The House passed a resolution abolishing the right of Mexicans to 
transport goods in bond through the United States into the free 
zone between the western limits of the city of Laredo and the 
Pacific Ocean. In other words, it abolished the right to trans- 
port goods through the United States into the free zone the en- 
tire length of the same, with the exception of about 300 miles from 
the mouth of the river up to Laredo. The Senate has abolished that 
distance on the portion exempted, and made the resolution apply 
to the whole of the free zone. The free zone is a strip of about 124 
miles wide on the northern boundary of the Government of Mex- 
ico. The reason why the committee thinks this right of trans- 

orting goods in bond to the free zone should be abolished is 
Docates the Government of Mexico does not allow goods to be 
shipped through her territory into it. The free zone is not a 
densely populated or largely consuming section of Mexico. The 
consequence is that the greater part of the goods shipped through 
the United States are smuggled back into this country and avoid 
payment of duties. 

The result is that most of the towns in the free zone of Mexico 
are receiving these goods, and there is no question about the fact 
that itis impossible for the officers of the United States to prevent 
smuggling back into our territory, because the Rio Grand River 
from Laredo or from Eagle Pass up is easily crossed, being dry most 
of the year. There are strips of 500 miles of territory that can not 
be guarded at all. The consequence is that the towns in Mexico 
are growing up and the towns of the United States are absolutely 
dwindling. Our people are going there and buying goods that 
are — through our country in bond and are being smug- 

led back. 
" Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 
r. BYNUM. I have only five minutes, but I will yield to the 
gentleman for a question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to know if the people of Texas, on 
the Texas side of the Rio Grande, have not the right now and do 
exercise the right, to cross over the river into this zone and buy 
their goods more cheaply than they could from the merchants 
along the line? 

Mr. BYNUM. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I donot mean smuggling; but they cross 
the river and make these purchases. 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. They wear their coats back. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know whether the merchants sell the 
goods on than they do on this side or not. Certainly they 
could afford to when they get their goods free of duty. 

Now, the objection urged by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN] is that our a at present have the right to sell goods 
to the Mexicans; that Mexican purchasers have the right to take 
their purchases across the line without the payment of duty. This 
resolution does not affect that right at all; that right will still 
exist. It will not only exist, but it will be for the benefit of the 
merchants and traders on this side. It will = free importa- 
tion of goods into the zone in bond and will enable our merchants 
to control that trade, which now really goes to the merchants of 
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the free zone. So that the objection that it would interfere with 
our trade is wholly without foundation. It will actually increase 
our trade. The Government of Mexico is perfectly willing that 
Congress shall take this action. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I did desire to yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR], but he is not in his seat. 
I will not consume the time of the House any longer. It is too 
plain to need discussion; and, consequently, I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

Mr.CRAIN. Will the gentleman yield me back the five min- 
utes that I returned? 

Mr. COCKRELL. You have consumed over half an hour. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr.CRAIN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 9. 

Mr.CRAIN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
ee eaten, Mr. CocKRELL, and the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 

SRAIN. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. FITHIAN said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crain] have five minutes. He 
says he will withdraw the point of no quorum if he gets that time, 
and I think that is the quickest way out of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crary] be allowed 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOUD. Will he allow the business to proceed? 

Mr. FITHIAN. He says he will withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted five minutes to ex- 
plain the proposition submitted by the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Bynum]. He has stated tothe House that this will not affect 
the importation in the free zone of American goods. If gentle- 
tlemen will examine the resolution they will find that it is dis- 
tinctly stated that until the free zone is abolished the bonded 
system of the United States shall be suspended as to Mexico. 

ow, if the free zone is abolished, then American goods going 
into Mexico have to pay the full rate of duty. That is all I have 
to say, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was then ordered, and under the opera- 
tion thereof the Senate amendment was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on 
the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 2798) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a Govern- 
ment building at Chicago,” approved February 13, 1895. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent was given 
for the consideration of that bill yesterday, but I withdrew it for 
the purpose of perfecting an amendment which I desired to offer. 
I ask now that the amendment be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the word “lowest,” in line 11 of the act of which this is amendatory, 
be stricken out; so that the original act shall provide as follows: 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to contract with the best 
bidder, after reasonable notice by advertisement in twoor more newspapers 
published in the city of Chicago, for the sale of the present building as here- 
ae and the removal of the same from the site where it is now 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DURBOROW, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

NANCY G. ALLABACH., 

Ti+ SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill ($8. 1639) grant- 
“Es pension to Nancy G. Allabach. 

r. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy G. Allabach, widow 
of Peter H. Allabach, late colonel One hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that this bill be now considered? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I object. 

Mr. HAYES. Then I ask that the bill lie on the Speaker’s table 
for the present. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 











1895. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Private Land Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 2388, 
and it was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. MarsH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for this day. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WASHINGTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of 
Asa Faulkner. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre- 
sent a conference report. 

The conference report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the dis outs votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8092) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896,and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference, have arreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of th ematter inserted by said amendment, 
strike out “and,” and strike out all after the word “surgeons,’’ in line 20, 
= to and including line 23, on page 2 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: . 

‘ i lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
ollowing: 

* And it is further provided, That from and after the oe of this act all 
pensioners now on the rolls who are poneeed at less than o per month for 
any degree of pensionable disability shall have their pensions increased to $6 
per month; and that hereafter whenever any applicant for pension would 
under existing rates be entitled to less than a for any single disability or 
several combined disabilities, such pensioner shall be rated at not less than 
$6 per month: Provided also, That the provisions hereof shall not be held to 
cover any ———— period prior to the passage of this act nor authorize a 
rerating of any claim for any part of such period nor prevent the allowance 
of lower rates than $6 per month, according to the existing practice in the 
Pension Office in ponies cases covering any pensionable period prior to the 
passage of this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JOSEPH H. O’NEIL, 

J. R. WILLIAMS, 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CALVIN 8. BRICE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8092, making appropriations for the pi bye ~ of invalid and other pensions 
for the fiscal year 1896, in explanation of the effect of the action recommended 
on each of the amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate, 
repealing so much of the act approved March 1, 1893, as prohibits the pay- 
ment, after July 1, 1893, of pensions to nonresidents not citizens of the United 
States, except for actual disabilities incurred in the service. 

On amendment numbered 2: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate, 
requiring the reports of the examining surgeons to specifically state the 
rating which, in their judgment, applicants are entitled to, and strikes from 
the bill the provision requiring the reports of examining surgeons to be open 
to examination and inspection of claimants and attorneys. 

On amendment numbered 3, in lieu of the provision proposed by the Senate, 
rating all pensions at not less than $6 per month: Inserts the following: 

‘And it is further provided, That from and after the oe of this act all 
pensioners now on the rolls, who are goanrened at less than $6 per month, for 
any degree of pensionable disability, ll have their pensions increased to $6 
per month; and that hereafter whenever any applicant for pension would, 
under existing rates, be entitled to less than $6 for any single disability, or 
several combined disabilities, such pensioner shall be rated at not less than $6 
per month: Provided also, That the provisions hereof shall not be held to 
cover any —— riod prior to the passage of this act, nor authorize a 
rerating of any claims for any part of such period, nor prevent the allowance 
of lower rates than $6 per month, according to the existing practice in the 
Pension Office in yas cases covering any pensionable period prior to the 
passage of this act. 

JOS. H. O’NEIL, 

J. R. WILLIAMS, 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it will be seen by 
the statement of the House conferees that the House recedes from 
its disagreement to the firstamendment, which repealed the act of 
March 1, 1893, in relation to pensions paid to nonresidents. The 
House concurs in amendment No. 2, with an amendment provid- 
ing that the former practice of the Pension Office shall be re- 
stored, that the rating shall be recommended by the examining 
surgeons, and also providing that the provision in the last pension 
bill, which permitted, under certain restrictions, copies of the re- 
~ of the examining surgeons to be given out by the Interior 

a, shall be repealed. 
e third amendment, raising all pensions to $6 a month, was 
the conference with an amendment. The 


also concurred in b 
hy drawn was considered very loose by the 


provision as origina 
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Department; but as modified in the confererice report it meets the 
wishes of its friends and at the same time carefully guards the 
Treasury. As originally drawn there was nothing in the bill to 
prevent arrears of pensions being paid from the date of granting; 
some of them as far back as 1866. By the bill as amended and 
concurred in by the conference all pensioners now drawing pen- 
sions of less than $6 a month are to have their pensions raised to 
$6 from and after the date of the passage of this act, and all claim- 
ants for pension who under existing law would be entitled to less 
than $6 per month if their claims were allowed are to be granted 
pensious at the rate allowed by law for the time previous to the 
passage of this act and at $6 a month from and aiter the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman to say that all 
pensions below $6 are to be raised by this act to $6 a month. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Yes; from and after the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The bill does not raise those pensions that are 
above $6. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is the effect of this report to raise 
pensions from $6 to $12 a month? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. No,sir. The effect of it is to 
raise pensions below $6 to $6. There are 48,000 or 49,000 pension- 
ers on the rolls who are drawing less pension than $6 per month. 
Not one of those pensions has been granted except for wounds 
actually received in the service, and it seems only an act of jus- 
tice that those men should receive at: least as much pension as men 
who only became disabled at some time after the war. The 
amount which this amendment carries is about one million and a 
half per annum. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman desires to ask ques- 
tions I will yield the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] as 
much time as he desires. 

Mr. GROUT. [Ishali occupy only a few minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the result of this conference is that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments and agree to 
them all, but, as to two of them, with amendments. The amend 
ment raising all pensions to $6 a month is agreed to with the 
further amendment that all those persons who may be hereafter 
put upon the list shall go upon it at $6 per month. The Senate 
amendment sto merely with those already on the list. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This applies the same principle to future casés 
as to those already disposed of? 

Mr. GROUT. ecisely; and it provides further that there shall 
be no rerating on account of this legislation; this provision oper- 
ates simply from now on; so that those who may hereafter go 


upon the roll and those who are already on the roll are upon a 
precise equality. 
Mr. PICKLER. When will the increase commence? 


Mr. GROUT. At once for those now upon the roll; for others 
whenever the allowance in their cases may be made and their 
names placed upon the rolls. 

The other amendment, Mr. Speaker, provides that there shall 
be a rating by the local boards, a matter about which, as the 
House will remember, we had some contest a year ago. I then 
offered an amendment to provide for what is now provided for by 
the Senate amendment which is agreed to by the conferees with 
an amendment, that the ratings of the local boards shall not be 
open to public inspection. It has always been the policy of the 
Pension Bureau, and I think a wholesome one, to keep these 
ratings of the local boards entirely away from the pensioner, so 
that the boards may act independently. I think it is astep in the 
right direction to have from these local boards a rating to come 
up and be a matter of record in the office here? This has always 
been the case until the present administration, during which by 
administrative order it has been prohibited. This bill will restore 
the former policy. 

The other amendment relates to pensions due to persons residing 
outside of the United States. To that the House conferees have 
agreed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will this provision in regard to the ratings of 
the local boards interfere with allowing an applicant or his at- 
torney to see all the papers on file here, as provided for, I believe, 
in the first session of this Congress? 

Mr. GROUT. This does not prohibit such an examination. It 
simply repeals the existing law, and leaves the matter under the 
administrative control of the Bureau. That, I believe, is the ef- 
fect of the agreement. I have not the language before me. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This applies only to the reports of the local 
examiners, not to the other papers. 

Mr. GROUT. That is the wayI understandit. Iask the Clerk 
to read the statement of the House conferees on that point, for the 
provision is not distinctly in my mind. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On amendment numbered 2: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
requiring the reports of the examining surgeons to specifically state the 
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rating which, in their judgment, applicants are entitled to, and strikes from 
the bail the provision requiring the reports of examining surgeons to be open 
to examination and inspection of claimants and attorney} 3. 


Mr. GROUT. It will be seen that this relates simply to the rat- 
ings of the examining surgeons, as I was under the impression it 
did. It seems to me that is entirely proper. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the very point to which I was address- 
ing my inquiry. This Congress, as I understand, passed a pro- 
vision allowing this right of inspection. 

Mr. GROUT. Not at all, because at that time no ratings from 
the local boards were allowed. What was referred to in that pro- 
vision was an examination of the papers generally; and that is not 
touched at all by this agreement. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, as I understand the gentleman, the 
agreement embraced in the present report prohibits the claimant 
- his attorney from seeing anything from the local boards except 

he ratings. 

Mr. GROUT. Thatis the way the amendment reads, accord- 
ing to my understanding. The gentleman will apply his own un- 
derstanding to it. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is a very material matter. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, the gentleman can have that clause 
read again. 

The Clerk again read the statement of the House conferees in 
reference to amendment No. 2. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis right. . 

Mr. PICKLER. According to this statement the amendment 
‘‘ strikes from the bill the provision requiring the reports of ex- 
amining surgeons to be open to examination and inspection of 
claimants and attorneys.” Ido not know whether that provision 
is in the bill or not. e provision to which I refer is in the law. 

Mr. GROUT. It was in the bill. It is carried forward as part 
of this act, according to my recollection. 

Mr. LYNCH. Is it understood that the rating of the local 
board is to be conclusive on the board here? 

Mr. GROUT. Notatall. It is simply sent up as the opinion 
of the local examining surgeons for the consideration of the med- 
ical board here to be p upon by the office. That it is the way 
it has always been heretofore. 

Mr. LACEY. If this strikes from the bill the provision referred 
to it leaves still in force the last pension appropriation act, which 
gives the applicant or his attorney the right to go to the office and 
examine the papers. 

Mr. GROUT. Not the rating of the local board. 

Mr. LACEY. How can the report be examined apart from the 
rating? They are both on the same piece of paper. 

Mr. GROUT. Ordinarily, I understand. 

Mr. LACEY. The Department might require that the rating 
should be sent in separately from the report. 

Mr. RAY. I wish to suggest this point to the gentleman: The 
report of the local board of examiners being on the same paper 
with the rating, by prohibiting by law the pensioner from seeing 
the rating you prohibit him from seeing the proceedings of the 
local board, which he has had the right to see under the law. 

Mr. GROUT. But that is a mistake. He is not prohibited 
from seeingit. Itis left to the administrative judgment of the 
Bureau itself, as it always has been, and as it ought to be. 

‘“ Mr. PICKLER. He has always had the right to see it hereto- 
ore. 

Mr. RAY. Here is the difficulty, —— When you leave it 
to the Department, it has full power to let the report, except the 
rating, be seen by the pensioner or his attorney if desired. But 
when you do leave it , you have in effect prohibited the pen- 
sioner or his attorney from seeing the report of the local exami- 
ners in the event that the report embodies therating. Here, then, 
is the point: Unless we provide by law that the rating shall be 
upon a seperate paper, or in a separate report, you have, in fact, 
by establishing this order, prohibited the pensioner or his attor- 
a from seeing what the local board of examiners say in regard 
to his disability and in regard to the character of his claim, as well 
as to the rating; and have therefore prohibited them from knowi 
anything of what the local examiners say on the subject. Is no 
that about it? 

Mr. GROUT. Now, if the tleman will make plain to the 
candid inquiry of every man here why it is necessary that the 
pensioner or his attorney should know what rating the board of 
physicians have given him, the forceof his objection might be ap- 
parent. 

Mr. PICKLER. We donot object to that. It is not perhaps 
important that the claimant or his attorney should see the rating, 
but I do object to repealing the law as it stands and Coes 
the claimant or his attorney from seeing any private letters. pa- 
us or other documents which have been s i to the local 

ard bearing upon his claim. 


Mr.GROUT. But the gentleman is mistaken, This makes no 
such provision. 


Mr. PICKLER. I the tleman’s pardon; I have just ex- 
amined it. I think it does. ow, the law provides, under such 
reasonable rules and regulations as may be established by the 
Department, that the claimant or his attorney may have access to 
the proceedings of the local board. You quote that law in the 
bill, but the conference report strikes it out, so that hereafter 
neither the claimant nor his attorney can see anything the local 
board happens to do, and it ties the matter up year after year, the 
soldier not knowing what is alleged against him or what influences 
may be at work to prevent the proper consideration of his claim. 

- GROUT. The gentleman does not now state the provision 
of the law as he did a few moments ago—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman said, thatin reference tothe other 
papers outside of the rating—— 

Mr.PICKLER. Isaid 1 objected to this change; that the former 
law was that the claimant or his attorney, under such reasonable 
rules as might be prescribed by theSecretary, should have the right 
to examine the local report; and I contend that they ought to have 
the privilege of doing so. 

Mr. GROUT. Let the gentleman tell why it is important that 
the claimant or his attorney should know how the local board has 
rated the pensioner. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have not claimed that. 

Mr. GROUT. That report isinits nature confidential informa- 
tion for the Department. I claim to be a friend of the soldier 
early and late and all the time it is possible to make myself his 
friend, under judicious and prudent provision of law for his pro- 
tection. 

Now, so far as the rating of the pensioner is concerned, Ido not 
see why it is important that the pensioner should have the right 
to examine the report of the local board, unless he proposes to 
make a canvass of the local board, which I should disapprove of 
and do not believe in. I believe that the local board if left to it- 
self will act independently, fairly, and properly, and its report to 
the Department is in the nature of a confidential communication. 
Tt is not a matter of proof; it is simply a matter of opinion based 
on the medical examination, which can not be affected by extra- 
neous evidence, and which neither the attorney nor the claimant 
can modify except by asking for another examination. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment I shall be glad to show him the importance—— 

Mr. GROUT. Iam notin control of the time. It belongs to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman from Vermont will permit me, I 
wish to say that Iam not in favor at all of having the rating 
shown either to the attorney or to the pensioner—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But this is worse than that. 

Mr. RAY. But my opinion is this: That the rest of the report, 
the examination of the local board, the papers filed, and the re- 
mainder of the report generally, I think should be open, as hereto- 
fore, to the inspection of the attorney or the claimant himself. 
I wish to know if it can not be fixed in some way so that the 
pensioner or his attorney may see the remainier of the report to 
the Depertmens. without reference to the oo of rating? 

Mr. PICKLER. In other words, allow the law to remain as it 
is except that the ae can not see the rating. 

Mr. GROUT. reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray] I would state that the substance of the report of the local 
board, aside from the ng of the pensioner, might be a matter 
properly enough to be seen hy the pensioner or his attorney; and 
while there might be some argument in favor of lettingit beseen— 
I do not know that I would object to it—yet it would seem to be 
as well that the report of the local board should be im all respects 
in the possession of the Department for its own information and 
in the nature of a confidential communication. It seems to be as 
well, as tolegislate to disclose it, to leave it in that form, and yet 
I should not be strenuous in either aspect of the case. 

Mr. RAY. Here isthe point. I wanted tosay this: That when 
a soldier goes before a local board for examination, of course he 
has no one who re ts him—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important matter, 
and nobody can understand this colloquy between the gentlemen. 

The SP ER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. RAY. The soldier has no one to represent him. He does 
not have a lawyer there, he does not have a physician to present 
his case. Now, the examining surgeons may or may not examine 
thoroughly or particularly in the direction where the greater 
disability of the soldier lies. Now, if the soldier can know the re- 
sult of t examination, if he is allowed to see it, or if his attor- 
ney is allowed to see it, if the soldier believes that a wrong has been 
done him, if he thinks that a sufficient examination in that direc- | 
tion has not been had, he can apply for a further examination, a 
reexamination, and so if wrong has been done him it may be 
righted. Now,Ican see no injury to the Government in allowing 
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the pensioner or his attorney to know the result of this examination 
as certified; not the — as to the rating that he should have. 
I think that should be kept secret. 

Mr. POWERS. Why? 

Mr. RAY. Well, there are many reasons. It would take me 
too long to go into an explanation. i 

Mr. POWERS. Is not the rating a part of the evidence in the 
case as much as anything else? 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Vermont {[Mr. Grout] 
will state to whom he yields. Gentlemen must address the Chair. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray}. 

Mr.RAY. Mr.Speaker, all I want to call attention to is this: 
Can not the gentleman arrange it in some way so that the attor- 
~~ for the pensioner or the claimant himself may know the re- 
sult of the examination, excepting only the rating that they sug- 
gest? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, that particular phase of the ques- 
tion was not presented in conference and did notcome up. It has 
certain reasons in support of it. Isaid a moment since that Ihave 
no pride of opinion myself concerning this, though I wish to be un- 

tood as standing by the conference report. If the judgment 
of the House is that there should be an e , or that the pen- 
sioner and his attorney should be allowed to examine the result 
of the examination aside from the rating, why, I make no par- 
ticular objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Right there, if the gentleman will allow me, 
this matter was all traveled over at different sessions of this Con- 
gress and a former Congress, and finally the House came to the 
conclusion and passed it in one of the pension appropriation bills 
allowing this very examination. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; but that was in reply to the proposition 
that the board should not rate. It wastomeet that. It wasnever 
agitated in this body before the last session of the present Con- 


Ss. 
ne PICKLER. I begthe gentleman’spardon. It was agitated, 
and that is the way the amendment came on. 

Mr. GROUT. In the last Congress? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; in the last Congress. 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave no recollectionof it. I should be glad to 
have the gentleman refer me to the record of any such discus- 
sion—— 

Mr. PICKLER. While I do not agree with the gentleman that 
it would be all right that the officers should show their rating, 
still I do most seriously protest against repealing the law as it 
now stands. The point is that a physician may have some enmity 
against the soldier. He makes a report that comes here and lies 
for years, as I know such reports have lain for years, the soldier 
being in ignorance of what was holding his pension. Further- 
more, the local board are public officers. Why should not their 
report be open to the soldier? It is not open to the public gener- 
ally, but the claimant or his attorney ought to see it. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, if the House wants to so order I 
shall certainly acquiesce. I have expressed my doubts about the 
wisdom of it. 

Mr. LACEY. We have tried this policy of examining the re- 
ports of the surgeons for I think nearly a year now. It has not 
proved of any special value, because these reports are only open to 
those claimants who have attorneys in Washington. ey can 
not come on here in person and examine the reports, and the Com- 
missioner declines to furnish copies of reports, or to allow anybody 
to make copies, excepting legally authorized attorneys, so that the 
practical effect of opening these things to the examination of pen- 
sioners has proved of very little value. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not think that is the case at all. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me make this suggestion in addition: A 
member of Congress is always trusted with the rating and with 
every particular concerning the pensioner’s claim. Nothing is 
withheld from him. 

Mr. PICKLER. This will withhold it from the member. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly it will. 

Mr. GROUT. Of course it will not. A member or Senator 
always has free access to all the papers in pension claims. 

Mr. HOPKENS of Ilinois. They can not withhold it from a 
member of Congress. He hasa right to examine any of these pub- 
lie records. 

_Mr. POWERS. I should like to ask the gentleman if in this 
bill he provides that the local board shall make a rating he does 
not per se make that rating a part of the evidence on file in the 
case? 

_Mr. GROUT. But it is for the consideration of the Commis- 
—— of Pensions and his assistants, not for the general public 

Mr. POWERS. Now, why do you draw the distinction and say 
that the pensioner mav examine all the other evidence in the case 








touching his rights, but shall not see a particular piece of evi- 
dence that is all important concerning his rights? In other 
words, the case is made up against him, and why should he not 
have all the evidence before him or his attorney, if he should see 
fit to look it over? 

Mr. GROUT. Now, in reply I will say, as I said a moment 
since, because the examination of the surgeons is aside and wholly 
by themselves on which they give an opinion. It is a matter of 
opinion formed not by extraneous evidence, but by an examina- 
tion of the applicant himself. It is not a thing that ortside evi- 
dence can affect in any way. That is why there is a difference 
between these examinations and other evidence in the case. In 
other testimony some one testifies to a fact within the knowledge 
of perhaps half a dozen other men, and that can be disproved or 
corroborated, as the casemay be. Thisisentirely different. Thi 
medical examination depends upon technical knowledge and a 
personal inspection of the pensioner by the examining board, with 
no outside evidence whatever, and will be held, as it seems to me, 
as it has always been held by the Pension Bureau, as confidential 
information. The boards are always instructed not to inform the 

ioner how they rate. That has always been the practice dur- 
ing the whole history of the Pension Bureau and of the whole 
pension system; and no fault has ever been found with it. and 
would never have been changed only for the agitation which 
arose in the last session of this Congress over the new depart- 
mental rule that the local boards should not rate. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you say that under this bill mem- 
bers of Congress will not be prevented from examining the certifi- 
cate of the medical board? 

Mr.GROUT. Theywillnot. This amendment leaves the mat 
ter where it has always been, under control of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They did at one time begin to take 
out certificates of the medical boards. 

Mr.GROUT. Oh, well, no member of Congress is ever refused 
an examination of any paper he may desire to examine; or at least 
I have never been. I have been through cases from top to bottom. 
I have never been refused by any administration a full and com- 
plete examimation. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They never refused to let me see the 
certificates, but the certificates were taken out of the papers upon 
two occasions and I had to complain of it, and then they wer 


produced. 
Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman has no objection, why not 
confine it except to the rate given by the examiners, and let it 


stand as it was? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The House can not amend this report. 
You have either to accept it or reject it. 

Mr. GROUT. [If this report is not satisfactory to the Honse 
they can refuse to agree to it, and send the matter to further con- 
ference. I have fully stated my opinion of the report, and I am 
very clear that we can safely agree to it. 

Mr. HUDSON. Do you not think we had better send it back to 
another conference? 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir; Ithink we had better agree to the report. 
1 think the rights of the old soldier are all fully protected by it. 

Mr. RAY. Permit me a suggestion in supportof your position 
that the opinion given by the board of examiners as to rating is 
merely information. It is a mere matter of judgment or decision 
rendered by them on the evidence, and is not evidence itself, and 
for that reason it should not be given out. 

Mr. GROUT. That is a good suggestion. 

Mr. PICKLER. We are not talking about giving the rate. 

Mr. HUDSON. Do you think it is in the best interest of the 
soldier? 

Mr. GROUT. I think it is. 
leges and protects all his rights. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is not for the best interest of the soldier. [t 
is making a star-chamber proceeding. 

Mr. GROUT. I have said all I wish to upon this report. I am 
clear that we had best agree toit, but if not satisfactory the House 
can vote it down. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Jones] does not wish to take the time of the 
House, but asks leave that he may be permitted to print some re- 
marks on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I just desire to say in a word 
that the House can not amend this report. It must either accept 
it or reject it under the rule; and if gentlemen do not like it they 
can vote it down. The committee have done the very best they 
could. The Senate were bound to insist on their second amend- 
ment to this bill, and the House conferees agreed to it, repealing 
the provision of the bill that was put into the bill by the gentle 
man from South Dakota. 


It enlarges the pensioner’s privi- 
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Mr. HERMANN. And that is the best they could do. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. It is the very best that could 
be done. I yield a minute to my colleague. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, much as [ dislike to disagree with 
my friend the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER], I 
hope this report will not be sent back. I believe it contains pro- 
visions favorable to the soldiers, and an important one is the in- 
crease of all pensions (from the passage of the bill) of $2 and $4 
to $6 per month, thus oe out a standing disgrace to this great 
Government. I think that we will endanger the whole business 
if it be sent back to another conference. Therefore I shall vote 
to se the conference report, and let us vote now. [Cries of 
** Vote!” 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield me five minutes? 

Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I hope that this report will be 
sent back to the committee of conference. 

This is the pension es bill, and there is no danger 
that it will not pass, and it is useless to attempt to get up an 
alarm on that ground. Month after month and year after year 
this question of making the report of the surgeons a star-chamber 
matter has been discussed in Congress, and the Commissioners of 
Pensions heretofore have made it a rule that these reports shall 
not be examined by the claimant or his attorney. Now, can any 
gentleman tell me what reason there is why a claimant or his 
attorney should not be allowed to ses the reports of the examining 
surgeon? Sometimes the surgeons have malice against the soldier, 
and they make reports based upon that. Yet their reports are to 
be shut up, so that the soldier or his attorney can not know any- 
thing about them! 

Sometimes the surgeons do not report as to the particular dis- 
ease, yet their report is to be shut up from the claimant and his 
attorney for years, and the claim is disallowed, and there are 
scores of reasons why he should see the report and none why he 
should not. Certainly no lawyer can advocate the doctrine that 
aman should be required to try a case against him or his client 
and introduce evidence that he can not have a chance to exam- 
ine. Let the rating of the local boards remain secret if that is 
thought necessary, and as it is a matter provided for by this bill, 
although there is no reason for that, but do not repeal the law by 
which the soldier or his attorney is allowed to see what the sur- 
geons report. The proposition now is to let these local boards 
send in their reports, but to keep those reports secret from the 
soldier and his attorney. How many pensions do you suppose will 
be allowed under that arrangement? This report makes a star- 
chamber proceeding. It repeals the law as it now stands, a law 
which oughi not to be repealed. 

Let us send back this bill to conference, and let the secrecy be 
confined to the rating of the local board if gentlemen must attack 
the soldier in secret, but let us not repeal the law which gives the 
claimant or his attorney the right to see what the local boards 
report in regard to hiscase. Thatisdangerous. Itwas the cause 
of great nen all over the country before it was repealed, and 
is simply a plan, and that is the design, to prevent the sree al- 
lowance of pensions, to injure the soldier in secret and he not to 
be allowed to know how he is attacked. 

Mr. WANGER. Under the present practice in the Pension 
Office the local boards do not giveany rating. They simply report 
the condition of the claimant and the reviewing board makes the 


rating. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope 
we are not going to be stampeded by the suggestion that we must 
take this conference report or nothing. This is the pension ap- 
propriation bill, and, I repeat, there is no danger that it is going 
to fail; none whatever. 

The bait of increasing pensions below $6 to that amount is 
thrown out, and at the same time every claimant who is drawing 
no pension, every poor soldier who is waiting for his pension, is 
placed at the mercy of examining boards, who may report any- 
thing about the soldier, delay his claim indefinitely, and the sol- 
dier remain in ignorance of the reason his pension is not allowed. 

Let gentlemen understand that they are jeopardizing every un- 
allowed claim on the pretense of getting pensions raised to $6 per 
month, when if they would disagree to this report they could just 
as certainly have the $6 and preserve the rights of claimants, who 
are by this proposition endangered. 3 

Mr. O’NEIL: of Massachusetts. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I very much dislike to differ 
with my friend from South ota [Mr. ae upon @ mat- 
ter relating to pensions or the administration o the Pension 


Office; but in the present case I feel compelled to take different 
ound from his, and I hope that he will accord to me the same. 
egree of good faith in the matter that I do to him in the position 
that he assumes. 
There are two matters of difference here that we are called to 


vote upon. One of them isa great advance in favor of the soldier. 
We have got rid of the $2 a month business. We have got rid 
of the disgrace of having a soldier pensioned at two or four dol- 
larsa month. This bill provides that the minimum pension shall 
be $6 a month, and that without the intervention of any aor? 
without the intervention of any rerating. The soldier simply 
starts as of to-day at $6a month and goes forward. The other 
question is whether or not the reports of the examining surgeons 
of the local boards shall be open to inspection. 

Now, if it were possible that any good could come to the soldier 
by reason of such inspection I would be as tenacious of it as the 
gentleman from South Dakota is; but what good does come to 
the soldier from it? That report of the local board is simply ad- 
visory. I admit that there are two sides to this question, but in 
my judgment the strong side isin favor of the approval of this 
conference report. Let me make a suggestion that I think is of 
value. It is important that the local boards shall act with judg- 
ment, with discretion, with fearlessness, like a j consulting 
over its verdict inthe juryroom. Now, I have found—other gen- 
tlemen may have had a different experience—that if the soldier 
is permitted to know the report of the examining surgeons below, 
the local board, there is a tendency to censure, to harass, to find 
fault with the board, and it does no good whatever, because after 
all the action of the local board is, as I have said, only advisory. 
If it was final, if it was the conclusion of the right of the pen- 
sioner, I would take the other sideof the question; but it ismerely 
an advisory report. The pensioner has had access to all the facts. 
His attorney has had it in the preparation of its evidence; he has 
had the facts before him, and the only restriction here is that the 
soldier is not allowed to look into a report which is merely ad- 
visory and not a final judgment in his case. 

Now, while there were some arguments in favor of the other 
view of this matter, yet in my humble judgment—and I am sure 
I am as anxious for the welfare of the soldier as anybody here— 
we had better not haggle on this point any longer. When the 

roper time comes I shall stand with the gentleman from South 
Dakota in any reasonable effort to get rid of these boards and 
everything connected with them—to make the honorable dis- 
charge of the soldier the preliminary examination and the final 
examination and the warrant upon which his pension shall be 
allowed. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the first amend- 
ment here in question is in absolute accord with the recommen- 
dation of Judge Lochren, the Commissioner of Pensions. As to 
the second amendment, it had never been much discussed in this 
House, the gentleman from South Dakota to the contrary notwith- 
standing. The amendment was offered on the afternoon of the 
closing day of the discussion on this bill, and was accepted by the 
gentleman in charge of the bill in order that we might get a vote 
that evening. 

Mr. PICKLER. The proposition was discussed a long time, on 
the previous bill and at the previous session. Thisidentical ques- 
tion has been discussed at great length in this House. I agree 
with the gentleman that on the particular afternoon referred to 
there was little discussion; but that, as was well understood, was 
because the question had before been so long and fully discussed. 
One of the greatest sources of complaint among the soldiers of 
this country is in connection with this very matter. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. The amendment, as I say, was 
accepted merely in order that the Committee of the Whole might 
come to a vote. AndI wish to say to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that the House conferees were willing to retain it in the 
bill; but when the Senate conferees insisted that the rating should 
be made by the local examiners, the House conferees were willing 
to assent to the repeal of all this provision because they did not 
think then and do not think now that the local examiner should 
be pulled and hauled by everybody in the district. 

r. PICKLER. That paste we all agree to. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. In regard to the other amend- 
ment, there seems to be no opposition to it. It will not trouble 
the conferees if this report be voted down. They have done the 
best they could. They believe that this report marks a great 
advance upon what has been the policy heretofore. The third 
amendment does what I at least, who have done something here 
in ee to reform the pension system, have always believed in; 
it is in the direction of giving consideration to the men whoo suf- 
fered wounds or disability in the service rather than those who 
did not. The bill affects only the men who were wounded at the 
front. We think it is a good bill and that its provisions are all 
right. 

ask a vote on agreeing to the conference report. 

The question being taken, the report was agreed to, there being— 
ayes 180, noes 12. 

On motion of Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, a motion to recon- 
ree the vote by which the report was agreed to was laid on the 
table, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message tic7n the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 2790) to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws of 
1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for deductions from the gross 
tonnage of vessels of the United States;” 

A bill (S. 2799) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the —— of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
and of the Kansas State Normal Institute thereon, and for a public 
park; 

A bill (S.502) for the relief of John A. Lynch; 

A bill (S. 2428) for the relief of Henry A. Webb; 

A bill (8S. ae to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle the mutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary un- 
der the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8.817) for the relief of Jennie M. Hunt; 

A bill (S. 1432) to open to settlement and provide for the dis- 
posal of the public lands of Fort McPherson Military Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Tassin; 

A bill (S. 1074) for the relief of the estate of Emmet Crawford, 
deceased, late captain of the Third Regiment United States Cav- 
alry; 

A bill (S. 2090) to remove the charge of desertion and grant an 
honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Sceckel; 

A bill (S. 2754) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Oakland, in the State of 
Caiifornia; 

A bill (S. 934) for the relief of the chapter of Calvary Cathe- 
dral, Sioux Falls, S. Dak.; 


A bill (S. 1503) to establish harbor regulations for the District of 


Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1905) for the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg; 

A bill (S.593) to permit Anna M. Coleman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim; 

A bill (S. 1201) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamship Tallapoosa; and 

A bill (S. 1655) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing Second Lieut. S. D. 
Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, to accept 
the position of commandant of cadets at the Virginia Military 
Academy, Lexington, Va.; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Dlinois River at or near the town of Hennepin; 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, crippled son of 
a soldier of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 72) for the reliéf of the trustees of the Presbyterian 
Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn.; 

A bill (H.R. 2066) for the relief of Charles A. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 8189) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala.; 

A bill (H.R. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal- 
revenue collector at Detroit, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela and 
Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Mo- 
nongahela River; 

A bill (H. R. 8337) relative to the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of 
land in section 36,township 1 north, range 9 west (San Bernardino 
meridian), in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Com- 

any to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone 
ine through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; ” 

A bill (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow of David 
Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818; 

A bill (H. R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, in the 
State of Mississippi, known as k Bay;” 

A bill (H.R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Alabama for public uses; 

_A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laugh- 


A bill (H. R. 8327) to authorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 
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A bill (H. R. 3150) for the relief of Thomas B. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of certain settlers who have 
entered lands under the timber and stone act, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 8572) for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Com- 
pany, of Daviess County, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Corigan; 

A = R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of Mound 
City, Ill.; 

A bill (H. R. 8638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 
porate the Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” ap- 
proved August 1, 1892, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Brightwoed Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre; and 

A bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railway Company the right to build two branch lines and 
to grant the right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot grounds, 
etc.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and 
Mansfield Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River, asked a conference with the House 
of Representatives on the bill and amendments, and had appointed 
Mr. Vest, Mr. Berry, and Mr. Quay as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R.8231) to regulate the sale of milk in 


| the District of Columbia, asked a conference with the House on 


the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. 
Harris, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and 
Marlboro Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extend its 
line af road into and within the District of Columbia, asked a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 


| pointed Mr. Harris, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. McMILLAN as the 


conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H.R.119) to protect public forest reserva- 
tions, asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. ALLEN, Mr. KYLg&, and Mr. TELLER 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R.5580) to protect the insignia and the 
name of the Red Cross, asked a conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Moraan, Mr. Gray, 
and Mr. FRYE as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House, in compli- 
ance with its request, the engrossed joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting 
permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor 
of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. C. L. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (S.15) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. Sohn Stark 
in the city of Manchester, N. H. 

Also, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 266) providing for the erec- 
tion of an equestrian statue of Gen. Francis Marion. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Wisconsin, be printed as required by law. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2377) to amend 
“An act to amend section 4400 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” 
es August 7, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, title 52, 
of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels,” 
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HARRISON C. HOBART. 


Mr. BALDWIN submitted the followimg conference report: 


The committee of conuanaes on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (5. 1960) granting 
a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, tan vet brigadier-general volunteers, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

M. R. BALDWTN, 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. F. VILAS, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

JOHN M. PALMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The following statement of the House conferees was read: 

In the matter of the bill (S. 1969) “gr “a pension to Harrison C. Hoba: 
ete., now in conference between the two the managers on the part 
eee ‘the pension to $i per mouth, the beneficiary hain toy 
plied at all at the un Oates Th he bill reduel the 
os of the sion oa Oe. $0 oan cant toe being the highest rate allowed un- 

der the gene law to any er on account of his rank. The Senate re- 
fused to agree to the House amendment and the effect of the report of the 
conferees will be, if agreed to by beth Houses, to grant the beneficiary the 
verbo: eh month. rs on the part of the House have agreed with 
the _aaaeee <n Oe pare of the Senate to this report on account of the gal- 
—_ = long a Seine Geaioes —— age, his poverty, and the 

ependence upon an y MER ; 
JA. PICKLER, 
Majority of Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this the bill which was antagonized by the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Marri of 
Indiana] at a recent Friday _—_ session? 

Several MemBers. Oh, n 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I peneiitiete st think I am not mistaken, 
and if lam mistaken the gentleman from Indiana will correct 
me—if I remember correctly, this is the bill granting the bene- 
ficiary a pension of $50 a month, and it was antagonized by the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LYNCH. It was not antagonized; the gentleman simply 
said nothing about it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that by this report the House 
conferees recede, the effect of which is to grant a pension of $50 a 
month. I would like to hear an explanation. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that a 
is again afforded me to ego for my old comr Two consi 
erations more than all else govern my action and my vote in pen- 
sion claims of the nature of the pending measure. What was the 
character and duration of the service? What need has the soldier 
for a pension? [f he served his country faithfully, long, and 
well, and through no fault of his needs a pension, then I would 
grant the sion; not a mere pittance, but an amount sufficient 
to enable him to pass the remaining days of his life in comfort. 
'Fhe case of Colonel Hobart fills to the fuil my measure of require- 
ment. Colonel Hobart did not wait for the draft or a bounty, but 
responded to the first call for troops and served throughout the 
war. From the Senate report we learn enough of his military 
record to convince us that Wisconsin sent to the field no braver 
or better soldier. He stands with Pairchild and Bragg, Gab. 
Bouck, and Tom Allen; and no State in the Union furnished 
braver soldiers or nobler patriots. Colonel Hobart was my com- 
rade in Libby Prison. 

It was Colonels Straight and Hobart who planned and carried to 
completion that famous tunnel through which so many Union 
officers escaped from Libbey Prison. I was one of those who stood 
im line all mght in that dark and gloomy cellar waiting my turn 
that never came. My boyhood friend, my soldier comrade, and 
now an honored member of this House, CHARLES H. MorGan, 
of Missouri, was more fortunate than I. He, following the lead 
of his colonel, for Hobart was the commander of his regiment, 
made an escape. I, with many others, waited until the dawn of 
day, and then sick at heart turned back to our prison room. But 
more than one hundred officers escaped through that tunnel and 
went to reenforce our army in the field. what a reenforce- 
ment! for braver men never buckledsword orspur. And for that 
reenforcement the and thecountry was indebted to Colonels 
Straight and Hobart. I maintain that for that one act alone 
Colonel Hobart is entitled to this pension of $50 a month that we 
ask for him. He is more than ear own old, and, through no 
fault of his, is in distress. The granting of thi is pension has been 
ee ee 
through the Pension 

It is true Colonel Hobart has never asked fora pension, nor does 
he ask it now. The comes from his old comrades. In their 
name I a to this , I appeal to soldiers here, both the 
blue and the gray. Let us not stand upon the order of our giving, 
but give at once. ¢ here for my old comrade, I am_re- 
minded of that scene, familiar to you all, im“ Tristram Shandy.” 
where Corporal Trimm reports to Uncle Tobey that the sick lieu- 
tenant, whom they have been so tenderly nursing, mustdie. Goud 


Uncle Tobey, in desperation and with almost breaking heart, ex- 
— ‘* By God, he shall not die.” And theauthor says: ‘‘ The 
using spirit flew up to heaven's chancery with the ‘oath and 
blushed as he gave it in, and the recording angel as he wrote it 
down dropped a tear upon the word and blotted it out forever.” 
And so I say for my old comrade, in the same spirit that prompted 
Unele Tobey, and with no fear of the record being against me in 
heaven’s chancery: “ By God,” he must have the pension his com- 
rades ask for him. (Applause. ] 
T yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


GRIFFIN}. 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. Mr. ae. T should not be sur- 
prised to find gentlemen who are opposed to pensions to 


granting 

any Union soldier antagonizing this bill; but for myself, I deem 
it an especial privilege, hailing as I do from the State of Wiscon- 
sin, but yet sustaining no such close personal or friendly relations 
to General Hobart as would unreasonably bias my judgment to 
say a word in his behalf at this time; and I donot believe anyone 
who desires to do justice to the merits of this case will hesitate 
to support the re If this House desires to reward loyalty and 
ern here is a rare opportunity, and one which ought not to 

lost. There are also precedents or the passage of such a bill 
as this. It was only on the same Friday evening that this — for 
the relief of General Hobart came up and was slightly an 
nized that a similar bill, the ori arpose of whic —_ any 
—- a pension of $100 per month: eda Stahel, but; which 
amount was by amendment reduced to $50 per month, was passed 
without any further contention. 

The conditions, however, were entirely different and much more 
favorable to the oon sage of General Hobart’s bill than that of 
General Stahel. the latter case he had but himself to main- 
tain; a fact disclosed by the discussion in the Committee of the 
Whole. In this case, General Hobart is not only past eighty 
years of age, but has never applied for a pension and is not draw- 
ing one to-day. 

e has a hel : Loge: invalid wife, who has been con- 
fined to her bed for the last twelve years. General Hobart has 
no means whatever, but is contest upon his friends for his 
support and that of his wife. e is unable to pursue any avocea- 
tion in life which would produce any income whatever, owing to 
his infirm and invalid condition. Iam pleased to observe a dis- 
position on the part of this House to agree to the conference re- 

port, and thereby do partial justice at least to one of the most 
eroic and distinguished characters who served in the Union 
Army from the State of Wisconsin. 

The only regret I have to express is that the bill does not pro- 
vide for $100 per month in lieu of $50; but I yield to the apparently 
favorable disposition of the House without prolonging my re- 
marks, for it is self-evident to me that the passage of the bill 
would be preferable to the prolonging of my remarks, and the 
only object I have is to persuade the House to agree to the report 
and not to eneumber the Recorp with unnecessary talk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, what is the use m discussing 
the bill? Let us vote the pension now. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I demand ae question. 

The previous ae was orde under the operation of which 
the conference report was adopted. 


CONFERENCE REPORT—REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I submit for present consideration a 
conference —— 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2377) to amend “An act to 
amend section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and 
also to amend section 4414, Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes, * ‘Regulation of 
steam vessels,"’ having met, after fulland free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from engreotaase to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2,3, 4, and 6 6, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

After the word “Tlinois” insert the words “ sty sapere Pia.; Bangor, 
Me.; New Haven, Conn.;” and the Senate agree to the sam 

GEORGE D. “ 
Ss. R. MALLOR 

Managers on the pert of +H House. 


= = RANSOM, 


&. VEST, 
WinLiaM P. FRYE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The first amendment corrects a verbal error 
ee RD ae $1,200 in districts inspecting 100 steamers 


The third provides that a salary of $1,500 shall attach to districts inspect- 


over 100 steamers vena less than 150. 
fourth requi Inspector-General to make immediate 


the Supervising 
of the ieapectinne for the year next preceding the approval of this 
“The fifth inserts * Chicago, Mil." (left out by mistake) in the list of districts 
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entitled to an assistant inspector, and adds “ Jacksonville, Fla., Bangor, Me., 
New Haven, Conn.,” to the list, on recommendation of the Supervising In- 
spector-General. 


The sixth simply repeals all acts inconsistent with this, and allows this act 
to take effect on approval. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall have a brief ex- 
planation of this report. - 

Mr. WISE. Mr. S er, this is substantially the bill as it 
passed the House of Representatives a few days ago. I call for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REMITTANCES BY MATCH MANUFACTURERS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to have printed as a document a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury with statement of remittances made by match manu- 
faeturers (bonded accounts). 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Regular order. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I wish to submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. If it is privileged, it is in order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the eulogies delivered in Con 
mom late a Representative from the State of 
y law. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of eulogies delivered in Congress on the Hon. George W. 
Houk, late a Representative in Con from the State of Ohio, have had 
the same under consideration, and have instructed me to report said resolu- 
tion te the House with the recommendation that it be adopted; that said 
eulogies be published and distributed Searerenes by law. 

The cost of the publication will be $2,600. 

The resolution was agreed to. . . 
On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask unanimous consent to di 
the call of committees for reports, and that gentlemen 
ports to make be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Banxk- 
HEAD] asks wnanimous consent that the call of committees be 
dispensed with, and that gentlemen having reports to present be 
permitted to hand them to the Clerk. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ELIZABETH TERRALS. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Wuitrxe, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, mpd sows in the case of Elizabeth Terrals, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


ELEANOR A. BAKER. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. WHITING, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Eleanor A. Baker, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


WILLIAM B. ELLIS. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Cooprzr of Indiana, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, with- 
out leaving copies, the — in the case of William B. Ellis, 
Fifty-second Congress, noadverse report having been made thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House meet at Hl o'clock on Wednesday, the 27th instant, and, 
after the call of committees for re . the re er of such day, until 5.30 
Pp. m., be assigmed to the consideration of business reported from and called 
up by the Committee on Public Buildings and Gro . 

rhis order not to interfere in any way with the — to consider appro- 
priation bills, any matter which is privileged under rules of the House, 
or motions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 
under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House ingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of bills under the special order, with Mr. Ricnarpson of Ten- 
nessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 


upon the Hon. George 
ihio, be printed as required 


mse with 
ving re- 
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for the purpose of considering bills under the special rule. The 


gentleman from Alabama |Mr. BANKHEAD] is recognized. 
SITE FOR NEW GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
8566), a bill to authorize the acquisition of certain real estate in 
the city of Washington for the erection of a Government Printing 
Office thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
empowered and directed to acquire, in the name of the United States, for the 
site of a Government Printing Office plant, including the needed storage and 
distributing warehouses necessary to the economical and efficient conduct of 
such establishment and the more orderly and prompt distribution of pablic 
documents, the certain real estate situate in the south half of square 673, and 
bounded as follows: Beginning at the northeast intersection of North Capitol 
and L streets, thence north along the eastern boundary of North Capitol 
street for 308 feet, thence east in a line practically parallel with the nort hora 
boundary of L street to the western boundary of First street northeast, 
thence southward along the western boundary of said street for 308 feet to 
the intersection of such boundary with the north boundary of L street, and 
thence west along the said boundary of L street to the point of beginning, in- 
cluding on the north boundary of such described area 30 feet in width for one- 
half of Pierce street, to be extended through the said square; or, failing to 
secure such described property by direct negotiation with the owners thereof, 
or a satisfactory title thereto as may be approved by the Attorney-General 
of the United States, he is hereby empowered and directed tosecure the same 
by condemnation eedings as provided in the act of June 25, 1890, to au- 
thorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square 
No. 323 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post- 
office, and the money necessary to so acquire the property described is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated; and the Treasurer of the Untted States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, = the requisition of the said Secretary, to pay the purecnase or 
into court the condemnation price of the aforesaid described property. 

Sec. 2. That as soon as such site aforesaid shall have been acquired and the 
title thereto secured to the Government, there shall be erected thereon, 
under the supervision and direction of the offieer now in charge of the con- 
struction of the building for the Library of Coagress, the fireproof building 
or buildings and works necessary to compose a complete printing establish- 
ment, including storage and distributing warehouses, which shall be fully 
eS and efficient performance of the present demands upon 
such i ent; and the plans for such plant be so arranged as to 
admit of progressive enlargement as the growing demands upon the same 
from time to time may come to require; and on account of the construction 
of such portion of the plant as be deemed now necessary, includins: the 
cost of the preparation of necessary and specifications, the appropria- 
tion made “to provide accommodations for the Government Printing Office 
and the construction of the needed storage and distribution warehouses in 
connéction therewith,” in the act; making appropriation for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government, approved August 30, 1800, and suspended by aet 
making appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 188, approved March 3, 1891, is hereby reap- 
propriated and made available for each and every purpose connected there- 
with: Provided, 'That in order that the construction of such plant may be 
prosecuted with energy and its completion reached at the carliest day, con- 
tracts for materials and work may be made within the limits of cost pre- 
seribed by this act for the propened plant and subject to appropriations tw be 
hereafter made by Congress. 

Sue. 3. That before any steps are taken toward the construction of such 
plant the officer in charge of the construction of the building for the Library 
of Congress shall obtain one or more designs for such plant, comprising ele- 
vations, floor plans, sections, methods of communication, and every detail, 
and the gate cost thereof, which, when approved by the Public Printer 
and the ehairmen of the Committee on Printing of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, or a eee of them, including the officer in charge of the 
construction of the building or the Library of Congress, shall be adopted as 
the plan «yea on which said plant shall be constructed, and the estimated 
cost thereof so ascertained s be taken as the probable cost of the si. me. 

Sec.4. That allemployments, comtracts, expenditures, and disburseme ots of 
every kind for the procurement of such plans and the erection of the piant 
shall bemade by and under the supervision and control of the officer in cliarge 
of the construction of the building for the Library of Congress and in ac- 
cordance with the en Sees thedisbursement of the appropriation for 
the Library Buildi Cc ; and such officer shall annually make re- 
port to Congress of his proceedings under this act: Provided, That while the 
said officer is engaged upon the active duty of the construction of public 
buildings his army pay and allowance shall be the same for officers of his 
grade on the active list. 

Sec. 5. This act shall be in foree from its passage. 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Irise forthe purpose of offering an amendment, 
to be considered at a proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has notreached the stage where an 
amendment can be offered. The gentleman from Alabama has the 
floor, unless he yields. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iwant to offer my amendment before any other 
amendment is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
the floor? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iyield for the gentleman to offer his amend- 
ment. This is an amendment to the first section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the first section of the bill has not been 
read. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [call for the reading of the bill by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate has not been closed on the 
bill, and amendments can not be offered until general debate has 
been closed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampsiiire. I call for the reading of tie 


report. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. [ask unanimous consent to have the amend- 
ment read for information. : 








} 


2 EEE Te epee 


Tet ke Sere OU aoaee TT ome 





i ete 
(Soin 9a ae “4 


eases PSNR A A IS 


eRe 


PORES ATL GIR EEA Sih t 


pi ae 


oa <> 
er 


2860 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the words “ real estate,” in line 9, page 1, down to and 
including line 22,0n page 2,and insert the following: *‘ Not now owned by the 
United States, situated in square 683 in the city of Washington, D. C., and 
bounded as follows: On the north by D street, on the east by Delaware ave- 
nue, on the south by C street, and on the west by North Capitol street.” 


The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is read for information, 
and is not pending. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor. 
The gentleman from Texas can not have the report read while the 
gentleman from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention 
of the House I desire to make a brief statement touching this 
question of the location of a Government Printing Office. It will 
be remembered by the House that early in the first session of the 
Fifty-third Congress the two committees having charge of this 
question in the House and the Senate undertook to reach an 
agreement at joint meetings or conferences. After very maturely 
considering the question, after devoting many days, perhaps, to 
its consideration, after visiting every property in the District of 
Columbia that had been offered for this purpose, including a 
number of public reservations, the committee on the part of the 
House, after failing to act on the amendment of the Senate, re- 
ported a bill unanimously, including the square, as I understand, 
in the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, a square 
near the Baltimore and Ohio depot, just north of the Capitol. 

That bill came up for consideration in the House, and the House 
by a resolution instructed the committee to report a bill to con- 
struct the building on some one of the public parks in the District 
of Columbia. The committee, in coal faith, after visiting all of 
these reservations, in company with the Superintendent of Public 
Buildings and Grounds in the District, selected what they believed 
to be the very best one of those reservations, if, indeed, one must 
be taken at all, and reported to the House in obedience to the reso- 
lution of the House. That bill came up for consideration, and 
was very promptly, and by a very decisive majority, voted down. 
That ended the matter, Mr. Chairman, at that time, so far as the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House was 
concerned. The Senate of the United States put upon an appro- 
priation bill a provision authorizing the purchase of what is com- 
monly known as the ‘‘ Mahone site.” That bill came over to the 
House with an adverse report from the House conferees upon it, 
the conferees of the House having disagreed to the Senate amend- 
ment; and the House, by a very decided vote, sustained the con- 
ferees on the _— of the House, and finally the proposition went 
out of the bill. 

Now, at the beginning of this session, realizing the importance, 
realizing that there was a present pressing necessity for some ac- 
tion upon this question, that has been delayed so long by reason 
of the conflicts of interest, by reason of the different efforts that 
have been made on the part of real-estate agents and real-estate 
owners in the District of Columbia, we have undertaken to agree 
with the Senate upon this question; andif I may be allowed here, 
Mr. Chairman, to say it, we were informed thatin the opinion of the 
Senate committee it would be impossible to = any other propo- 
sition through the Senate. Therefore the House committee has 
reported this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, What was the majority in the House com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It was avery small one. There is a mi- 
nority report, I may say. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman will allow me to ask him 
another question. Was there any more than a majority of one? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was the whole committee present at the 
time when the report was ordered? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was not there buta fragment of the com- 
mittee present? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Tuere was a majority present, and a ma- 
jority of those present reported this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, A majority of the whole committee is against 
it. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘You mean ayainst the Mahone site? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is a minority report, made by the 
gentleman who offers this amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What number of members joined in the 
minority ee 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman from Texas and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana; I do not remember who else. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You may add ‘the gentleman from Maine” 
if you want to. 

r. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, what I want to say 
is this. I have no feeling in this matter whatever. I do not care 
where this building is located. I would like to see it located on 
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the bes? possible site. I would like to see it located with refer- 
ence to convenience. I would like to see it located at some place 
where we may look on it with pride in the future. That is my 
feeling in the matter. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is the gentleman’s position as 
to this report? Is he for or against it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I did not vote for this bill in committee. I 
am going to offer a substitute for it at the proper time, and I will 
a that substitute read in my time for the information of the 

ouse. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman proposes to offer a substitute 
for the entire bill, I understand. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. I will have it read now. 

The proposed substitute vas read at length. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle- 
man whether this substitute proposes a commission to make a selec- 
tion of a site. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will explain the substitute briefly if I 
can have the attention of the House. I am perfectly satisfied 
that it is utterly impossible to pass any bill through this Con- 
grees, or perhaps through any Congress, locating this building, 

or the reasons that I have indicated, and therefore I have pre- 
pared a substitute for the bill which creates a commission author- 
ized to select a site upon which to erect the building. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will state to the House 
why it is impossible to pass a bill locating this building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. For the reason that there are so many con- 
flicting interests, so many divergent views, so many representa- 
tives of real-estate agents here, that it is impossible to get an 
agreement upon any one point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, so many real-estate rings? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. On the floor of the House? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No, I do not say on the floor of the House, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What do you mean by “here”? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Here in Washington. 

Mr. WISE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
a question. 

fr. BANKHEAD. I want to explain this substitute first and 
then I will try to answer any questions that may be asked. The first 
section of this substitute simply createsacommission. The second 
section ee that in case of failure to purchase a site from the 
owners by negotiation the commission may proceed to condemn 
it, and the section provides how that condemnation shall be made. 
The commission is to consist of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Chief of Engineers of the Army, and the Architect of the Capitol. 
That is the commission designated in the substitute. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Not now. I will answer questions after I 
get through explaining this substitute. The sixth section is as fol- 
lows: That as soon as the title to the real estate hereinbefore de- 
scribed shall have been secured by the Government there shall be 
erected thereon, under the supervision and direction of the officer 
in charge of the construction of the building for the Library of 
Congress, a six-story, fireproof building, with storage basement, 
cellars, and vaults, containing about 700,000 square feet of floor 
space, to be used as a public printing.and distributing office for 
public documents: Provided, The said building shall not cost over 
35 — per cubic foot of space contained within its enveloping 
walls. 

The average price of public buildings in the District of Colum- 
bia is from 75 cents to $1.10 per cubic foot. The average price for 
public buildings outside the District of Columbia is about 75 cents 
per cubic foot. The average price of the best private buildings in 
the country is about 40 cents per cubic foot. We have fixed the 
price at 35 cents per cubic foot, after consultation with the officer 
in charge of the Library building, who is expected to have charge 
of the construction of this Public Printing Office building if it is 
authorized, for the bill provides that he shall construct it, and he 
tells us that 35 cents per cubic foot is all that he will expend upon 
the building to its completion. 

Now, I call attention to section 7 of this substitute, which pro- 
vides that before the construction of the building is undertaken 
a suitable plan for it shall have been obtained by the officer in 
charge, comprising the elevation, sections, meth of communi- 
cation, etc., which said designs and plans shall meet the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the chairman of the Joint 
Committee on Printing. 

Section 8 provides that all contracts, expenditures, and dis- 
bursements of every kind for the procurement of said plan for 
the erection of said building shall be made under the supervision 
and control of the officer in charge of the construction of the 
building for the Library of Congress, and in accordance with the 
laws governing the disbursement of the es for the said 
Library building, and that he shall annually make reports to Con- 
gress. 
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The ninth section simply revives an appropriation of $250,000 Mr. BANKHEAD. Thecommission is authorized to commence 


that was formerly made in connection with this Printing Office 
building. f 

There is another provision that I would like to call attention to. 
It is that before any construction is commenced, or before any 
money is expended except for payment for the site or perhaps for 
some other incidental or contingent_expenses, the commission 
shall report the result of its proceedings to Congress for its ap- 
proval, which means, of course, that it shall report to the next 
session of Con \ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow an amendment 
to his substitute providing that, instead of the three persons named 
in the substitute as the commission, the House, through the 
Speaker, shall appoint two, and the President of the Senate two, 
to act in conjunction with the Public Printer, who shall be the 
fifth member of the commission? ‘ 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; I am not willing to accept that modi- 
fication. 

Mr. WISE. Allow me to ask this question: Was the gentleman 
from Alabama authorized as chairman of the committee to offer 
the prapees substitute which has been read? . 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no authority from the committee to 
= that substitute. I shall do so upon my individual responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. WISE. The bill which was read at the Clerk’s desk, was 
oe the bill which the gentleman was authorized to report to the 

ouse? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The committee reported that to the House. 

Mr. WISE. That is what I mean. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly the committee authorized the re- 


rt. 
ie. WISE. Then the substitute of which the gentleman has 
been speaking is offered on his own motion? 

Mr. -BANKHEAD. On my own responsibility. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It was not before the com- 
mittee at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. As I understand the gentleman from Alabama, 
he does not favor the bill which the committee authorized to be 
reported? 

r. BANKHEAD. I did not vote for it in committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is what I wish understood. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If I favored that in preference to the sub- 
stitute I would not offer the substitute. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will not misunderstand 
me. Iam inclined to support his substitute. But what I wish to 
know is whether that substitute receives his unqualified assent as 
against every other ie > ay 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It does. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do hope that this House, while consider- 
ing this question, will act upon it finally. I hope we shall pass 
this bill creating this commission. Let them take hold of this 
question and settle it, and let us get rid of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman think that the interest to 
which he referred a few moments ago will permit even a bill cre- 
ating a commission to pass through Congress? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, that is what we are about to try, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, the gentleman has given no- 
tice that he will offer at the proper time a substitute. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that offered on behalf of the committee or 
by the gentleman on his own jae prewreary 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have just stated that I have no authority 
from the committee to offer this substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And I understand, the substitute proposes to 
appoint a commission, of which General Casey is to be the head. 

r. BANKHEAD. The Secretary of the Treasury is first 
named a member of the commission. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And with him will be General Casey. Now, 
as I understand, the substitute gives the commission authority to 
select and purchase a lot at an expense not exceeding $300,000, 
and also to proceed to construct a Government Printing Office 
upon it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The commission is authorized to prepare 
plans to be submitted to Congress before the work is done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the action of the commission, inthe ab- 
sence of further action by Congress, stops with the selection and 
the purchase of the lot and the preparation of the plans. 

Mr. REED. Will the commission be authorized to buy the lot? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. And then wait for Congress to act? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The commission may commence work on 
the foundation, and the necessary appropriation is made for that 
oe But the plans, with an estimate of the final cost of the 

ding, are to be submitted to Congress for approval. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And then the commission is authorized to 
commence the construction of the building? 





work at once. It will take some time to acquire title, and then 
Nae are is made that the commission may go to work upon the 
oundations, for which purpose an appropriation is made. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In connection with the question of the time 
necessary to prepare these plans I wish to ask, is it not a fact 
that of 30 public buildings the construction of which was au- 
thorized by the Fifty-first Congress the plans have not yet been 
——_ 

r. BANKHEAD. I think that is about correct. But Gen- 
eral Casey is to have charge of this matter; he is to have the plans 
prepared; he is authorized to pay for the preparation of the plans. 

r. SAYERS. As I understand, the Supervising Architect will 
have nothing to do with this matter. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Why was not this substi- 
tute submitted to the committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Because we have not had a meeting of the 
committee since the order for the consideration of this class cf 
business was adopted. 

Mr. SWAN SON. Does the gentleman’s substitute make it im- 
perative on the commission to purchase a new lot, or are they 
allowed, in their discretion, to improve the old one? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. They can select the old lot if they prefer it, 
or they can select oe they can go onto a reservation; they 
can go anywhere. There is no limit upon their choice. That 
whole matter is turned over to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
General Casey, Chief of Engineers of the Army, and I undertake 
to say there is no man in this House on either side who would 
not be willing to trust that officer with a duty like this. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The substitute, as I under- 
stand, fixes 113,000 square feet as the minimum area of the ground 
to be purchased. Would not that exclude the purchase of the 
tract of ground on the south side of the present building and pre- 
vent the settlement of this question by the enlargement of the 
present building? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I do not know about that. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama think it is because that addition to the present site con- 
tains only 54,000 square feet? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many feet does the present sit 
contain altogether? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not know exactly. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The suggestion I have made was that the 
site should contain not less than the number of feet specified, or 
you could say make it not more than the number of feet specified. 
I am indifferent either way. The only object is to secure a solu- 
tion of this question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why not strike out the whole provision in ref- 
erence to that, so that the commission may have the privilege of 
selecting, if they desire, the present site and not limit them to any 
specific number of feet? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no objection in the world to strik- 
ing that out. 

Mr. WISE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
this question: Have not we had a commission in the past in regard 
to this matter? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand so. 

Mr. WISE. Did you have any results from it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand not. 

Mr. WISE. And this is but the repeating now of an effort you 
made several years ago and which failed? 

Mr. BANK . The gentleman refers to meas having made 
an effort. I did not help to make that effort. 

Mr. WISE. Well, I mean an effort on the part of Congress 
generally. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, that may be true, that an effort was 
made; but as against that let me say to the gentleman that we 
have been trying, by legislation in this House, for ten years past, 
in various ways to secure some action on this important matter, 
and everything up to this time has failed. 

Mr. WISE. AndI would remind my friend from Alabama that 
if he goes back on the committee’s work it will never reach a solu- 
tion. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, that is a matter for the House to de- 
termine. I believe this is a solution and the only solution of the 
question. For myself I would like to see some results. My only 
object is to secure some results which will be effectual. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Alahama will 
permit me a moment—I have just come in—I understand the sub- 
stitute he suggests—the one now proposed—is to raise a commis- 
sion—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And authorize the commission to 
select a site convenient to the Capitol, with an area of not less 
than 113,000 feet. 

A MemBER. One hundred and thirty thousand feet. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, whatever the number of feet 


may be. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is suggested that the limitation as to the 
area be stricken out, and I have signified my willingness to do so. 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. Well, suppose it is to be stricken out. 
I suppose that the area fixed in this = substitute is in the 
neighborhood of that many thousand feet, say 113,000 feet—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There will be no number of feet specified 
if that provision is stricken out. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, what I want to get at is the 
animus of the substitute. Does that area proposed here mean 
the location now occupied by the Senate stables? Is that about 
the size of it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Perhaps about that size. I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And that is convenient to the 
Capitol. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, does the gentleman think it 
wise to delegate the power—having tried to select this site as we 
commenced it in the Fifty-first Congress, when a provision was 

ut on one of the bills to provide for it, but which provision has 

ailed from that time to this to locate a site—does the gentle- 
man think it wise that she House should shift further the respon- 
sibility of providing a suitable Printing Office to another com- 
mission or anybody else? 

Mr. STALLINGS. The size of the Senate, stable lot is 120,298 


feet. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The question, I will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois, is not whether we are going to shift the responsi- 
bility, but whether we are going to act. ow, here is an oppor- 
tunity for action. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, that is what I want to get at. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask, in response to the suggestion of 
my friend from [llinois, if in his judgment it is wise to allow a 
certain hotel in this city to dictate to Congress that it shall take 
the Mahone lot or none? 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, why does the gentleman from Maine ask 
that? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Because I want a reply. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I would ask how much 
time I have remaining? 

Mr. CANNON of Ulinois. Will the gentleman from Alabama 
yield to me for one moment to answer that question of the gentle- 
man from Maine? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes,I will yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois a moment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say further that I am not in- 
terested in any site in the city of Washington for a Government 
Printing Office to the exclusion of any other site, except that it 
should the best and cheapest site, everything else considered, 
that we can get. Iam against some sites, one of them being the 
site now occupied by the Senate stables. I am not as familiar 
with the situation of the sites here as gentlemen who have had long 
experience on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and who have been charged with the duty of looking into this mat- 
ter. But Iam willing, Tolowinn their lead or against their lead, 
to come up and do something practical now if Ican. I am not 
willing to raise commissions and sh‘rk responsibility, because that 
leads to notling and — protracts the fight. 

Mr. WISE. e have one commission. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The a has twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iyield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, ‘ior made by the majority of 
the committee is very brief, and was drawn by your humble serv- 
ant. After going over this entire subject, which has been occupy- 
ing the attention of Congress for {ve or six years, the majority of 
the committee have reached the conclusion that the only solution 
of this question is to select the lot which has been favored by the 
Senate, to Which they are — much wedded, and which we con- 
sider, after contrasting it with other pro , to be a very desir- 
able and suitable place for a printing ce. We mean the site 
described as the Mahone lot. That lot runs back to the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad, up to North Capitol street on one side and to 
L on the other, with fine drai all around it. 

It is true that the Tiber Creek ran close to where the railroad 
now goes and covered about 75 to 100 feet of the ground. That 
is filled earth, upon which the Government never would place a 
— building under any circumstances; but the building would 

fronted on North Capitol street, along which a street railroad 
is now being constructed, giving it close communication with the 
Capitol. The cost of the site would be about $250,000. Should 
the wrangling in Congress continue as it has from the Fifty-first 
Congress up to the present time, going onin the future, the proba- 
ble cost of that site will be half a million dollars before Congress 
can agree where the building shall be located. 


It is conceded by all parties that the Government is under the 
necessity of having such a manufacturing establishment as the 
Public Printing Office. Legislation at last is but a compromise, 
and this is the only lot upon which the two legislative ies of 
this Government can possibly agree. It is close to the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad, from which switches can be extended into 
this structure, saving an immense expenditure for cartage, which 
is now estimated at $100,000 a year for carting the material to 
and from the Printing Office. 

The structure is to be nothing but alarge manufacturing estab- 
lishment, without ornamentation. It may be built in a method 
that will call for decoration to some extent; but what we want is a 
large manufacturing establishment, because they say now that 
they are crowded, and that the work is costing the Government 
more than it should from the fact that they have not the proper 
space in which to do the work. Now, whether the Mahone lot is 
worth $25,000 more or less, or $50,000 more or less, than the amount 
asked, that fact ought not to stand in the way of coming to a con- 
clusion, and giving the Government what is absolutely needed for 
the proper administration of its business. 

An extension of the present site means the purchase of a large 
amount of property upon which there are large and costly build- 
ings already erected. To buy the lot on which the Senate stables 
stand, north of the Capitol, is simply to buy or condemn property 
that would cost the Government, before it was ready for the con- 
struction of a building, in the way of building retaining walls, re- 
moving the buildings already up, and so forth, probably half the 
value of the property itself. 

Now, I have no pledges to General Mahone. I did fight on the 
same side with the old man. I have no prejudices against him. 
I say that that lot can be accepted, and the Government can ac- 
complish the end at which it aims by this House agreeing with 
the Senate upon that proposition, and the sooner we do it the 
sooner this subject will be out of the way. It has cost us $100,000 
now, almost, to consider it in this Congress. It costs something 
to run the Congress of the United States and to take up its time 
here day after day in the consideration of this bill. 

The Tiber Creex, which has been so much talked about, isa sub- 
ject that has been fully considered. There are hundreds of 
affidavits presented here which influenced me in my judgment. 
Men who have been engineers for the city of Washington, men 
who are fully informed as to the circumstances, have made their 
statements. For instance, the statement is made by Mr. Smith, 
of the Botanical Garden, here at the foot of the hill, that he knew 
all about that lot; that the front of it was graded off and the solid 
earth removed.to fill the rear portion, upon whichthe Tiber Creek 
ran, upon which portion the Government would never erect a 
building, unless it might be stables or something of that sort, and 
across which the railroad would come, bringing the raw material 
and carrying away the finished products. 

Now, I care nothing about the combination of real-estate agents 
in the city of Washington to sell this piece of property or any 
other piece of property. There are plenty of such combinations 
in every city. They are in the capitals of States in a smaller way. 
As long as the great capital of seventy millions of people exists 
and the Government has need to buy one foot of property in Wash- 
ington and draw the money from the public Treasury there will 
be combinations to sell their property and get the money of the 
Government. 

The sooner we buy, while times are somewhat depressed, the 
better. We can get this property at $1.35 a foot, I believe, and it 
will be economy for the Government to go on and construct the 
building necessary, because it is reported that there is danger of 
the present building falling down, and in that case there would 
be great loss of life, just as there was in the building that was in 
charge of Colonel Ainsworth, for which a great sum of money hag 
been — in the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Are you aware of the fact 
that the expenditure of $75,000, which Congress has already ap- 
propriated, has made that building safe and secure, and that no 
one who knows the condition of it now claims that it is insecure? 

Mr. BERRY. Even if that be so, and you add to the building 
on the present site, it will not accommodate the Government by 
extending that building. It would be unwise and imprudent to 
do so, because this is a Government to-day of 70,000,000 of people, 
and if we go on at the rate of increase which has prevailed there 
will be a population of 100,000,000 within the next twenty-five 
years; and, as the increase of the business of that office will go 
on, more will be required, and therefore let us buy this 
ground. I heard the distinguished chairman of the committee in 
the Senate of the United States say that the property go Neer 
there is to be constructed a theater, right opposite ayette 
Square, was offered at $65,000 ten years ago, and the Senate has 
re ya $185,000 to —— it. 

. OUTHWAITE. t does not prove that it is worth it, at 


all. 
Mr. BERRY. But it proves that you can get it, and it will rep- 
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resent to Mrs. Blaine that rate in the lease she has made. 
will be able to get the interest on that amount of money. 


She 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Who was the chairman over there? 

Mr. BERRY. Senator Vest of Missouri. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And he is opposed to the purchase of the 
Mahone site? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not care whether he is opposed to the Ma- 
hone site or not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And so was the Senate Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BERRY. And I know that Senator Vest has spoken in 
favor of the Mahone site. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. After he found that he could get nothing 


else. 

Mr. BERRY. That is what we all have to do. We can not 
carry out the ideas of the gentleman from Maine any more than 
we can carry out my ideas. All legislation must be effected by 
compromise. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My ideas must be very imperfect if not bet- 
ter than those the gentleman expresses. 

Mr. (BERRY. Maybe. Each fellow thinks his own the best; 
and that is the trouble we find in reaching any agreement here. 
And I have inmy hand a communication from Mr. Macomb, a sur- 
veyor of this District, and who very well knows this property. He 
makes a statement in regard to it, and there are some twenty-five 
old citizens who sign it, and ee that there is a small part of it 
lying along the creek called the Tiber which is made land, and that 
will never be used for the building, for it is on the north and 
west, and that isin the rear of the ground that will be used for 
the building; and it can be used for stables, just as they use the 
rear part of the Government Printing Office along the alley now. 
The Committee on Public Buildings went all over the city and 
visited every — of the public ground that belonged to the Gov- 
ernment itself, and then we found this place and located it for this 
building. Now, why stand here and haggle over only $40,000 or 

000? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine pts MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I am squarely opposed to the 

urchase of the Mabone site, not because of any dislike to Mr. 

ahone. I like him very much. I should be glad to do a favor 
for him if I could do it at my own expense; but I do not believe 
we would be justified in purchasing a lot that is 4,800 feet from 
this Capitol in an air line, and more than 2 miles by any public 
conveyance, upon the old Tiber, upon ground that has been made, 
and pay for it more than you will, be obliged to pay for good, 
clean, hard ground within three minutes’ walk of this Capitol. 
You can purchase to-day for 80 cents a foot as good ground as 
you can find in the city of Washington within three minutes’ 
walk of this Capitol; and you are going three squares north of 
the present Printing Office, out of everybody’s way, and paying 
$1.17 for land that God never made; which has been made by the 
dumps that have been put there for the last fifty years. 

And why are you going to do it? Because about this Capitol 
during this session and the session before and the session before 
that, there has been a more persistent, a more urgent, a more 
earnest, I will not say a more corrupt lobby than ever came around 
this Capitol to produce any result here. How many members of 
Con s have Tne who say: ‘‘I do not believe in the Mahone 
lot; but I have promised a certain gentleman that I will vote for 
it. Heisag fellow, and I will vote for it.” No committee of 
this House, and I do not care where it is selected, would be in 
favor of this site. There never have been five men in this House 
who would go and select that site. There are half a dozen other 
places that they would prefer. As I say, a not get a House 
committee that would decide in favor of the Mahone lot. The 
question about this lot is simply whether we shall send the next 
ten generations of this country around Cape Horn, away 4,800 feet 
in an air line and 2 miles by any public conveyance, to the Public 
Printing Office for the purpose of paying somebody's old debts 
and for the sake of paying themselves. 

Why, how is it that the Senators have been stronger than the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and have voted 
against the Mahone lot because their interests are at stake, and 
they say to the House, “Stand and deliver. You may take that, 
so that we may pay our debts, or you may doitin an irregular 
way. You may take the money out of the Treasury, but we will 
pay our personal debts by voting for this thing; and if you do not 
put up this building under those terms then the responsibility 
rests on you.” They are responsible for the condition things are 
in and not us. Now, I want to read a few figures on this subject, 
but before I do so, I desire to say that I am notin favor of any par- 
ticular lot. 

We have offered to the Government first what is known as the 
Carroll lot. It contains 187,500 square feet. 

A MEMBER. Where is it? 





Mr. MILLIKEN. It is within three minutes’ walk of the Capi- 
tol, on New Jersey avenue southeast. The price is $150,000. The 
rice per foot is 80 cents. The distance from the Capitol is 2,150 
eet. The distance from the Library is 1,900 feet. The elevation 
is 64 feet. 

Then we have the Mahone lot, which contains 213,000 square feet. 
The price is $250,000; $100,000 more than the price of the Carroll lot, 
which is quite as large. The price per foot of the Mahone lot is 
$1.17. The distance from the Capitol is 4,800 feet, and you have 
got to cross the Baltimore and Ohio road to get there. The dis- 
tance from the Library is 5,300 feet, more thanamile. The high- 
est elevation is 45.3 feet. 

There is a whole list of properties offered which I will not take 
time to read. I will simply say that I do not believe there isa 
man in this House who, if this were a personal question with him, 
if he had to construct this building himself, would go off a mile 
from here and place it on ground that has been made over the old 
Tiber Creek, and pay $250,000 for that ground, when he could get, 
at a point much nearer, at less than half the distance and at much 
less cost, gravelly ground that God himself made, where the 
drainage is good and where there is good health. As to this mat- 
ter of health, if you will look at the statistics you will find the 
death rate right around this Mahone lot is about six times as great 
as it is around the other lot which I have mentioned. The death 
rate around the Mahone lot is about the largest of any place in 
Washington. 

Now, I repeat that I have no special lot in view, nor any one 
that I care for particularly. 

I wonld be glad to do anything that I have aright to do to favor 
a gentleman who, with a great many others, owns this Mahune 
lot; but I do not believe I can justify myself in taking money out 
of the Treasury in order to favor some gentleman who may be 
embarrassed by buying a lot for a Public Printing Office that is a 
mile away from this Capitol and is unfit for the purpose, espe- 
cially when I can get a better lot nearer the Capitol for less 
money. 

I oppose this proposition on the ground that it would be an im- 
roper use of the public money to buy that lot. Ihave had a gaod 
eal of experience in this matter of public buildings. I have been 

on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for twelve 
years. It is no easy matter to locate a public building in this 
city. It took the gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. Dres.e}, 
one of the most eminent members of this House, and myself seven 
years to locate a post-office site. Every time that we attempted 
to do anything a real-estate lobby came up here and fought us. 
Now, the members of the House are told that they must vote for 
the purchase of a lot that is improper for this purpose, a lot that 
costs twice as much as it is worth, a lot that is more than a mile 
away from here, simply because gentlemen that are personally 
interested have had power enough in the Senate to beat the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, and then 
have turned around and said to the House, “‘ Take this or nothing.” 

Mr. Morse was recognized. t 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. I 
have made a minority report in this case and I desire to be recog- 


nized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas in due time. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Morse] is on the committee, and is now recognized. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] has controlled fifty 
rhinutes’ time in opposition to this bill. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Morse], as the Chair understands, favors the 
bill reported by the committee, and it is proper that some gentle- 
man favoring the bill should be recognized, and the Chair, in the 
exercise of his discretion, recognizes the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Ido not understand that the gentleman from 
Alabama has yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Alabama controls fifty 
minutes’ time in opposition to the bill. Now the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, a member of the committee, desires to occupy 
some time in favor of the bill, and the Chair has recognized him. 
After he concludes the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
‘Texas, if he so desires. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, let me state the facts in regard 
to this bill reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. For more than a year the House Committee stood out 
against the Senate bill and the Mahone site. it was represented 
to our committee (and I will substantiate this by some quotations 
which I have here) that the present Government Printing Office was 
and isin avery dangerous condition; that it is overcrowded and un- 
healthy; that the walls are cracking and showing signs of giving 
way; that the Public Printer has found it necessary to put in nu- 
merous shores and supports, in order to make the building safe for 
carrying on the business of the Government. Now, in that situ- 
ation the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, or at least 
a majority of them, thought that something should be done. We 
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were told in the most emphatic and positive manner by the sub- 
committee of the Senate Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds that it was the Mahone site and this bill or nothing. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I willask the gentleman whether that com- 
mittee favored the Mahone site? 

Mr. MORSE. Iam inclined to think that the Senate subcom- 
mittee did not favor the Mahone site; but they said to us in the 
most emphatic manner that it was the Mahone site and this bill 
or no bill at all; that the Senate would never consent to any other 
bill than this. In that situation and under those circumstances a 
majority of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
—— it best to waive our preference and consent to the Senate 

ill. 

Now, I do not think myself that the Mahone site is an ideal site. 
I agree with the gentleman from Maine that there might be a bet- 
ter site. This much, however, must be said in regard to it—that 
it is a very large piece of ground; that there is abundant oppor- 
tunity to build a printing office there which would answer the 
needs of this Government and of the country for many, man 
yearsto come. There is room to construct there a building whic 
shall have light on all sides. And while the site is not an ideal 
one, it is to my mind a good one. 

I have said, Mr. Chairman, that the present building is danger- 
ous and that something ought to be done. Now, I should like to 
read a few paragraphs from the last report of the Public Printer 
in regard to the dangerous condition of the present building. I 
do this in order to enforce on members of the House the necessity 
of doing something here and now before this session shall close 
to relieve the pressure upon this building, and provide a suitable, 
safe, and healthy place in which the Government employees can 
work. What the Public Printer says I will append to my re- 
marks, 

Now, if we do not want a repetition of the Ford’s Theater hor- 
ror; if we do not want blood on our hands; if we do not want the 
employees of the Government to be ingulfed in the falling of this 
building, I say it is time for us to take steps for the construction 
of asuitable Printing Office. And the only practicable or feasi- 
ble thing to be done—the only thing that we can do—the only 
measure we can adopt which will pass both the House and the 
Senate and become a law at the present session is the bill which 
has been reported by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly; I always yield gladly to my friend 
from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not my friend from Massachusetts say 
to me that he voted for the Mahone site simply because the Senate 
committee said that nothing else could go through; that he had a 
public-building bill which he wanted to pass; that they stated that 
Ft gery — could pass unless the site for the Printing 
Office was passed , and that he voted for this in order to make 
way for his own public building in the State of Massachusetts? 

r. MORSE. I have not the same recollection that my friend 
from Maine has in regard to that conversation. I do remem- 
ber very distinctly the first part of it, namely, that the Senate 
committee, as I have already stated, told us that no bill for a Pub- 
lic Printing Office could pass unless the building was located on 
the Mahone site. That I remember very distinctly. At the time 
of the conversation the gentleman refers to it seemed very dubious 
about passing any other public-building bill; but I did think that 
humanity toward the employees of the Government, a proper con 
sideration for the health of these hard-working, fait public 
officials who serve us down there in the small hours of the night 
when we are asleep—I say humanity and mercy toward these 
men call upon us in thunder tones to do something at this session 
of Congress to relieve the unhealthy and dangerous condition of 
that building. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for another 
question? 

Mr. MORSE. Why, certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not my friend think it pretty adroit on 
the part of the friends of the Mahone site oe here this ques- 
tion of humanity and the fact that blood will be shed unless that 
site is chosen? edo not hear that there is any danger to the 
employees of the present Printing Office if any other site is taken. 
But the Mahone men come here and say that if we do not take 
the Mahone site somebody will suffer, somebody will be killed, 
and the Government will be responsible. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshi Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Are you not aware of the 
fact that Congress has already authorized an expenditure of 
$75,000 on the present building, which has been expended, and 
that it is now as secure as any other public building in this city? 

Mr. MORSE. No, sir; Iam not aware of any such thing. 
the contrary, I have seen myself, in passing and repassing on H 


street, that the wall of the Public Printing Office is bulged out in 
a very dangerous manner. Now, I have several millions of brick 
in factory buildings myself, and if I had a building in such condi- 
tion as that I would order the men out at once and tear it down; 
because I think that a building whose main wall is bulged out like 
this building on H street and showing cracks in the face of the 
wall is not a safe building for 3,000 workmen and human beings 
to be cooped up in as they are down there. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The architects in charge of 
the Government buildings here seem to think otherwise. 

Mr. MORSE. I beg pardon. I have the Public Printer’s opin- 
ion here, which I will append to my remarks and to which I have 
just_referred, especially stating that it is not safe, a report on 
which the ink is hardly dry, in which he says that it is an unsafe 
building; and he appeals to Congress in the name of humanity to 
do something, and promptly, to make proper provision to accom- 
modate the employees of that building. 

ao BAKER of New Hampshire. To whom does the gentleman 
refer? 

Mr. MORSE. I refer to the Public Printer, Mr. Benedict. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam not talking of public 
printers. I am talking now of architects and experts. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, I am talking of the Public Printer, a man 
of experience, who knows the condition there, whose life is en- 
dangered in this building, because his work is in it and connected 
with it. If he does not know the condition there I think nobody 
does. He says that if he had had any place to move into he would 
have moved the force out of the H street side before now. 

Mr. DUNN. All he wants to move is the heavy machinery. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman think that if this 
seer could be put nearer to the Capitol, on dry ground, where 
it would be convenient of access and better located generally than 
on the Mahone site, the health of the employees there would be 
many times better than if they are forced to work in a building 
on the Mahone site; and that if we selected a better location we 
should be doing more to relieve our employees from the danger of 
being killed than if they were compelled to work on the Mahone 
lot? Does the gentleman think that the only way to protect them 
is to select this Mahone site? 

Mr. DUNN. If we did not take the Mahone site how would 
Mahone get rid of it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will explain why it is that this Mahone site is better than any 
other as far as the health and safety of the employees are con- 
cerned? 

Mr. MORSE. I have not claimed it. If my friend from Maine 
had paid attention to my remarks he would have heard me say 
that I did not think the Mahone site was by any means the ideal 
site, but it was the only site on which the Shou committee and 
the Senate committee could agree, and was, in my judgment, the 
only thing we could do to accomplish something. 

ow, the substitute of my friend the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. BANKHEAD] was never considered by the committee at 
all. It was a great surprise to me when the honorable chairman 
offered it. I thought the chairman of the committee would of 
course advocate the committee’s bill. But I appeal to members 
of the House now once more, in the name of humanity, in the name 
of the suffering employees of the Government whose lives are in 
danger at all moments of the day and the night—because they 
work there all night, many of them—to do something and to do it 
ae Fg their relief. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds is anxious to get a vote on the proposi- 
tion, and I do not desire to take further time, but will reserve 
the remainder of my time, simply asking unanimous consent to 
print in connection with my remarks some editorials from the 
papers here, namely the Evening Star and the Washington Post, 
instead of taking time to read them, as I might do in the hour to 
which I am entitled. These papers, in these editorials, appeal to 
Con to do something in behalf of the Government employees 
and build a new printing office. 

The C Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to publish with his remarks the 
newspaper extracts to which he refers? 

There was no objection. 

The papers referred to by Mr. Morss are as follows: 

Col. John M. Wilson, as the result of his examination of the Government 
ay ep ‘building appears to have been well d 
structed throughout, pom that the walls 


are too light for such a large 
structure, even without the vibrations to them from the ma- 
chinery, and wood i 


esigned and well con- 


transmi 
en lintels were used over all the windows. The 
of these lintels probably caused the numerous cracks which appear over the 


original structure was taxed far beyond a safe and reasonable limit, 
both es to space and weight. ' 
“Tn its nt condition it is still greatly overcrowded and overweighted. 
“It not be possible to render it perfectly safe witnout it down 
and reconstructing it, but it can be made practically secure 
and somewhat safer for the occupants in case of fire." 
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Public Printer Benedict says: 
“The conclusions arrived at remposting ip oer ot portions of the struc- 
in 


ture now com the Government ce are such as to justify 
me in asking hat Congress take immediate steps to prevent the imminent 
aS and public property so clearly indicated. The facts 

the ity of the H street wing of the office are not new, but they are 
now presented for the first time by such eminent scientific engineering au- 
thority as to leave no reasonable doubt as to their accuracy or the pressing 
nature of the crisis to be met. The conviction that this wing is unsafe has 
been wing for along time. The watchful eyes of experienced subordi- 
nates the oftice detected many faults years ago, and the most cursory 
examination into the history of its construction and use and into its present 
overcrowded condition would lead inevitably to the conclusion that it is no 
longer fit for the uses of the Government. , 

“It is but just that 1 should here recall that the attention of Congress has 
been invited to this subject in the most earnest manner by two of my pred- 
ecessors, by myself during a previous term of office, and again by me in the 
month of June last. 

“DANGER OF A COLLAPSE. 


“Tam fully convinced that the H street wing has been more than once in 
danger of collapse during the past from overweighting, and that no human 
foresight or anxiety can wholly prevent the recurrence of such danger under 
present conditions. In my judgment the time has arrived for taking up the 
work of reconstructing this office, and a failure on my part to report fully to 
Congress the serious aspect of the matter would, in my opinion, be a serious, 
if not criminal, neglect of duty. : : 

“T will frankly say that, after reading Colonel Wilson’s report confirming 
the worst fears as to the stability of the H street wing, I would have aban- 
doned that portion of the building and removed the divisions located there to 
more secure quarters had the means and additional working space been at 
my disposal. I have used every precaution in my power to relieve the dan- 
gerous portions of the building from weight and stress and to render them 
as safe as possible, and I am unable to do more without the authority of Con- 
gress. I appeal earnestly for such legislation as will permit the removal of 
the danger at the earliest possible day and relieve the apprehensions of the 
many hundreds of employees of the office, who, though fully appreciating 
their peril, still remain at their posts of public duty.” 


{From the Washington Post, Saturday, January 12, 1895.) 


REITERATES THE DANGER—CONGRESS WARNED THAT THE SITUATION AT 
THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE IS ALARMING. 


Public Printer Benedict yesterday transmitted to Congress his annual re- 
rt of the transactions of his office for the fiscal year that closed June 30, 

Tso4, in which he reiterates the necessity for a safer building, and dwells upon 
the dangers from fire and collapse in the old structure. He says in the open- 
ing of his statement, which is brief and covers less than nine printed pages, 
that he feels it to be especially his duty at the present time to call the atten- 
tion of Congress to the new and serious aspect of the questions for providing 
more commodious accommodations. He refers also to the fact that his re- 
port of the details of his office applies to a period of over ten months of the ad- 
ministration of his predecessor, and to less than two months of his own charge 
of the public printing. . : 

The report of Colonel Wilson, as the superintendent of public buildings and 
grounds, dated August 31 last, is embodied in Mr. Benedict's communication 
to Congress in substantiation of his demandsforanew building. He calls at- 
tention to Colonel Wilson’s statement that the —— of the H street section of 
the building had become imperative. ‘ Under the increased loads and heavy 
vibrations,”’ Mr. Benedict quotes, “the condition of the building became so 
alarming that three additional rows of girders and columns were put in.” 
He quotes Colonel Wilson further in saying that the walls of the building are 
too light for so large a structure, even without the vibrations that are trans- 
mitted to them. e wooden lintels used over all the windows have shrunk, 
and are probably the cause of the numerous cracks which appear in their vi- 
cinity. 

Mr Benedict also agrees with Colonel Wilson that the original structure is 
taxed far beyond a safe and reasonable limit, both as to space and weight, and 
is as overcrowded. He thinks it will not be possible to render it per- 
fectly safe without tearing it down and reconstructing it, but that it can be 
made practically secure from collapse and somewhat safer for the occupants 
in case of fire. The shoring put into the building has been of little advan- 
tage on account of age, which has deprived the joists in many places of 
support. They have lessened the trouble, but not entirely overcome it. 

“T am fully convinced that the H street wing has been more than once in 
danger of collapse,” says Mr. Benedict, ‘‘during the past from overweight- 
ing, and that no human foresight or anxiety can wholly prevent the recur- 
rence of such oat under present conditions. In my judgment, the time 
has arrived for ng up the work of reconstructing this office, and a fail- 
ure on my part to report fully to Congress the serious aspect of the matter 
would, in my opinion, be a serious, if not criminal, neglect of duty. I will 
frankly say that after reading Colonel Wilson's report confirming the worst 
fears as to the stability of the H street wing, I would have abandoned that 
portion of the building and removed the divisions located there to more 
secure quarters had the means and additional working space been at my dis- 


“The report advocates the erection of an annex adjoining the office for stor- 
age and working space, and declares that the Public Printer can not meet 
with any promptitude the increased demands upon him unless a radical step 
be taken for increased accommodations. _ 

“Any contention as to the future location of the office,” he says in conclu- 
sion, ‘* should not be allowed to affect action for immediate relief in the present 
serious emergency, for whether the office is permanently retained in its pres- 
ent location or not, the need of an annex buildingis pressing and vital. The ex- 
pense involved in the construction of such a building will not be wasted under 
any circumstances; the Government will soon n the building for storage 

urposes alone, and it could be constructed with a view tosuch use whenever 

ger plans for the accommodation of the office are carried out.” 
[From The Evening Star, Friday, January 11, 1895.] 

A new Government Printing Office buiiding is an acknowledged necessity. 
To longer house the thousands of men and women who do the Government 
printing and binding in a streeture so notoriously unsafe as the one now 
standing on North Capitol anc H streets isto do something that no individual 
or corporation would rmitted to do. Again and again the rickety old 
shell has been condemned, and for years past money has been expended in 
endeavors to shore up weak walls and to prevent overloaded floors from 
crushing the lives out of the threatened ones who are practically condemned 
to work for sustenance under nerve-distressing conditions. 

From the outset of agitation there has been unanimity of outcry for a safe, 
modern structure in p of the building which’everybody condemns, but as 
soon as movement was made looking to the selection of a site for a new office 
there develo: differences of aa as to the most suitable site which 
proved sufficient to delay proceedings for a period so long that had it been 
utilized in construction would ere this have removed all cause for complaint. 
Syndicates and individuals vied with each other in extolling the advantages 


XX VII——180 


2865 


of their respective holdirgs and there was much pulling of wires and per- 
sonal lobbying. 

Some time ago the Senate decided in favor of the purchase of a tract of 

und known as the Mahone site because its apparent owner is ex-Senator 
ahone of Virginia. The House declined to agree with the Senate, and has, 
until recently, declared itself unalterably opposed to the erection of an office 
on the Mahone property. Finally it became apparent that the Senate would 
not yield, and as soon as this seemed to be clearly established the House Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds—unwilling to accept the responsi- 
bility for further dely—reversed its former decision and will doubtless soon 
recommend to the House itself concurrence in the Senate proposition. Loaded 
with wisdom as Congress sometimes is, it is surely capable of reaching a con- 
clusion as to where it wants its Printing Office located; on that score the 
general public has nogrievance against the National Legislature; if it prefers 
the Mahone site it is surely at liberty to make the purchase and to place 
thereon the much-needed structure. The one thing the public insists upon 
is that there shall be the least possible delay in providing a secure workshop 
for Printing Office employees. 

In his annual report, printed in the Star to-day, the Public Printer pleads 
with Congress to © immediate steps to prevent the imminent danger to 
life and public property so frequently indicated in prior reports. Mr. Bene- 
dict says he is fully convinced that the “H street wing has been more than 
once in danger of collapse during the past from overweighting, and that no 
human foresight or anxiety can wholly prevent the recurrence of such dan- 
ger under present conditions."’ He also says that after reading Colonel Wil- 
son’s report “confirming the worst fears as to the stability of the H street 
wing,” he would have abandoned that eortee of the building had the means 
and additional working space been at his disposal. The Public Printer be- 
lieves that the solving of the problem lies in the immediate erection of an 
annex to the present office. Congress seems to have made up its mind, how- 
ever, that a new site and an entirely new structure are needed. There is no 
disposition to quarrel with Congress on this point. The popularand humane 
demand is for speedy relief. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MORSE. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used twelve minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Before the gentleman from Massachusetts 
takes his seat, I wish to ask a single question. 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ido not know anything of the method of pro- 
cedure adopted by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, but I presume they have traveled over the city and 
looked at the various sites. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes, sir; they have. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understand that just opposite the site on 
South New Jersey avenue, of which the gentleman from Mains 
aoe MILLIKEN] spoke, there is a large open area owned by the 

vernment and put to no purpose at present—the Garfield Reser- 
vation, so called—which would furnish ample space for the pro- 
posed Government Printing Office, which would be near the rail- 
road track, and would furnish every facility that any other site 
would furnish. I ask if the committee have considered that site? 

A MEMBER. We have. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What is the objection to it? 

Mr. MORSE. I should be glad to answer the gentleman, but 
my attention has not been particularly called to that spot. I sup- 
pose it has been the policy of the Government from its inception 
not to encroach upon the public parks of the city, and that is one 
of the beautiful features of this city. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I know; but this is down here on the railroad 
track, where switches are being made all the time, and where the 
park is not particularly necessary or desirable as a place of public 
resort; and it might well be put to this useful purpose, it seems 
to me, and thus save the Government a large sum of money. 

Mr. MORSE. If the Senate would agree to that, perhaps I 
should be in favor of it; but the Senate will not, and as I say, it 
has been the policy of the Government from its inception not to 
encroach upon the public parks of this city. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But the committee of this House has never 
proposed this site. It has never been put in controversy between 
the House and the Senate. 

Mr. MORSE. I think the whole matter has been fully can- 
vassed by the House and Senate, and I think this bill now before 
the House is the only thing we can agree upon. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, the discussion on this bill has 
taken a very wide range indeed. The chairman of the committee 
has discussed the substitute, and all other remarks that have been 
made with reference to this bill have been with reference to other 
locations, with reference to other propositions than that which is 
contained in the bill itself. 

It seems to me that the House, in considering an important 
measure like this, ought to have some reference to the bill under 
consideration; but this discussion that has occurred here within 
the last hour and a half has not related in any way whatever to 
the merits of the bill itself. 

Now, what is the proposition before the House? First, there is 
the original bill reported by the committee, which favors what 
is known as the Mahone lot. I offered an amendment, which is 
now pending, to substitute the lot, the number of which Ido not 
now remember, located near the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
depot, and I did that with a view of getting the consent of the 
House to vote on some measure which I feel would be preferable 
to the Mahone lot. I do not know any person connected with the 
lot embraced in my amendment. I do not know at what price it 
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can be obtained. Ido not know any of the facts about it, but I 
have offered my amendment in order to give the House an oppor- 
tunity to select some other lot than the one pr 

The chairman of the committee, on his own motion, offers a 
substitute for the bill and the amendment. The substitute pro- 
vides for the appointment of a commission, to be composed of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and other officials of the Government, 
whose duty it shall be to select the location and superintend the 
construction of this building. I am opposed to that substitute, 
because I believe that Congress has the capacity and the ability to 
make the selection itself. It is composed of men who are honor- 
able and worthy of the confidence of the country, and it is their 
dnty to make a proper selection. I do not believe in delegating 
legislative powers to commissions. I am opposed to it on princi- 
ple, and I believe it is the duty of this Congress, either as a Com- 
mittee of the Whole or through some committee of the House, to 
make a proper selection for a public printing office. 

This House will remember that in the last session the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the lot which 
I have suggested in my amendment by way of substitute for the 
lot now recommended GY the comanittee. That bill was defeated 
by the House, and the committee was instructed in plain and un- 
mistakable terms to select a location upon some one of the public 
reservations belonging to the Government. The committee did 
select the location lying beside the Pennsylvania Railroad, the 
property now known as the United States Fish Commission, as a 
Png iocation. What became of that recommendation I do not 

ow. 

A Memeerr. It was voted down. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam informed that it was voted down. The 
next thing the committee was instructed to select a location, and 
when there was only a bare quorum: of the committee present they 
selected the Mahone lot. 

We were told that unless we selected the Mahone lot the Senate 
would not accept that selection or location. I have understood 
from the statements of several of the gentlemen who have ken 
to-day that the Senate of the United States have that 
they would have no other selection but this. Is this House to be 
controlled and managed and governed by the will of the Senate of 
the United States? Is this House going to surrender its preroga- 
tives, its powers, its constitutional rights, and be merely the tool 
of the Senate, to be dictated to by that body? Ifor one say no. 
Our rights are equal to theirs. We havea right to express our 
views and our opinions on public questions as well as they, and 
they have no right to put to us a sine qua non, and say, ‘ ness 
you do so and so, nothing shall be done,” It is an assumption of 
— and power which I repel and repudiate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to devote a few moments to 
the consideration of this bill. I prepared the minority report in 
this case, and among the reasons which I give I say first: 

The site— 

Referring to the Mahone lot— 
is remote from the Capitol and inconvenient of access to seein of Con- 
gress, who are frequently compelled to visit said Printing O: 

I suppose the ience of every member here is eannenedunn 
the necessity of having the Printing Office located at some point 
that is accessible to members of Congress, who are compelled to 
visit that department, or bureau, =e frequently. The second 
ground of the minority report is as follow 

Said site is remote from the railroad depots, mr ‘the cost of car of the 
vast amount of material used by the Pablic Printing Office will in the course 
of a few decades amount to as much as an eligible site would now cost. 

Thad the figures, but I have not them with me now, to show 
what the Government of the United States paid for cartage for 
material used in the Public Printing Office. I regret that I have 
not those figures with me, but they will within the course of a 
few years run into many hundreds of thousands of dollars. The 
location, I contend, should be somewhere down where a switch 
from the railroad could reach the buildin ——— where the mate- 
rial used in that office could be obtained without expensive cartage. 

Now, the next reason: The Tiber Creek, before the same was 
pent oo —_ : sewer, ey = guid 9q —— and oauy 
square formed a large pool of water, so that boys of thirty or fo 
years ago went there to fish andswim. Now that is the charge 
they make against that lot. If I could receive the attention of the 
House for a moment I would give you the facts upon which this 
statement has been made. Here is a statement made by John F. 
Kelly, a lieutenant of the Sixth precinct, 31 G street northwest, 
subscribed and sworn to before a notary public of this city. I 
will read this. 


walk John i Peale of lawful are, SS Sober at a orn, declares in eae 
. relation 
eather a0 icone: tl have within a few blocks of the 


to the aforesaid 
so-called ‘ That I have 
thse stunres 6 wnt e connected with a cae tame that 


watt fe bounds of the police 
oi = 8 ena ie nen a large part of the 


Nu 
ground for many years, until it was finally graded 
and filled up. Tiber ran across the the eaieern part of the square, end the 


grown was low and swampy, and even after the sewer was built there in 

imes of heavy rains I have seen the square flooded with back water from the 

sewer. JOHN F. KELLY, 
Lieutenant Sixth Precinct, 31 G street northwest. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th 
[SEAL ] CHARLES W. FLOECKHER. 
Notary Public, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not take the time to read it, but 
here is the statement from Sayles J. Bowen, late mayor of the 
city of Washington, when Washington had a municipal govern- 
ment, and when Mr. Bowen was the mayor thereof. fie isa man 
who has known this locality for many, many years, and he says: 

A portion of that section was low and swampy. There were ‘deep holes 
there; it is said catfish were caught in squares No. 673 and No. 674. 

And he testified that he had been the owner of square 674 and 
had owned it for a number of years. Now, here are numbers of 
other affidavits, sworn to and subscribed before notaries public of 
this city, of old citizens who have known this property for the last 
twenty-five or thirty years, and they, under their oath, swear that 
this property was one pool of water where the oo went to swim 
and to fish and to skate in the winter season. These ponds have 
been filled up with rubbish and sweepings of the streets of this 
city, and they say that the ground before this block was filled u 
was nothing but a quagmire, a boggy, swampy piece of antend, 
as they describe it in their affidavits. Why aia d the Congress of 
the United States select a location like this? Is there no better 
ground within the vicinity of Washington? Why should we take 
it? Because the Senate would dictate to us and say that we shall 
take this or nothing? I contemn all such spirit as would submit 
to dictation from that source. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have here an official map of the city of 
Washington, prepared by the Commissioners of the city of Wash- 
ington, which shows that originally Tiber Creek ran through the 
center of this lot which you now propose to purchase, and where, 
the ¥ itnesses state, the ground has ben filled in from 5 to 30 feet 


in depth. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Have you any estimate with reference to that lot 
as to what it would cost to construct a foundation for such a 


Mr. ABBOTT. I have not the figures with me, Mr. Chairman. 
I have but recently returned from home, and did not preserve the 
data which I gathered before my de rture. But I was informed 
by one of the engineers connected with the city government, 
whose name I do not remember, that it would cost more to con- 
struct the foundation on this lot than the superstructure would 
cost. I showed him the affidavits which I had procured from old 
citizens. I showed him these facts. They were not known to 
him personally; and he said that if they were true the substruc- 
ture would cost more than the superstructure. 

Mr. COX. Now, will you yield me one moment? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

bess COX. Has any estimate been made by the committee, in 

y respect whatever, as to what the foundation will cost? 

a ABBOTT. Well, no, sir. 

Mr. COX. Then, do I understand the superstructure and the 
foundation there are matters of a entirely? 

Mr. ABBOTT. So far as I am concerned they are matters of 

ulation entirely; but here are the facts, testified to by numerous 
’ d residents of this city, who say that ground on the south part 
of this old lot 673 has been filled in from 5 to 80 feet in depth. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. There have been some ugly 
rumors going around, and I ask the gentleman fer some informa- 
tion which perhaps he can afford me. I want to ask him if he 
thinks if this House were to appropriate from $20,000 to $25,0C0 
to defray certain notes made by William Mahone to Senators 
whether the Senate would look with a less favorable eye on the 
purchase of the Mahone site? 

Mr. ABBOTT. That is a question that I would not undertake 
to answer. I would not cast any reflection upon -_ gentleman 
belonging to the other end of the Capitol; and i would not under- 
take to answer the gentleman's question. 

But I will say in connection with the gentleman's question that 
I have a statement here from the records of this District showing 
that there is a deed of trust resting on this property to the amount 
of $60,000. Now, it may be, though I would not so declare, that 
there would be some motive in the madness of this House if it 
should select this lot for the site for a Government Printing Office. 

Mr. COX. In whose favor is that deed of trust? 

Mr. ABBOTT. It is in favor of Creswell and Pearsall, trustees. 

Mr. COX. Can the gentleman tell me whom they represent? 

Mr. ABBOTT. The Citizens’ National Bank of this city. 

Mr. HUDSON. What is the amount of the deed of trust? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Sixty thousand dollars. 
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Mr. ROBBINS. What proposition is the gentleman from Texas 
in favor of? . 

Mr. ABBOTT. I am opposing the bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. But you have no suggestion to make as to a 
suitable site? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I have made two or three suggestions. 
tend to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I started out to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that I hold in my hand an official map of the 
city of Washington, which shows that the Tiber Creek ran through 
the center of these lots before that creek was converted into a 
sewer, and the sewer now runs along on the east side of the lots 
on what is known, I believe, as North Capitol street. The ground 
in the rear was low and marshy, it having been filled in to a depth 
of from 5 to 20 feet, according to affidavits which I have here. I 

resume that the House desires to act fairly in this matter and to 
now the facts. 

I presume gentlemen desire to understand the exact questions 
involved, and if they will take the official map, in connection with 
the affidavits that I have filed here with the minority report, they 
will ascertain the facts. I have here the statement of a former 
mayor of the city, the statement of a gentleman who, as a lieu- 
tenant of the police, has been in charge of that section for nearly 
twenty-five years, and the affidavits of several old settlers there, 
as well as the affidavit of a gentleman who owned an adjoining 
lot for years. All of these people swear that they have no pecun- 
iary interest in the matter, and I am satisfied thatif members will 
examine these affidavits in connection with the map they will re- 
ject this lot. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to weary the House. I would feel 
very much more like speaking at length in opposition to this 
measure if I felt that I was honored with the attention of mem- 
bers; but such not being the case I will not occupy the floor 
further, but will reserve the remainder of my time, yielding ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, this is a business proposition 
and it should be viewed entirely as a business proposition by this 
House. There are three things necessary in connection with this 
proposed public building: First, to give immediate relief to the 
employees who are working in the present Government Printing 
Office, so that their lives wili not be endangered; second, to get a 
good and convenient permanent building; and third, to get it at 
the least cost. 

Let us take first the question of giving immediate relief. There 
is no proposition here that will do that except the recommenda- 
tion made by the Public Printer at the last session of Congress 
and which was voted for by this House. The Public Printer in a 
letter addressed to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, in response to a 
letter from that gentleman, stated that for $301,000 he could pur- 
chase a lot adjoining the present Printing Office and there erect 
with that amount a structure which, in connection with the exist- 
ing building, would give us everything in the world that was 
needed for a public printing office in connection with this Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman have the letters read? 

Mr. SWANSON. Those letters appear in the Recorp of the 
l1ith of August, 1894. As my time is so very limited I will not 
read them now, but I will put them into the Recorp. 

Mr. Chairman, you have not a more efficient public officer in 
this Government than the present Public Printer. He is careful; 
he is conservative; he has the interest of all the employees of that 
Department at heart, as well as the interest of the Government, 
and he says that with an appropriation of $301,000 this Govern- 
ment can have everything that it desires or needs in the shape of 
a building to do the printing of this Government. He says that 
by that appropriation the relief which is so urgent can be had 
in one year; but if we take the proposition to buy the Mahone lot, 
and appropriate $250,000 for the lot alone, it will then take five or 
six years before the structure can be ready, and I would like to 
know how that will give any immediate relief from the dangerous 
and overcrowded condition of the present public building. 

The proposition of the Public Printer will give immediate relief. 
As he says in his letter, any other plan will involve long delay, 
running through several years, before relief can be given to the 
employees. In the same REcoRD you will find a statement in 
which the Public Printer says that he would be willing to enter 
into a personal bond that in one year he would save as much in 
Tent and present expense by improving the existing building as it 
would cost to erect the additional structure. 

I say that in view of these pledges and assurances this House 
would be recreant to its duty in entering upon an expenditure of 
two or three million dollars simply for the purpose of extending 
benefits or bounties to somebody. At the same time, I have no 
criticism to make on those who advocate the purchase of the Ma- 
hone lot. They see their public duty different from myself. 


Tin- 
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The Public Printer says, also, that we can not suspend the print- 
ing of this Government pending the erection of a new building or 
removal toit. If you proceed to build upon the Mahone lot you 
will have, when completed, two public buildings for printing. 
The public printing can not be suspended a week or a day, for we 
should never catch up with the work again. The building to be 
erected on the new lot would have to be entirely completed before 
you could move into it; otherwise the printing work of the Gov- 
ernment would have to be suspended. It is obvious, therefore, 
that you would have to duplicate the entire machinery in the 
present Printing Office. This would require an enormous ex- 
penditure of money and, besides, the subsequent sale of all the 
equipment and machinery in the present building at a great loss. 

I say that the only chance for obtaining relief is by improving 
the present site. You can do that at a cost of $301,000, which in- 
cludes cost of additional land. the repairing of the present build- 
ing, and the cost of erecting the new structures required. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman says, as I understand, that 
as against the purchase of a new lot there would be a saving by 
retaining the present lot. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Public Printer says the present building 
can be made as safe and commodious as necessary, added to, and 
made to answer all the purposes of the Government for an ex- 
ee of $301,000. The proposition before us is to buy a new 
ot, paying about $250,000 for it; and with the cost of duplicating 
the machinery and erecting a suitable building thereon and all the 
other expenses an expenditure of two or three million dollars will 
be entailed. It is our duty to save this amount of money to the 
people of this country. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I yield the gentleman five minutes more of my 
time; and I wish to ask him whether he does not understand that 
the question at present is between the Mahone lot and the substi- 
tute which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] pro- 
poses to offer? 

Mr. SWANSON. Iam going to offer as a substitute the prop- 
osition which was submitted by the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. BANKHEAD] at the last session of Congress, simply appropri- 
ating $301,000 and authorizing the Public Printer to improve and 
extend the present building, purchasing for that purpose the ad- 
joining lot. That, I submit, is the best thing for the House to do. 

If we buy a new lot it will take four or five years for the con- 
struction of a new public building. For a number of years we 
shall be obliged to make annual appropriations for the present 
building to make it safe,so that probably at the end of five years 
we will have placed the present building at a large expense in 
good condition; and then we move out of it. There is nota man 


here who does not see the necessity of making appropriations each 
year for the present building in order to insure the safety of the 
employees there. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The gentleman will allow me to ask 
whether there is any means of running a railroad connection to 


the present site. 

Mr. SWANSON. This Government can have, if it desires, a 
street car or electric car to run from any part of this « 
Pubiic Printing Office. If improved means of transportation are 
desired they can be obtained. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does the gentleman know 
about the annual cost for cartage or hauling by wag 
nection with the Government Printing Office? 


ity to the 


anything 
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Mr. SWANSON. That expense has been greatly reduced. 
Formerly books and material were stored at a place in George- 
town; but recently a building much nearer to the Printing Office 
has been leased, and by the reduction of the distance the expense 
is greatly reduced. The expense of cartage will be much less if 
we simply improve the present site than if we adopt this other pro- 
ject. 


Mr. Benedict, the Public Printer, is a conservative man; and, 
without any disrespect to any committee, [ would rather take his 
judgment upon this matter than that of any committee of either 
the House or the Senate. He has always had the public interests 
at heart; he has made a good Public Printer. He desires to 
immediate relief to the employees in that establishment; and this 
is the only way, as he says, that he can do it. In twelve 
he will have the work completed; and then all these dangers of 
which gentlemen talk will be eliminated. 

One word about the proposition embraced in the su of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Banxueap]}. That ply 
proposes to delegate to some other persons the selection and pur- 
chase of a lot—a matter which we should do ourselves. Here i 
the Public Printer who is responsible for these employees; and he 
tells you that the plan he proposes is the most economical method 
of accomplishing the result; and that by this means you will have 
all you need in the shape of a printing establishment for $300,000. 
When a responsible public officer makes such a statement how 
can we justify ourselves before the country if we spend for this 
purpose not $300,000, but $2,000,000 or more? 
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Gentlemen talk about the Senate not having rejected the prop- 
osition which we sent them last year. Isay this House owes it to 
its own dignity to spurn any such suggestion as is made here 
that we must accept from the Senate the Mahone lot or nothing. 
Now, gentlemen, I hope that this House will stand up when the 
Senate plants its foot on that proposition and say to them we will 
have nothing whatever in the shape of a new site, as long as we 
havea building which is ample for all our purposes, and can be 
put in condition for the sum I have named. If the Senate sees fit 
to adhere to the declaration that we shall have nothing except this 
Mahone lot—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Virginia will allow an 
interruption, [ have heard that statement made by a number of 
persons, and it seems to be a very important item in the basis of 
the gentleman’s argument. Will the gentleman tell the House, 
now, how authoritatively that statement comes? From whom 
does it come? How has the Senate indicated that we shall have 
that site ot nothing? I merely ask the question for information. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will tell the gentleman. I will state that 
it comes not from the people who oppose the Mahone lot, but the 
people who have come here and tried to force the House, or those 
members of the House who are opposed to it, to accept that site 
or none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But from whom does the statement come? 

Mr. SWANSON. Did not the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BERRY] state that we had to accept that gr nothing? Did not 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MorRsE] say it was evi- 
dent that it was the Mahone site or nothing? Have not other gen- 
tlemen in the House, when they declared that dangers over- 
shadowed the employees of the Printing Department owing to 
the present condition of the building, claimed that it was the duty 
of the House to accept that proposition of the Senate or there would 
be a practical failure of all of these efforts? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman from Virginia allow me 
a word just there? 

Mr. SWANSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to ony tab that proposition was put 
to members of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
of the House,and that Mr. Morri.i and Mr. Vest, who are on 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, 
and opposed to the Mahone site, told me that that proposition was 
made to them. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, gentlemen, I hope the House will con- 
sider it due to the dignity which belongs to it to stand up against 
any such proposition as that. In the last session of this Congress 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, introduced the 
particular substitute that I now offer, and the House, by a voteof 
188 to 41, said that we would spend the money of the people in 
improving the present Public Printing Office, and not undertake 
the immense expenditure involved in the purchase of another site 
and the erection of another building. 

I say, then, that the responsibility for a failure to have a proper 
printing office and to put this building in suitable condition rests 
with the Senate itself. If these gentlemen are determined to stand 
there and maintain the position that they have assumed, let the 
House stand on its dignity and oppose it, putting itself on record 
as being desirous of ae this unnecessary expense to the people 
of this country by not yielding to the demands of the Senate. 

Further than that, Mr. Chairman, the rule by which the Senate 
and the House always attain a settlement or a compromise of dif- 
ferences in conferences, and which is the unwritten law, is that 
where an appropriation is in controversy between the two Houses 
that House which makes the largest appropriation of money shall 
make concessions to the House making the smallest appropriation. 

Let the Senate, then, submit to that unwritten law and yield in 
acontest where the precedents demand that the Senate sha yield. 
Let that unwritten law be maintained which covers conferences 
and compromises between the two Houses. Let us put ourselves 
on record as absolutely refusing to recede from that position. 
Last year, as I have already said, we voted in this House, by 138 
to 41, that we intended to carry out the recommendations of the 
Public Printer, Mr. Benedict, which provided for adding to, im- 
proving, and strengthening the present co 

To do that we save in the first place $2,000,000; to do it we give 
immediate relief from danger to the employees of the Printing 
Office; to do it we are not compelled to have two public printing 
offices at the same time; to do it in five or six years we will not 
have the present public building and machinery and a lot for sale 
for a small sum, with another job clamoring before Congress for 
eens to do it this work can be accomplished without sus- 
pending the printing of the Government for one single day or dis- 
pene Saws organization of that department. It is then the duty 
of the House to stand by the action of last session and let the Sen- 


ate know that we are not to be driven from our conception of duty 
and right. [Applause.]} 


APPENDIX. 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: In answer to your verbal request, communicated to me to-day, 
that Ishould explain the necessity for s y action looking to the erection 
of a new Government Printing Office building, I have the honor to state that 
in each annual report made by me to Congress I have urged the importance 
of such action. 

During the first session of the Fifty-first Congress an appropriation was 
made of $250,000 for the purchase of a site for such a building, and a com- 
mission, consisting of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Architect of the 
Capitol, and the Public Printe?¥, were authorized toselect a site and effect the 

urchase. For reasons heretofore reported by me to Co the negotia- 

ions for the purchase of the site selected was suspended indefinitely, and 
the sum smeroereted remains unexpended. Noother site for aGovernment 
ok ce has yet been selec by authority of Congress. 

Meantime the necessity for a new building, or the extension of the present 
structure, becomes each day more apparent. The urgency relates to the 
inconvenience, disadvantage, and consequent expense of doing the work in 
the present building, as well as to the ever-present danger of its destruction 
by fire. with all its valuable property, and the probable loss of human life. 
That plan which would afford relief in the briefest time and at the least ex- 
pense seems to me in the present exigency most practicable. With these 
ends in view, I suggest the expediency of an extension of the present site to 
G street on the south and to a point corresponding with the west boundary 
of the building. 

_ The estimated cost of a fireproof building, six stories high, on the extended 
site would be $126,000, and the site itself, with all the improvements thereon, 
$175,000, making in all $301,000. Should the appropriation of $250,000 author- 
ized by the Fi pe Arve Congress be made available for the extension herein 

roposed, the additional sum of $51,000 would be all that would be needed to 

urnish the relief which the extraordinary exigencies of this office demand. 


Very respectfully, 
F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. 
Hon. J. D. SAYERs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


(Telegram. ] 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July $1. 
Hon. T. E. BENEDICT: 

Please send me at your earliest convenience a plat showing the land adja- 
cent to the present Printing Office which you believe it would be wise to pur- 
chase for an addition to the Printing Office; also a statement of its probable 
cost, the total probable cost of necessary buildings to be erected thereon in 
order to completely accommodate the requirements of the office, the amount 
necessary to be appropriated at this session to erect within this fiscal year a 
sufficient building to relieve the present structures from danger to human 


life and property. 508: D. SAVERS 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., August 2, 1894. 

Srr: In reply to your telegram of the 3ist of July, requesting me to send 
you a pat showing the Jand adjacent to the Government Printing Office 
which I believed it would be wise to purchase for an addition to same, with 
a statement of the probable cost, and an estimate of the total probable cost 
of necessary buildings to be erected thereon in order to accommodate the 
requirements of the office at the present time, said building ‘‘ to be erected 
within this fiscal year,’ I have the honor to hand herewith diagram of the 
block bounded by North Capitol, G, First, and H streets northwest, in which 
is situated the Government Printing Office. (See Exhibit A.) 

On the plat I have indicated in blue field all the land owned and occupied 
by the office. South of the office, across Jackson alley, are two lots separated 
by a 14-foot alley. These lots can be purchased, I am informed, and parties 
having options on same are ready to sell to the Government at prices agreed 
upon with F. W. Palmer,.esq., late Public Printer. 

Lot 1, Exhibit A, on North Capitol street, containing 22,813 square feet of 
ground area, I am informed, will cost $32,468.90, or $3.615 per square foot. 

Lot 2, on G street adjoining, containing 30,843 square feet of ground area, 
will cost $92,072.82, or $2.985 per square foot. : 

Tam confident that the purchase of lot 1,on North Copies street, would 
afford all the land needed to give present relief now required in working ac- 
commodations here, and also afford assured safety and comfort to the office 
employees. A five-story iron and brick building, with basement cellar, 
erected on same, covering the lot except a parking space of 25 feet left va- 
cant on North a and G streets, the building to cover the 14-foot alle 
running north and south from G street to Jackson alley, thus adding 2, 
square feet to the proposed purchase. This 14-foot alley should be declared 
closed by act of Congress. 

I su gest a building 150 feet 3 inches in length north and south and 75 feet 
in width east and west, with wings reaching to the Government Printing 
Office warehouse across the. 14foot alley, each wing 44 by 50 feet (see dia- 
rm. Exhibit B), said ne, when erected, giving about 77,000 square 

eet of working s . Lestimate such building, if erected under contract, 
of brick, with steel and iron beams, brick arches, iron rafters, and thor- 
oughly fireproof, to cost not exceeding $200,000, including elevators and 
bridge connections with the present Printing Office over and across Jackson 
alley, or a total not exceeding 468.99 in cost of land and building. I ur- 
gently recommend that this plot of land be purchased and such a building 
directed to be erected during the present fiscal year, that the working 
a of the office be met, and the safety and comfort of the employees se- 
cured, 
I have in previous annual reports and in recent communications to Con- 
and members thereof sta in detail the urgent need of immediate re- 
ef in the directions here indicated as a measure of business and economical 
results, from which Congress and the country will at once receive the bene- 
fits, and the total cost saved to the Government within two years. I now 
urge the matter asa demand made by a common humanity that A working 
force may not be required longer to work in part under conditions here 
— are an outrage upon our fellow-beings, for which we are in part re- 
sponsible. 

This isthe only plan I can suggest for relief. It can be made immediate if 
accompanied by the necessary legislation to execute it this fiscal year. The 
same results can not be obtained elsewhere for four times the cost. Any 
other plan would eee all the new expense of power, electric lights, steam 
heat, sewer, gas, and water connections, which can be secured here without 
duplicating expensive plants and connections. 


Very respectfully, 
7. . TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer, 
Hon. Jos. D. SAYERS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 





1895. 





Mr. ABBOTT. I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McKaie]. 


Mr.SWANSON. Before the a from Maryland takes 
the floor I wish to state that I suggested I had a substitute, or 
amendment, to offer. I hope the Chair will understand that I in- 
tend to offer it at the present time. 

Mr. HICKS. Before the gentleman from Maryland proceeds I 
ask unanimous consent that the debate on this proposition be 
closed at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, Mr. DOCKERY, and others ob- 


jected. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland ten 
minutes. . ; 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Chairman, I do not design to make any ex- 
tended remarks upon this question of the purchase of the site 
named in the present bill, the Mahone lot, because the subject has 
been old straw thrashed over and over again for the last two Con- 

esses. I simply desire to refer to a speech that I made upon the 

oor of this House on August 11, 1894, upon this very question, 
and in line with the arguments that have just been addressed to 
the House by the gentleman from Virginia |Mr.Swanson]. Iwas 
not present during the whole of his address, and do not know 
whether he made a reference to the amount of property that the 
United States would be obliged to abandon provided the site that is 
now presented to the House for its consideration should be selected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will goon and make 
the statement. The gentleman is familiar with the facts. — , 

Mr. McKAIG. I read from a speech which I delivered in this 
House on August 11, 1894, so as to have the facts again before the 
House: 

Three propositions are before Congress for relieving the present over- 
crowded and dangerous condition of the Government Printing Office. 

The first is that of the Senate Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
which provides for the purchase of additional ground contiguous to the pres- 
ent site and the preservation of the fireproof portion of the present building, 
which contains over 70,000 square feet of floor space, and the building of a suit- 
able fireproof addition to itlarge enough to accommodate the demands of the 
office for at least twenty-five years to come. 

The second is that for the purchase of what is known as the Mahone site, 
which on a small vote was substituted by the Senate for the committee propo- 
sition. A motion to reconsider this vote is now pending in the Senate. 

The third is that of the House, to erect an entirely new building on one of 
the public reservations of the city. 

The following is a comparison of the cost under the three propositions: 


COMMITTEE SITE. 





EE ncbidcdeveshanukbcwededbuKbiinbesalpiuecedsweswdlonscosen teases $126, 000 
I iiintbeipc qancstiimabbosscepematiapasntnonscipaelhodneceswevesen 175, 000 
Pend. intt di ineiigesseneessceheiaraneninhaledddaaeninbeesne seen 301, 000 
MAHONE SITE. 
irc. tells ccna crickidbéh bi dapabpdintindtinassaeweedéeavieg 1, 500, 000 
SONNE ciao aude sanded cavedab hilo dnb anbthetespenanasnctéias 275, 000 
RO: SIN I ID bs cick ptiniibccthieibbinmeciineceaunncecwen seins 75, 000 
TN a hs ceewddecen 1, 850, 000 
HOUSE PLAN. 
NG iia Alain ccs) dh bdhnck bia dian We BRS eAKAi a adlnse nine cawwesuinie 1, 500,000 
ey te Os WE BI sce icnwhncininsniedndeitensencescneneecentae 75, 000 
sca ial 1, 575, 000 
Saving by the committee plan over Mahone site -................-...- ~ 1,549, 000 
Saving by the committee plan over House plan -.............-....... 1, 274, 000 


Now, here are some facts to which I wish to call the particular attention of 
the House. By the selection of a new site the Government will abandonand 
render useless the following: 


Over $150,000 worth of fireproof buildings, nearly new and absolutely 


safe and perfectly adapted to the purposes -...................-...-... $150, 000 
A complete motive power plant of boilers, engines, coal vaults, etc.. 50,000 
A complete and nearly new electric light plant, with miles of wiring 

through the fireproof buildings.....................................-. 20, 000 
The finest electrotype foundry in the world.-.....-................... 20, 000 


A complete — of water and gas supply, and perfect sewerage, 


which it will cost to duplicate on a new site... ..............-..... 75, 000 
Complete and commodious stables and wagon houses -................ 10,000 
UN Wh sin ode adnonendatintntlpcsuiinlimdatbsnietuncckaaiisickane 315, 000 


Property amounting to $315,000 would have to be abandoned if 
the site now under contemplation be purchased. 

The Government, on one of the appropriation bills passed at the 
last session of Congress, appropriated $75,000 additional to be ex- 
pended upon the present site, to add to the present buildings, for 
the purpose of securing the safety of those who work in that office. 

Now, there is another consideration. Around the present site, 
which is as good as any site which can be purchased in the city of 
Washington, a large number of the men employed in that building 
have erected the houses in which they live. 

If it be any objection to the members of Congress that you have 
to go a great distance away to get to the present Printing Office 
to attend to the business that you have there, if you purchase the 
site that is now contemplated you will get a square farther away. 

General ag who has had charge of the present additions to 
the Printing ce, has prepared plans by which he shows specif- 
ically that there is not any portion of that building dangerous, 
except that —— that lies along the H-street side. Every other 
portion of the building is in good and sound condition. The 
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object which we desire to secure, namely, the safety of the men 
and women who work in that building, can be just as well at- 
tained by the purchase of additional ground in the immediate 
vicinity or contiguous to this building, and the erection of addi- 
tional structures upon that ground. It has been said that such a 
building would be patchwork. 

Why, sir, if you take up the alleys and build over them, you 
can erect as good a building there as could be built anywhere else, 
without having the structure patchwork in any degree, because 
the plans have been prepared. The alley in the rear next to G 
street, near which they are now working, has been spaced by the 
gentleman at present in control of that work, and he has plans by 
which he says that you can add enough space for the working of 
those machines that are now in operation upon the H-street side 
of that building to insure the safety of the men working there, 
and that the portion of the building on the H-street side can be 
reconstructed with the necessary additions. Then you have, 


— upon the avenue in front, a large space of ground that 
could be purchased, upon which a building could be erected, as 


has been well said by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swan- 
SON], where you would have a good building. 
Now, would it be economy for us to leave the present site, which 
is as good a site as any which you can purchase, with all the ap- 
liances that you have there, and which are now being added to 
y the erection of additional stories upon these fireproof build- 
ings? 

Another thing: If we are to judge by the experience that has 
controlled the erection of other public buildings throughout the 
United States, at least five to eight years would elapse before you 
could take the people whom you are seeking to protect out of this 
dangerous building and place them in the new one. 

You have an illustration in the new post-office building now in 
process of construction on Pennsylvania avenue in this city, which 
has m under construction two or three years, and which lacks 
a great dealof being finished. Another illustration is the Library 
building to the east of us here, which has been in ‘the course of 
erection for the last four or five years, and which still re- 
mains uncompleted. All over the United States the public build- 
ings of the United States are lying uncompleted because of the in- 
sufficient force in the Architect's office even to draw the designs 
and to complete the administrative work that is necessary. And 
I do not hesitate to say now that unless you vote an appropriation 
to enable them to employ men to design these buildings, and if 

you do not pass the bill that I have here upon the Calendar, 

own as the Architect’s bill, by which you will enable men out- 
side of the Architect's Office to compete for the designs for these 
buildings, nothing will be done speedily. Unless you adopt one of 
these expedients it may be eight or ten years before you will have 
a new Public Printing Office completed, even if you purchase the 
site now. 

ogy the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ABBOTT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes remain- 


ing. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, there is no dispute as to the ne- 
cessity for a new building. The unfortunate part of the contro- 
versy is that the House and the Senate do not seem to be able to 
agree on a place for a new building. The attitude of the Senate 
is very difficult to justify. It comes to us and says, as [ under- 
stand it, that unless we take a certain lot and erect this building 
upon it, we can not have anything. To take that position, it 
seems to me, is to assert that the Senate has, in matters of this 
kind, higher rights than the House; and I do not thiuk the House 
ought to allow itself to be compelled to take a site simply because 
the Senate says it is that or nothing. 

Now, we have suffered from the fact here in the House that 
several sites have been proposed and there are influences back of 
each site. When we attempt to select one, then those who are in- 
terested or who prefer another site object; and we find it much 
easier to kill all propositions than to pass anything. It seems to 
me that there is only one way of getting rid of these contentions 
about the site. We have public grounds, and we could choose a 
site upon them without favoring any of these real-estate 
rings. The House at one time decided to do that; and the com- 
mittee, following the instructions of the House, brought in a 
bill for the construction of a new Printing Office onthe Mall. An- 
other gentleman has proposed a site down on Garfield Park. I 
would be willing to vote for a proposition that would locate a 
public building of this kind upon any Government site and leave 
the exact place to be settled by some commission to be appointed 
for the purpose. What I desire is the building; and there is only 
one way, it seems, to get a building, and that is to appoint a com- 
mission to locate a building upon one of the public reservations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. I rise for pee of asking unanimous 
consent that general debate be cl ‘ 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to be heard briefly. 
The CHAIRMAN. The eman from bama asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be now closed. Is there objec- 
ion? 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 
— CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nize 
Mr. HICKS. I yield a minute to the chairman of the commit- 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RicHarpson of 
Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that conumittee had had under 
ne the bill H.R. , and had come to no resolution 

eTeon., 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of this bill; and, pending that, 
I move that all debate on the bill and amendments thereto be 
closed in thirty minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make a point of order against that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union; and, pending that motion, moves 
that all general debate upon this bill and amendments thereto be 
limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. BRETZ. I move to amend that by making it one hour and 
ahalf. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!”] 

The SPEAKER pro ote rey The gentleman from Indiana 
moves that debate be limited to one hour and thirty minutes. 

Mr. HICKS. Imove to amend the amendment so as to make 
it one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania moves to amend the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana so that debate will be limited to one hour. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amendment 
Was rejec’ 

The SPEAKER ne ee. The question now recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman Indiana, that debate be limited to 
one hour and thirty minutes 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 

that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRETZ. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 88. 
= Mr. BRETZ. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman from Indiana 
makes the point of no oo. The Chair will appoint the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, . BRETZ, and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, Mr. BANKHEAD, to act as tellers. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair let the question 
be stated squarely to the House? I think a good many gentlemen 
do not understand it. 

The question was again stated. 

The House in divided by tellers. 

Mr. BAN (pending the division). Mr. Speaker, it is 
agreed that the point of no —— shall be withdrawn and that 
forty-five minutes shall be limit of general debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. BANKHEAD] asks unanimous consent that the pending motion 
considered as disagreed to and that forty-five minutes be al- 
lowed for general debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina and Mr. HUDSON obj 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objection is made, and the tellers 
will resume their ‘ 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. As I understand it, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ETZ] withdrew his point of no quorum; then objection was 
made to the request of the gentleman from Alabama for unani- 
mous consent to limit debate to forty-five minutes, and now, as I 
understand, the question arises on the proposition of the gentleman 
from Alabama that general debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The tellers will announce the af- 
firmative vote. 

The tellers announced the vote as ayes 34, noes 130. 

The SPEAKER pro The noes have it, and the pend- 

motion is di to. steel ab tam 

r. BRETZ. . Speaker, the point of no quorum was with- 
drawn with the understanding that forty-five minutes would be 
agreed to as the limit of general debate. If that is not agreed to, 
the t of no quorum is not withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted. Gentle- 
men will please pass between the tellers. 
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~ eee being completed, the tellers reported—ayes 35, 
noes 156. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama that general debate be 
— to thirty vonage oie 4 

© question bei en, the Speaker pro tempore declare 
that the ayes camel t to have it. . 

Mr. HUDSON. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 42. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order I am going to 
ask consent to withdraw this bill and the amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in order to ask unanimous 
consent, The bill is in Committee of the Whole, but the gentle- 
man can state that he will not move to go into Committee of the 
AFAR eater, Irn toapaciametay ng 

r. ‘ ; er, Irise toa en ; 
As Iunderstand it, we are now in eodanen cool the aon under 
the rule adopted yesterday, has a right to go into Committee of the 
Whole to consider such matters as Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds may see fit to bring up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, I understand that a motion would be 
in order to gointo Committee of the Whole to consider any motion 
brought mee the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SP. R pro tempore. The pending motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama is tthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of this bill, and 
pending that he moves that — debate be limited to thirty 


minutes. Now, pending the division on that question he asks to 
withdraw his motion. 


ge of ‘‘ Regular order! ”’} 
Mr. SNODGRASS. . Speaker, we can not go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole without a quorum. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I rise tea poini of order. You can not go 
into Committee of the Whole unless you have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last vote showed the pres- 
ence of a quorum. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The point of no quorum was made, and I 
make it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, a motion 
that has been submitted to the House can not be withdrawn ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

R protempore. The Chair holds that the gentie- 
man from Alabama may withdraw his motion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
eee I understood, though I may have been misinformed, that 
the previous question was ordered on the pending proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not. 
from the Digest upon this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Onemoment, if you please, 
Mr. Speaker. There is no proposition pending to withdraw the 
bill, and therefore a point of order against it does not lie. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
desires to withdraw his motion tolimit debate. The Chair thinks 
the gentleman from Alabama has a right to withdraw his motion 
limiting debate, and the question now is that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for further consideration of 
the pending bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Several members called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 64. 

Mr. MEREDITH. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of no quorum is made, 
and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. MerepiTH, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 
BANKHEAD. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (pending the division). Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to make a brief suggestion. It is per- 
fectly evident that, whatever opinions we may individually have, 
the House will no bill to-day that is called up by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds between now and the 
expiration of the special order, Now, as this is Wednesday, and 
as there is a great amount of business to be done between now 
and Monday noon, more than we have time to do, and as the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] has-a conference 
report on the Post-Office appropriation bill which ought to be dis- 

of, in view of all these considerations I want to ee that, 
y unanimous consent, we dispense with the speciai order and go 
na We one canes mete. \ 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would be glad to have the gentleman 
ae his statement by announcing the fact that I havea 
erence report that I desire to get in. 


A quorum voted on the last vote 


The Clerk will read 


1895. 
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Mr. MEREDITH. I simply desire to reply to the 


from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] by saying that we have now before 
thousands 


the House a bill which is of vital interest to of em- 
ployees of this Government—a bill which concerns thousands of 
persons whose lives are hourly in j y, if we can believe state- 
ments coming to us from officials and other gentlemen who ought 
to know the facts. If we acquiesce in the suggestion which hi 
been made by the gentleman from Illinois, it means that no bill 
will be which will mitigate the danger now threatening 
the employees of the Public Printing Office every minute of their 
lives 


Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Nosuch billis before the House. 
Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir; there is a bill before the House 


which proposes—— 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. A job. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The gentleman may ¢all.it a “job” if he 
pleases; but no man will say that Iam a party toajob. I say 
there is a bill before this House which oa to purchase a 
site for the erection of a new printing office, and the only ques- 
tion which should address itself to the discretion and judgment of 
this House is whether the measure is necessary; whether the lives 
of the employees of the Government are in danger; whether we 
to-day as Representatives, having at heart the interests of this 
Government and the lives of these people, should act ptly, 
or whether we should in a cowardly manner refuse to do what is 
manifestly our duty. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. May I ask the gentleman how 
he proposes to save the lives of these people by an appropriation 
for a building which it will take years to erect? 

Mr. MEREDITH. By putting up the building as speedily as 


possible. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. It will take four years at least. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection having been made by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MerepiTH] to the request of 
the tleman from Illinois for unanimous consent, the count by 
tellers will be continued on the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 
The negative vote is being taken. No debate is in order except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr.SWANSON. Irisetoaparliamentary inquiry. Under the 

ial order adopted yesterday can we not take up conference re- 
ports? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not pending a division. While 
the tellers are taking the vote no other question can be entertained. 
Those who have not voted will please pass between the tellers. 

Mr. HICKS. I rise toa question of privilege. A charge has 
been made on the fioor of this House within the last ten minutes 
that there is a ‘“‘job” in the bill now pending before the House. 
The House owes it to itself and to its dignity to demand of the 
gentleman who has declared that there is a ‘‘ job” in the proposi- 
tion supported by certain members here in favor of the Mahone 
site for the Printing Office that he should let us know who is in 
that ‘‘job.” The gentleman owes it to himself and to the dignity 
of this House to tell all he knows, or retract his statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now dividing, and 
no debate is in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
now in order to submit a conference report? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It is not except by unanimous 
consent, as the House is engaged in taking a division. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that I may 
be permitted to submit a conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. I object. 

The tellers reported—ayes 27, noes 54. 

Mr. HUDSON. No quorum. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. BANKHEAD] demands the yeas and nays on his motion that 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
further consideration of the pending bill. 

The and nays were ordered, 47 members voting in favor 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Before the roll call is entered upon, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to 
withdraw it, as no decision has been made upon it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What would be the parliamentary status 
if I should withdraw it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may renew it at 
~ time up to half past 5 o’clock to-day. 

r. KHEAD. I want to avoid the consumption of time 
which would be involved in a call of the House. ize the 
of saving time at this stage of the session. e want 

to get out of this snarl in some way. And I want the gentleman 
from Texas {Mr. CULBERSON] or the gentleman from North Caro- 


Is it 


lina [Mr. Henprrson] or the gentleman from somewhere else to 
go on with a conference report or some other report which means 
business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I withdraw it. 

A Memser. Is that done by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require nnanimous 
consent, 

COURTS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


_Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up at this 
time a conference report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Clerk will 
report the title of the biil to which the conference relates. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (8.2173) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved 
1, 1889, and an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide a temporary govern- 
ment forthe Territory of Oxlahoma, toenlarge the jurisdiction of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 
2, 1890; to ide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for judicial 
or an additional judge and more United States commissioners, and 
to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges and com- 
missioners, and for other purposes. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk, 
instead of reading the report, to read_the statement furnished by 
the House conferees, which covers the action of the conference 
conunittee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. CuLsmrson, on the part of the House conferees on the conference 
u the ogee Tore of the Senate and House upon the amendments of 
the House to te bill No. 2173, submits the following statement of the effect 


of the conference —— 
the Indian Territory will be divided into three 


rt: 

If this report is adopted 

judicial districts, and courts will be held at eleven places in the Territery. 

o additional {page:. with a term of four years and a salary at $5,000 per 
annum each, will be appointed by the President with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. Two additional district attorneys and two additional clerks 
will be provided for. The district attorneys will receivea salary of $4,000 per 
annum and the clerks will receive $3,000 each. 

Commissioners, not to exceed six for each district, will be appointed by the 
judges. They are vested with exclusive iurisdiction in civil cases where the 
amount involved does not exceed $100, and in criminal cases they are yested 
with jurisdiction of offenses not amounting to feionies, subject to appeal to 
the United States court in the Territory. ey will receivea salary of $1,500 

annum. All the feesearned by district attorneys, marshals, and clerks 
in excess of their salaries will be paid intothe Treasury of the United States. 

After the lst day of September, 1896, except as to cases then pending in 
the courts of the United States at Fort Smith, Ark., Fort Scott, Kans., and 
Paris, Tex., arising out of violations of the criminal laws of the United States 
committed in the Indian Territory, the United States court in the Indian 
Territory will have full and complete jurisdiction of all offenses committed 
in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
will in a word explain what this conference report does in the 
way of legisiation. a 

The SPEAKER protempore. Under the rule fifteen minutes’ 
debate will be allowed for and against the report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, the statement which has just 
been read at the desk contains substantially all the bill will accom- 
plish if this report is adopted. : 

It will be remembered that the Senate passed a bill to amend 
the law establishing a United States court in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. That bill came over to the House and 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. The Judiciary 
Committee considered the bill carefully and reported it back to 
the House with numerous amendments. These amendments were 
considered and adopted by the House, and as amended the bill 
went back to the Senate. The Senate nonconcurred in all of the 
amendments of the House, and the report which is now.submitted 
is the result of a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill. 

In _ brief, the Senate bill provided that the Indian Territory 
should be divided into two judicial districts, and required the 
courts to be held at two places in one district and at one place in 
the other district. Inthat particular the House amended the bill 
so as provide that there should be three judicial districts, and that 
the courts should be held at four places in each district, or in each 
of two of the districts, and I believe there is one district in which 
the court is required to be held at five different places. The Sen- 
ate bill provided for the appointment of three assistant district 
attorneys and three assistant United Statesmarshals. The House 
did not concur in that provision of the Senate bill, and amended 
it by requiring two district attorneys to be appointed, allowing 
the provision as to marshals to remain as in the Senate bill. Tho 
original Senate bill also provided that there should be commission- 
ers appointed, not exceeding six in number, for each of the judicial 
districts. The House amended that provision by requiring or 
providing that each judge in the Indian nation might appoint not 
to exceed six commissioners in each district. - 
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The Senate bill did not give the commissioners any final juris- 
diction, but if this report is adopted the provision will be that 
they shall have exclusive jurisdiction of all sums under $100 in 
value, and shall have jurisdiction of all criminal cases less than 
felonies, with an appeal to the United States court in the Territory. 
Whereas the commissioners now make from five to ten thousand 
dollars annually, this report requires that they shall receive a sal- 
ary not to exceed $1,500 annually, and the excess of the fees over 
their salaries, when collected, shall be turned into the Treasury 
of the United States. The salary provided for each district attor- 
ney is $4,000, but they now make fees to the full amount of $6,000, 
and this proposition requires that all fees in excess of the salary 
fixed by the bill and in excess of the fees allowed the commis- 
sioners under the law, as well as all feesof clerks in excess of their 
salaries, shall be turned into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That refers to the officials named in 
connection with these courts. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is all, the object being to give the 
courts full judicial powers to take charge of these matters and to 
abolish or abandon this abominable fee system, which experience 
has shown ought to be changed in the interest of a proper adminis- 
tration of justice through our courts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speakev, there is a question or two in 
connection with the adoption of this report — which the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas has not made what I regard as 
an entirely satisfactory explanation. The age of this bill will 
create two judgeships, I believe, two marshals, two clerks, and, I 
suppose, two district attorneys, as well as these six commissioners. 

r. CULBERSON. The number is stated in the report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I think it would be very important at 
this time, just at this particular juncture, to know whether this is 
the-whole of the scheme, or only a part of acomprehensive scheme. 
To goa little more in detail, I would like to know whether the 
passage of this bill will cure all present ills by providing holes 
enough for the number of pets who are waiting around, watchful 
and expectant, and possibly deserving, to occupy them. Because 
if we can compromise the matter, and get out of that difficulty, 
and make everybody happy by the passage of this bill, we ought 
to be all in favor of it. Butif this is only the introduction of a 
grand and comprehensive scheme, and if all the dead and wounded 
of the great battle of last fall are to be gathered up and interred 
in this as a sort of systematic cemetery, we should understand it 
now. [Laughter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. This is all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I am in favor of this measure. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I call up the conference 
report on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] calls up the conference report on the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill. The Clerk will read the pending proposition. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
Amend on page 4, line 20, after the word ‘“ Postmaster-General,”’ by insert- 


“ Provided, That all clerks hereafter appointed to the Railway Mail Service, 
and to perform duty in railway post-offices, shall reside at some point along 
the route to which they are easiqned; but railway clerks heretofore a 
peeens now performing such duty, shall not be required to change the 

ence.’ 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move the previous 
question on that a. 

Mr.LOUD. I hope the gentleman will not be as discourteous 
as that. 

a DERSON of North Carolina. Ionly want half an hour 
of debate. 

Mr.DINGLEY. There has been debate already, and therefore 
the thirty-minute rule does not apply. 

Mr. DERSON of North lina. I will withdraw that, 
then, and ask the gentleman to agree that we shall have thirty 
minutes’ debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
there be thirty minutes’ debate. 

a. LOUD. I think I shall have to ask for thirty minutes on 
a side. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will agree to that. 

Mr. BYNUM. I shall not object to that, Mr. Speaker, if I can 
have three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] asks unanimous consent that the previous question 
be ordered after one hour of debate, thirty minutes on a side. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Of course I need not 
use all my time unless I wish to. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; the gentleman can control his own 
time. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. SOMERS. I object. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman can give notice that he will 
call the previous question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I give notice that after 
thirty minutes’ debate on a side I will call the previous question. 
I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] thirty min- 


utes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, this matter grows 
out of an order of the Post-Office Department, on the 2d day of 
last June, directing that all postal clerks shall, after the 1st da 
of May, 1895, reside on the routes on which they are employ 
There are about 6,298 postal clerks in the service of the Gover 
ment. About 500 of these men have lived off the line of the routes 
on which they run. They own little properties which they have 
purchased and partially paid for. Many of them are so situated 
that it would be a great dship as well as a great sacrifice finan- 
cially to them to comply with this order. There is really no good 
and substantial reason why they should comply with this order. 

Take, for instance, the route between New York City and Buf- 
falo. I have in mind a postal clerk who runs on that line. His 
wife is an invalid, and has been for the last twenty years. Sheis 
helpless. Her limbs and body are paralyzed. She is obliged to 
live with her mother, who resides in the city of Washington. 
The mother could not move to New York; she has other children 
and other cares that keep her here. She has been the constant at- 
tendant and faithful nurse of this invalid daughter during all 
these years. 

It would be an absolute impossibility for this man to comply 
with this order without leaving his wife in Washington. He 
would have to retire from the service, because his wife could not 
take up her residence on the line of his route; and this order, if 
enforced, in this case would either compel him to leave a helpless 
wife or force out of the service an excellent man whose record is 
good. At the same time he can be reached by telegram by the 
officer in charge of the men on that line quicker than he could be 
at many points between the two terminals of his route. Five 
hours would take him from the city of Washington to the city of 
New York, and but a little more time would be required to reach 
the city of Buffalo. There are only about 500 of these men whom 
this order affects at all. They are men who have been in the 
service for many years, who have excellent records, who are ex- 
cellent officials. hey are all so situated that it would be almost 
impossible for them to comply with this order without great sac- 
rifice to their families or to their property. 

Now, in the Senate an amendment was put on this bill permit- 
ting these postal clerks who are now in the service of the Govern- 
ment to remain where they had remained, without complying with 
this order, but compelling all those who are hereafter appointed 
to comply withthe order. Itonly reaches about 500men. Weare 
anxious to retain this amendment of the Senate in this bill. The 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads re- 
ports a disagreement and moves to insist on the disagreement and 
ask for a further conference. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] on that committee, 
asks that the amendment of the Senate be concurred in; and it is 
upon that amendment that I desire the attention of the House, 
and also desire the support of the House to sustain that amendment. 
For many, many years these officials have lived off their routes 
without objection on the part of the Government, and it remains 
for this Postmaster-General to discover that he must separate 
families and sacrifice property in order to perform the duties of 
the postal service. . 

e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOUD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. HuNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this matter, 
so far as I am concerned, I do not desire to urge upon the consid- 
eration of this House a measure that would impair in the least 
the efficiency of the Railway Mail Service. But it seems to me 
that this order that has been issued by the Department works a 
hardship upon a large class of employees of the Government—I 
think about 500 of them—that is certainly inconsistent witix the 
relations which should obtain between employers and the em- 
ployed. If the service is properly rendered by the railway mail 
clerks, that is all that the Department should require of them. 

The question of domicile or of residence should be a private 
matter, and ought not to be disturbed either by order of the De- 
partment or by legislative enactment. I believe in the right of 
the individual to live at any point or place where he may desire, 
so that his location to the place where he is employed is not such 
as to impair any work in which he may be engaged; and an at- 
tempt to regulate the relations of the clerks to their service by an 
order of this kind seems to be inconsistent with the rights that 
should obtain. I hold that we should stand by the amendment 


1895. 
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ut upon this bill by the Senate and agree to it. Of course the 
partment has in view the best interests of the service; but 
when it runs out and tries to control the location of the clerks in 
order to better the service, it seems to me it is going too far; and 
an attempt is made, as it were, to establish a rule that would not 
be established in any other class of business. 

Mr. LOUD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana oa Bynum]. 3 

Mr. BYNUM. r. § er, as the gentleman from I[linois 
[Mr. HunTER] has said, I do no not wish to cast any vote or pass 
any amendment that will interfere with the efficiency of the Railway 
Mail Service, because there is no more important service of the 
Government; but I am unable to see where this rule of the Rail- 
way Mail Service and the Postmaster-General renders the service 
any more efficient. 

know of a number of cases where it works hardship. Take, 
for instance, my own city, where we have 17 lines of railroads. 
There are quite a number of clerks who live out from 15 to 20 to 
30 miles on the different roads, and they do so because they get 
cheaper living. They own the property there. If this order be 
enforced they would be — to sacrifice their property and 
to move into Indianapolis. ey can come in in ample time to 
take their runs. It will take them probably no more than thirty 
to forty minutes to comeinto the city. Now, if this rule required 
that they should live at the end of the line, so as to be right there 
when their runs are to be taken out, I could see probably where 
they might in some cases be on hand when otherwise they might 
miss a run; but under the rule they 7 have to live on the line 
of the road, and I can not see why that should be required. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not living 10, 15, or 20 miles out a sub- 
stantial compliance with this order? 

Mr. BYNUM. No. 

Mr. CHICKERING. The Department will not allow the clerks 
to live any distance from the line. I know that from my own 
personal knowledge, because I asked the Department to permit 
that, and they would not do so. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have one constituent who, if this order should 
be enforced, would be obliged to sacrifice his property. He lives 
on another line of road, and he is just as handy as if he lived on 
this road, but he will lose his position unless he moves onto this 
road. I can not see any force in this proposition unless they 
should require them to live at the end of the road. 

Mr. LOUD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I think that the Senate amendment 
ought to be a to. Not todo sowill work great hardship with 
a class of officials in this country who are not as well paid as others 
and result in no practical good so far as the Government is con- 
cerned. What is the proposition? Itis this: The Post-Office De- 

ent sometime ago issued an order requiring the railway postal 
clerks to live along the lines of the roads on which they are em- 
loyed. This is an innovation upon the system as it has hereto- 
ore existed in this country since the establishment of the Post- 
Office De ent. This amendment provides that all persons 
who shall be hereafter appointed to the service shall be required 
to live along the line upon which their duties are performed, but 
makes an exception as to those already in the service. 

These men who are already in the service, who entered it under 
different conditions, who have purchased homes and fixed their 
residences, now under this rule, if it is enforced, are required to 
break up and establish themselves anew upon the lines of road 
on which their work is to be done. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If my colleague will permit me, I will say 
that I understand there were some 1,300 of these people at the be- 

inning, and that 1,000 of them have already made the change, 
Gavia only 800 remaining. 

Mr. KYLE. Thatis true. My honorable colleague is correct. 
No doubt they thought it better to ay than to antagonize the 
Department. They have undoubtedly endeavored to comply with 
the order. Many of them, I —— could not do so without 
sacrificing what they regarded as their all—their homes. Now, 
this Government ought to deal justly with these officials. They 
encounter more dangers, probably, than any other persons in the 
service of the Government. In the report of the Superintendent 
of the Railway Mail Service, which I hold in my hand, there are 
eight or ten pages filled with accounts of casualties that have hap- 
pened to men engaged in the line of duty as postal clerks. They 
receive from $600 to $1,100 a year, the maximum not being over 
$1,400, and now it is proposed to say to them, ‘‘ You must get rid 
of the homes which you have procured by encountering dangers 
and by your saving and your economy during past years and seek 
others somewhere else.” I submit that that would be a great 
hardship, such as I do not think ought to prevail in this case or 
any other, unlessit is shown that the public service will be greatly 
promoted peer. 
tani MALLORY. Is that the rule enforced now without any 

Ww 


Mr. KYLE. Itis enforced now as aregulation of the Post-Office 
Department, but the purpose of this provision is to enforce it by 
law from this time on as to men who in the future may enter this 
service, so that men who accept positions in this branch of the 
public service will be advised in advance of what is required of 
them. However it may be as to those who come in after the rule 
is established, we ought to see to it that injustice is not done to 
those who have gone into that service under different conditions, 
who established their homes, which they can not change now ex- 
cept at great expense and inconvenience. Furthermore, Mr. 
Speaker, what good is to be derived from this rule? What show- 
ing has been made that the service is inefficient? [ submit in all 
candor that before you impose this burden upon these people you 
ought to be satisfied beyond a doubt that you are right and that 
it will result in some good to the Government. 

And, Mr. Speaker, it is not shown that this change will advance 
the interest of the mail service. There is no proof of it. On the 
contrary, for all these years in the past there has been no com- 

laint about the character of this service. No rule of this kind 

as ever heretofore been enforced, and why is it brought in now? 
Besides, as my honorable friend from Pennsylvania {| Mr. Remy} 
suggests, there is no certainty about the tenure of these men or 
about the places where they are to work. They may be changed 
from one route to ancther. They may be here to-day and yonder 
to-morrow. Are you going to demand of them that they shall 
put their homes upon wheels and try to follow wherever the Super- 
intendent of the Railway Mail Service may demand? [Laughter 
and a } 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the only purpose of this removal 
order, as stated by Superintendent White, is to provide for emer- 
gency service. In the case of washouts or blockades or strikes 
it sometimes becomes necessary to make up @ mail crew to go 
from the point of the obstruction to the terminal of the route. I 
have here a letter written by one of the railway mail clerks, in 
which he answers the argument of the Superintendent of the Rail- 
way Mail Service in favor of this order. This letter was pub- 
lished in the Railway Mail Service Bugle, and I desire to read one 
or two paragraphs from it: 

To those unacquainted with the workings of the service there may seem to 
besome force in the Superintendent’s argument, but when it is understood 
that a man can not leave his line till his relief is actually at hand, and fur- 
ther, that the clerk’s knowledge of the service is not limited to his own 
line and its immediate connections, but embraces the railway systems of 
a large group of States and many thousands of post-offices, it is readily seen 


they are qualified to take hold of emergency work anywhere, and this is what 
is required of them. 
A CHANGE WILL COMPLICATE MATTERS. 
If this order is enforced the clerks affected—about 1,700 in number—will 
paw take up their residence ata terminus of their lines. The result will 
an excess of them at the great railroad centers and a scarcity at other 
points where they are justas much needed. Wrecks, washouts, sickness, etc., 
may occur at any point on the line, and every experienced clerk knows that 
a man ahead of him, though he be off the line, is often more available for 
emergency help than one at a terminus behind him. In the smaller cities or 
country towns a man can always be reached by wire in a few minutes; ina 
t city it may take hours to find him. The great strike of last summer 
urnished many incidents to prove the unwisdom of Captain White's order, 
but which can not be noted here. Postmasters at railroad junctions and the 
larger towns in the interior can supply valuable testimony as to the impor- 
tance of having the men distributed throughout the country rather than 
concentrated at a few sone, 

Many of the clerks affected by this order are among the oldest in the serv- 
ice, veterans of the war of the rebellion, who certainly deserve better treat- 
ment at the hands of the Government they fought tosave. Very soon they 
will begin to drop out rapidly; through its own rules the Department can ac- 
complish its purpose in a few years, and without breaking faith with its 
faithful employees. This order to make these men abandon the homes they 
have been years in building from their small savings is unjust, apparently 
unnecessary, and ought to be revoked. If it is not done Congress ought to 
take the matter in hand and overrule the action of the General Superintend- 
ent. 

One of the arguments used against this amendment is that all 
railway-mail clerks affected by the removal order have complied, 
except about 500. If that is so, then the argument of the gentle- 
man affords 500 reasons why the amendment should be retained 
in the bill and the order as to these men revoked. They have not 
complied for the reason that they could not do so without sacri- 
ficing their homes, and destroying the associations of a lifetime. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, this order compels men to renounce their 
citizenship in States where they have resided for twenty-five 
years, and take up their residence in a new State. I hope the 
motion of the gentleman from California will prevail. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins}. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say 
a few words in addition to what has been so well said by gentle- 
men who have preceded me. Prior to the order that was made 
by the Post-Office Department on this subject clerks were per- 
mitted to select their own homes, and up to the time of this order 
I have never known, in the service that I have had upon the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, that there has been any 
lack of efficiency in the Railway Mail Service by reason of the 
residence of the clerks in other places than on the lines of road 
on which their duties were performed. ; 
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L admit, Mr. Speaker, I 
hold these clerks up toa high degree of efficiency. The Post- 
master-General has that right in the interest of the service. But 
I maintain that he has no more right to say that these clerks 
shall live along the line of the road than to say that they shall be 
married, or that they shall be of a certain weight ora certain 


that it is proper for the Department to 


height. All that the Postmaster-General ought to require is effi- 
ciency of service; and if he is getting that his command over these 
men should cease. 

a HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman think that 

an Re eee enn Cen eee 
men to live where they could be readily secured, instead 
pelling the Government to secure transportation for them and 
pass them from one distant point to another? It seems to me 
there is no more injustice in that than in my requiring my em- 
ployees to live at some point convenient to their work. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to say to the gentleman that 
one he puts to Semone ates eas eee pase 
supported by the experience great Department 
Government. The service has not been inconvenienced 


by reason 
of the residence of the clerks. As has been stated by the | the 


tlemam from Pennsylvania, there are more than 6,000 ks 
im this service, and only about 500 of these men are affected 
by this order. If we adopt the Senate amendment, any person 
who may enter the service hereafter will be required live 
along the line of the road upon which he operates. When a man 
is obliged to conform himself to an order exi 
enters the service, no injustice is done. But the injustice in 
this case falls upon a ge class of men who already have their 
homes at points not along the in of the road where thei service 


is is a matter which these men should be left to deter- 
mine for themselves. They are a class of intelligent men; and if 
their ne ae in the least their residence at 
other places upon the lines of the ee Sa 
employed they would be the first to discover it. a 
who husband their physical forces for the service, they are 
better capable of judging of the demands upon them in this re- 

Ne OE EA ee Oa Ae Sees Cee in 


Se They are men who from to day are 

in competition with the men livi the line of their 

mar and this has never been by reason of resi- 

dence. I trust that amendment proposed by the Senate will 
be adopted by this House. 
ait the hammer fell. + 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes to 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dunrny]. 

Mr. DUNPHY. eee eke Scenes Snmenanee So Se 
tleman from North Carolina, the chairman of 
Series ae te Mase. anor Gate of Hebaaasy 20, 1895, the 
Postmasver-General used these words: 

During ie Bape yore Shak 5 went ethos feet et the effectiveness 
the Railway Mail 6 Service was impaired by the fact that these clerks lived at 
a distan railroads upon which they performed their service. 

There, Mr. Speaker, is a tact found by the Postmaster-General 
after one aoe diligent and careful attention to the business of 

t. See fact, he did what every 
pa a eeanee nana 


allo 

on should take up their residence.on the roads where they per- 

formed their service. Up to to-day more than 1,000 of these 1,300 

clerks, See ene eee the rule, have changed their 

residences; only about 260 have thus far neglected to do so. 
Let me state some of the reasons which have moved the Post- 

master-General to adopt this order. In the first place, he thought 

i deal eecmemantieniaen. 

emergency business ever an emergency arises 
such as a washout or a blockade, or anything of that «xind, — 


of | ment. These two 


the obligation rests upon the Department (or the Postmasters-Gen- 
eral have all so considered) to procure passes for these clerks 
over the railroads to convey them free from their homes to the 
where their work Codey aoe 
Mr. TAWNEY. not cost the Government anything. 
Mr. DUNPHY. The Postmaster-General has informed me 
that this has been a source of annoyance to the Department: that 
there has been some difficulty with the railroads with which the 
Gegant does no business in procuring these passes for postal 
Mr. TAWNEY. I would like the gentleman to say which he 
regards as the worst, procuring passes for these employees, which 
— _ Government nothing, or confiscating the property of the 
c 
Mr. DUNPHY. Ido not admit that there is any confiscation. 
The question is one between the convenience of 260 clerks and the 
general efficiency of the whole railway mail system. We ought 
not to be moved, Mr. Speaker, in our legislative duties by a desire 
anor toa a clerks. ae should do — we oe 
right, what we regard as proper for ee 
entire service. That E our duty pred 
Mr. MEREDITH. If the gentleman will eae me, I want to 
Suen ae oes a oiock intott dee ny 
m went there into it 0 yy: 
I have in my mind now a clerk who is‘living on the main line of 
what is known as the Southern Railroad, over which some eight 
or ten trains daily come into the cit of W on. His duties 
take him on what is known as the Manassas road, from Manassas 
to Str . He has to come to this city to begin his duties. 
Situated as he is now and living where he does he can come here 
readily from eight to ten times a day, if he is allowed to live 
where he has bought and owns a com ortable little home. But 
when you force him to go out on the line of the road where he is 
yed, he can not get here but once a day. 
ow,I claim it is not just. I claim that it is not right, wherea 
clerk renders efficient service, to te ches him to any such unnec- 
essary and arbitrary requirement. 
Mr.DUNPHY. Does the gentleman think that a single isolated 
Seisheatan,withasaloa! tho Tnpactunent tar tht management 
a or managemen 
of a great branch of the public service? 
Mr.MEREDITH. I do not think the rule of the Department is 
at all necessar 
Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the gentleman from New York know 
that there are always “‘ subs” here waiting and watching for a 
|inenet > of these men who may not be able to get 
Mr. DUNPHY. In addition, Mr. Speaker, to what I have said, 
it is certain that if we allow ourselves to be swayed by sentiment 
in this matter it will be a most disastrous blow to the 
discipline and efficiency of the Post-Office and every other 
hundred and sixty or seventy postal clerks will 
all be able to *‘laugh up their sleeves” at a thousand or more 
clerks who have iaeniie abana the order; and hereafter when- 
ever a Postmaster-General, or any officer in charge of one of the 
pereeens of the Government, adees to promote the efficiency 
of his Departament by the issuance of some order affecti oan 
rious employees, to which individual clerks or some of are 
ee Soe eee aan Sotho members on this floor 
pleading with them to have such order set aside. I can not 
conceive of a more mischievous action for the House to take; and 
whether my sympathies are with the clerks or not—and I regret 
ly that it was found necessary on the part of the Post- 
master to issue this order—notwithstanding that my sym- 
aw y be with some of those men, yet I feel that there is a 
which we must perform. 
. TAWNEY. Let me ask the o- tleman if there is not a 
precedent for the proposed action on the part of the House, when, 
on another occasion, a Postmaster-General made an order requir- 
the clerks to wear uniforms—— 
.D HY. What Postmaster-General? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Under the last Administration of Mr. Cleve- 


those clerks who live on the line of the road could be =alled on to land. 


aleeill distribute all the work amongst the postal 
railway clerks equally. Itremoves an injustice toa large majority 
of the clerks. ee een eee eee ene, Dane een 
the of the -General and its full operation, and 
ee ae come to Congress to Samet to set aside 
the regulation of the Post-Office Department by an amendment to 


a Post-Office tion 
In the next there is an abnse existing in the Post-Office 
to-day ee eee ee ee ae 
clerk lives off the his road and is obliged 
his residence to the point where his work begins, 


Mr. DUNPHY. Well, I am not talking now of wearing uni- 
forms, but I am talking of a rule which is for the best interest of 
this branch of the public service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And this order requiring the clerks to wear 
uniforms was set aside or revoked by order of 

Mr. DUNPHY. And in view, Mr. Speaker, of the importance 
of this matter I hope the House will insist on its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to reserve my time now and allow the gentleman from Cali- 
ae I have but a few minutes 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I aa with the 

i Mr. Dockery], that the discipline of 


tleman from 
postal service 
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should be preserved. No man would oe than I to pre- 
serve legiti discipline, provided it not go so far as to in- 
flict punishment, cruel and unnecessary, upon an — 
The adoption of the amendment, on the moticn I have to re- 
cede from the disagreement on the part of the House, takes away 
no prerogative that the Department possesses, deprives it of no 
power. It does not prevent the exercise of the most severe dis- 
cipline in the Railway Mail Service that the Department sees 
proper to enforce, in event of a failure on the part of an em- 
ployee or any of them to perform their duties,in accordance with 
the laws, rules, and regulations, by suspending, fining, or dis- 
missing such from the service. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this regulation is very far-reaching, proba- 
bly more far-reaching in its character than the most of the mem- 
bers of this House contemplate. I well know that it is aoekemir 
of the Railway Mail Service or those who control it to ually 
force the of this service to live under the shelterin; 
care of the post-offices in the larger cities, as it is now enfor 
in the city of Chicago. Thatis the policy of those managing the 
Railway Mail Service, to herd together like sheep, in a few places, 
in one building, the vast army of the Railway Nail Service em- 
ployees. This order will allow the Railway Mail Service em- 

yee to live anywhere on the line of the road on which he runs. 
will take as an illustration the line from San Francisco to Og- 
den, 900 miles. This order of the Department would allow an 
emrp!-ree to go into the wilds of Nevada, 800 miles from San 
Francisco, and live there, but it will not allow him to live 5 miles 
from the city of San Francisco, or 1 mile, if you please, from the 
city on the line of any other road. 

Now, the t reserving to itself the right to enforce the 
performance of legitimate duties upon these employees, I say it 
takes away from the Government none of its power to enforce dis- 
cipline. are some railway postal clerks who have married 
since they went into the service, who have gone out from cities 
10, 20, 30, or 40 miles, within an hour’s reach of the city, who 
have bought for themselves little farms and little homes, and who 
are rearing families up around them and endeavoring to save a 
little money, so that in years to come they need not be knocking 
at the doors of Congress for pensions to sustain them in their old 
age. Now, I believe this class of Government employees should 
be encouraged in this work. No injury can result from the 
adoption of this amendment. The discipline of the service can 
still be maintained as well as heretofore. 

I will yield the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Ido not know that I could do 
better in the few minutes that I shall a tohave read again 
the letter of the Postmaster-General, which I believe is in the 
RECORD already, and so I will not have it read again. 

That part of oe service in which the highest discipline is 
necessary is the railway postal service, and every effort of the De- 
partment has been strained to bring about the highest discipline 
and the most efficiency in that service. 

The Postmaster-General, for reasons stated in his letter printed 
in the Recorp, has deemed it in the interest of the service and in 
the interest of its efficiency to make this requirement, which has 
been conformed to already by a large majority, as I understand, 
of the postal clerks; in fact all, with the exception of two or three 
hundred. It seems to me that it would be a very dangerous prec- 
edent for Congress to interfere in a matter.of discipline in one of 
the Departments, and that is what Congress is now invoked to do. 

Mr. HONTER. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will allow me. Does he believe that either Congress or the 
head of the Post-Office Department should exercise the power to 

te the domicile or the home of anybody? 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. Ino not believe that either 
Congress or any Secretary has the right to regulate the domicile 
of anybody; but I do believe that the head of a Department has 
the right to require those who are in the service of that Depart- 
ment to regulate their domiciles so as to effectively perform that 
service. [Applause.] 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that I care to say anything more 
upon the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I now 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SP. - The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
that the House further disagree to this amendment, and the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] moves that the House recede 
from its disagreement and agree to the same. The question will 
first be taken on the motion of the gentleman from California 
Fe Loup] that the House recede from its disagreement to the 

ate amendment and agree to the same. 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 46. 

Mr. DUNPHY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Loupand Mr. DunPuy. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122, 
noes 57. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 25 members, not a sufficient 
number, voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKE he ayes have it, and the House recedes from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agrees to the 
same. |[Applause. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK, 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama.-. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Congress will participate in the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chatta- 
nooga Natio: Military Park on September 19 and 20 next, through the pre- 


siding officers of the oe Houses; the joint committee on park delice 
tion; such Senators and Representatives as served in the campaign for 
Cc ; Such as may be named by the presiding officers of the respec- 
tive Houses as representatives of other armies and the Navy, or as speakers 
te represent Congress at the dedicatory exercises. The Sergeunt-at-Arms 
of the Senate is hereby directed to make suitable arrangement for such par- 
ticipation, the e of the same not to exceed $5,000, to be equally divided 
and paid out of contingent fund of the respective Houses, and a report 
ot the dedicatory exercises shall be made to Congress by the joint commit- 
tee on park dedication. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,I should like to ask if that resolu- 
tion does not contain an appropriation? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It contains an appropriation, 
but I understand it comes out of an appropriation already made. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; I do notsounderstand. I reserve theright 
to object, and ask that the portion of the resolution relating to the 
appropriation be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The appropriation comes out of the contin- 
gent fund of the respective Houses. The Clerk will read that 
portion of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Arms of the Senate is hereby directed to make suitable 
arrangement for such participation, the expense of the same not to exceed 
$5,000, to be equally divided and 
spective Houses. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, we have already appropriated 
$20,000 for this purpose, and if the gentleman will agree to strike 
out the latter clause, making the appropriation, or rather paying 
the $5,000 out of the contingent fund, I will agree not to object. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will agree to that, in that way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will that provide money enough, then, tocarry 
it on? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We will do the best we can. 

Mr. PICKLER. Wecan not agree to that amendment, striking 
out that provision. : 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object to the consideration of the reso- 
lution. 


paid out of the contingent fund of the re- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin; 


A bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R.2066) for the relief of Charles A. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R.3150) for the relief of Thomas B. Reed; 


A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow of David 
Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (5. BR. 4935) ting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell; 

A bill (H. B. 6870) for the relief of James Phelan, internal-reve 
nue collector at Detroit, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, crippled son 
of a soldier of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of certain settlers who have 
entered lands under the timber and stone act, etc.; 
A bill (EL RB. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of 
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land in section 36, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Bernar- 
dino meridian), in the State of California; 
A bill (H. R. 8092) — appropriations for the payment of 
0 


invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R.8189) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala.; 

A bill (H.R.8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of 
Monnd City, TL; 

A bill (Hf. R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, in the 
State of Mississippi, known as Back Bay;” 

A bill (H. R.8572) for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Com- 


pany; 

A bill (H. R. 8638) to amend an act entitled ““An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” approved 
August 1, 1892, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Alabama for public uses; 

_A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laugh- 


n; 
A bill (H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Com- 


ny; 
PA bill (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An act 
to authorize the Kansas City, Se and Gulf Railroad Com- 

ny to construct and operate arailroad, telegraph, and telephone 
ine through the-Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, 
brevet brigadier-general of volunteers; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. My, in reference to the free zone 
along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United 
States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 


had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the follow- | 


ing titles: 
On February 25, 1895: 
An act (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government 


of the Navy; and 

An act . R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River in the county of Dakota, in the State of 
Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, in the county of Wood- 
bury, in the State of Iowa. 

On February 26, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 4952) toamend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 


‘of the United States; 


An act (H.R. 4693) for the promotion of anatomical science, 
=— to prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Colum- 

ia; 

An act (H.R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Yellowstone River in the county of Dawson, State of 
Montana; 

An act (H. R.3476) to previde for the examination and classi- 
— of certain mineral lands in the States of ‘Montana and 

0; 

Ac act (H. R.5711) to authorize the adoption of children in the 
District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 209) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa.; to the William H. Tarbee 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of McGrawville, N. Y.; to 
the Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Free- 
land, Pa.; and to the R. Carpenter Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Chelsea, Mich.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 227) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home at Roseburg, 
Oreg., certain cannon, etc. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
The following reports of committees were handed in at the 


Clerk's desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 
MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina reported back favorabl 
the bill (H. R. 8521) to extend the uses of the mail service; whic 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

FORT HAYS RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, rted 
back in lieu of House bill 8942 the'bill (H. R. 8957, identical with 
§. 2799) granting Fort Hays Reservation to the State of Kansas for 
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educational purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 

ing report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY UPON PUBLIC LANDS FOR RESERVOIR AND CANAL 
PURPOSES. 


Mr. CAMINETTI, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported back favorably the bill H. R.8958 as a substitute for the 
bill (H. R. 8567) to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, granting 
the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and canal pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE, 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1778) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce;” which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


SANITARY AND QUARANTINE REGULATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8749) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to make and enforce 
sanitary and quarantine regulations for and in said District; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8631) extending provisions of an act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 1890, to 


.the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Cavalry Vol- 


unteers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ALABAMA STATE NORMAL COLLEGE. 

Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8925) to grant a township of 
land to-the State of Alabama for the use of the Alabama State 
Normal College; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—BELKNAP VS. RICHARDSON, OF MICHIGAN, 


Mr. LOCKWOOD submitted the report of the Committee on 
Elections in the contested-election case of Belknap vs. Richardson, 
of Michigan; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
bills which were reported from the Committee of the Whole at 
_ Friday evening session with the previous question or- 

ered. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the 
bills which were reported favorably at the last Friday evening 
session on which the previous question was ordered. It is in 
order to proceed to consider them now. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


As to the following Senate bills reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with amendments, the amendments were severally 
agreed to; the bills as amended were ordered to a third reading, 
and were accordingly read the third time, and ig psy 

A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull; 

A bill (S. 328) to pension Martha Custis Carter, widow of the late 
Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter (title amended) ; 

A bill (S. 2032) granting a pension to Ida C. Martin; 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax; 


and 

A bill i 2351) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones. 

The bill (S. 1232) for the relief of Maria C. Kargé, reported with- 
out amendment, was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARIAN G. GURNEY. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to Marian G. Gurney, 
with an amendment. 

The bill and amendment were read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I move to substitute 
for the bill just read the bill S. 2539, which is on the Speaker’s 
table, and is identical in terms with the bill just read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that can be done. The 

tleman asks unanimous consent to substitute for this billa 
te bill which is identical in terms with this. 





1895. 





Mr. STALLINGS. Does it carry the same appropriation? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands it is identical. The 
Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Senate bill was reported. ; 

The SPEAKER. That is identical with the House bill. With- 
out objection it will be substituted, and ordered to be read a third 
time. 

There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to be read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and sed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the House bill H. R. 5560 
will lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


As to the following House bills, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with amendments, the amendments were severally 
agreed to, the bills, as amended, were ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H, R. 5877) for the relief of Michael Gaul; 

A bill (H. R. 8690) for the relief of Carrie H. Greene (title 
amended) ; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Mark- 


A bill (H. R. 8888) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 


and 

A bill (H.R. 5301) granting a pension to D. H. Sexton. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendments, were ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John R. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pennsylvania in the war of the rebellion; and 

A bill (H. R. 8177) to correct the military record of Asa Hall. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection a motion to reconsider the 
votes by which the several bills have been passed will be consid- 
ered as laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER KAHUOLUL 


Mr. ENGLISH of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of this bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8771) to provide an American register for the steamer Kahului. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Rariiee is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Kahului, purchased and 
owned by Charles Nelson, a citizen of the United States. and repaired in the 
United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessel, steam boilers, steam pipes, and 
their appurtenances, and cause to be granted the usual certificate issued to 
steam vessels of the merchant marine, without reference to the fact that 
said steam boilers, steam ree. and appurtenances were not constructed pur- 
suant to the laws of the United States, and were not constructed of iron 
stamped pursuant tosaid laws; and the tests in the inspection of said boilers, 
steam pipesand appurtenances shall bethe same in all respects as to strength 
and safety asare required in an inspection of boilers constructed in the United 


States for marine purposes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report read, 
subject to objection. Ae , 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. FrrHran) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R.8771) granting an American register to the foreign steamer 
Kahului, owned by Capt. Charles Nelson, of San Francisco, Cal., report favor- 
=, on the bill and find the facts as follows: 

at the British-built steamer Sirius, of 850 tons net, launched at Hull, Eng- 
land, in 1865, was for several years employed in miscellaneous frei ae oe 
the Pacific coast; that while on a voyage from Central America to n- 
cisco some three years ago she was injured in a storm, breaking hershaft and 
losing her propeller, obliging her owner to pay heavy salvage for her rescue. 
Arriving at San Francisco,she was examined by Lloyd's surveyor and pro- 
nounced unseaworthy. Pendingapplication for erican renry her owner 
placed her under the Hawaiian flag under the name of Kahului. 


Ths original purchase price of the vessel was ---.......--.-..-----.- $13, 500. 00 
Cost < repairs as shown by vouchers filed with Treasury Depart- con a 
SN nichiiin ideal Rap cdneaie savin nbseiiiandeietadeesinecadhcess , 258. 


Total cost of vessel when repaired.-.....................---.---- 29, 758. 07 


The present appraised value of the vessel as made through Lloyd’s sur 
view and the Bureau Veritas, at San Francisco, is 000. 

t appears that the cost of the repairs is near] 
her present value, which brings the case within 
and warran e relief soug 

d ts the relief ht. 

The committee finds that this vessel was practically wrecked at the time 
she entered the port of San Francisco, and was pronounced unseaworthy by 
“—* surveyor. 

e present owner bases his application to place his vessel under the flag 
of the United States upon his citizenship, the justifiable circumstances of the 
purehase and repair of the vessel in an American shipyard, and the unim- 
peachable proof of his expenditures in making this vessel substantially an 
American one. 

The committee therefore recommends the passage of the bill. 


_ Mr. PAYNE. There has been so much confusion, Mr. Speaker, 
that I have been unable to hear the report, and I should like to 


equal to three-fourths of 
he spirit of existing law, 
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have some explanation of the bill and why this legislation is neces- 
= in order to allow her a register. 

r. ENGLISH of California. Mr. Speaker, this vessel came 
into San Franciscoabout three years ago, having lost her propeller 
and with her shaft broken. She was laid up for about two years 
in Oakland Harbor. Finally she was sold to Captain Nelson, who 
spent nearly three-fourths of her present value in repairing the 
vessel. The present value has been placed upon her by Lioyd’s 
surveyor, the leading authority on matters of that kind in this 
=. 
oom AYNE. Then the only wreckage was the breaking of her 
shaft. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, she was a wreck. She was wrecked outside 
of American waters technically, but she was about as much a 
wreck as she possibly could be, and was almost eaten up by sal- 


vage. 
“The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. ENGLISH of California, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FORFEITED RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House bill No. 8097, which has 
already been before the House and has been explained. 

The bill (H. R. 8097) toamend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof,” was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That ‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and 
the several acts amendatory thereof,” approved December 12, 1893, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ That section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amenda- 
tory thereof, be, and the same is, amended so as to extend the time within 
which eo entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said act shall be per- 
mitted to purchase the same, in the quantities and upon the terms provided 
in said section, at any time prior to January 1, 1897: Provided, That actual res 
idence upon the lands by persons claiming the right to purchase the same 
shall not be required where such lands have been fenced, cultivated, or other- 
wise improved by such claimants, and such personsshall be permitted to pur- 
chase two or more tracts of such lands by legal subdivisions, whether contig- 
uous or not, but exceeding 320 acres in the aggregate: And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to interfere with any 
adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part thereof.” 


The Committee on the Public Lands recommended an amend- 
ment, in line 25 of the bill, striking out the word “ exceeding” and 
substituting the words ‘‘not to exceed;” so as to make the clause 
read: ‘‘ Not to exceed 320 acres in the aggregate.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 
eam SIMPSON, I should like to hear some explanation of that 

ill. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been fully ex- 
— heretofore and the report upon it has been printed in the 

ECORD. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stone] interposed 
an objection at first, but withdrew it after hearing the objects of 
the bill explained. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, it will not take long to explain the bill 
again. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. This bill relates to lands which were a 
part of railroad land grants, and which reverted to the Govern- 
ment. Certain persons settled on these lands with a license from 
the railroad company and with the right to buy not to exceed 320 
acres; but it was not required that the whole of the land bought 
by any settler should be in one tract. Under a ruling of the De- 
partment holding that the settlers were not required to live upon 
each tract, they went on improving their lands, feeling that they 
were entitled to take the maximum amount, whether contiguous 
or not. In many instances, for the sake of getting water, men 
would take — 40 acres down in a canyon, while the re- 
mainder of their lands would be up on the plateau, where they 
could get no water. 

By a recent ruling the Department has held that the settler must 
actually reside on a tract in order to get title, and the result of 
that ruling is to leave some of these people with about 40 acres 
of land and a water privilege, the other tracts which they have 
been farming on the plateaus and which they were entitled to buy 
under the original law and under former rulings of the Depart- 
ment being cut off. This bill is to remedy that injustice. It has 
the unanimous approval of the Committee on Public Lands and 
is recommended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman’s explanation 
has developed the fact that these people were looking for water, I 
will not object to the consideration of the bill. [Laughter ] 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
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So ene engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was was laid on the table. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Jones (at 5 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.), adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A mis- 
cellaneous document in lieu of the bill (H. R. 8834) for the relief 
of Richard P. Blackistone, and a resolution referring the case to 
the Court of Claims for a finding of facts. (Report No. 1987.) 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (S. 
= oe increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades. (Report 

0. 1938.) 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 1530) for the relief of James Grace. (Report No. 1939.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 1022) for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell. (Report No. 1949.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committce on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
8642) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Peter Johnson certain money due him for carrying the 
mails. (Report No. 1950.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 2715) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co., of Atlanta, Ga. 
(Report No. 1951.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

~ the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 8959) to provide for taking an 
annual agricultural census—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 284) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver to citizens’ general committee of 
the twenty-ninth national encampment, Grand Army of the Re- 
sean to be held at Louisville, September, 1895, four condemned 

onze cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois: A concurrent resolution to 
rint the eulogies delivered in Co upon the late Hon. Philip 
idney Post—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A resolution providing for 

a commission to report on a decimal system of coinage, weights, 
and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Concurrent resolution of the legislature 
of New Jersey, protesting against delay in the building of the 
bridge across the Delaware River at Fishers Point—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Massachu- 
setts legislature, in favor of a new dry dock at the Charlestown 
Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule X XU, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAINES (by request): A bill (H. R. 8960) for the relief 
of Leslie E. Keeley—to the Committee on Patents. 


—_— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of Victor Miners’ Union, 
No. 32, of Victor, Colo., protesting against any further suspension 
of mining assessments work—to the Committee on Mines and 


Mining. ; 

B Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Foxboro, Mass., against 
the Louisiana Lottery—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of i4 letter carriers = taken, 
Mich., for the passage of House bill 5294—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Preamble and resolution adopted at a meet- 
ing of 46 citizens of Bustleton, Philadelphia, Pa., setting forth 
that in a number of States the right of chise is granted to 
aliens after a residence of from four to five months to one " 
and, that the ts of the legal citizens snpack boaletieet, ps. 
titioning that shall adopt a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States no State 


shall grant the right of franchise to any person in violation of the 


law of the United States—to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition from Moses Wil- 
liams and 27 others, asking for a law authorizing retirement of 
soldiers and marines after thirty years’ service—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of certain citizens residing on Fort Rice Military 
Reservation, in North Dakota, asking that said reservation be 
a to homestead settlement—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. KIEFER: Resolution of St. Paul (Minn.) Order of 
Railway Conductors, in favor of House bill 8556—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. McC ALL: Petition of Capt. Francis H. Appleton and 
other citizens of Boston and vicinity, in favor of the passage of the 
bill (H.R. 8135) for promoting the efficiency of the militia—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Resolutions relating to the dry dock, 
Charlestown Navy-Yard, Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of E. E. Hendricks Lodge, No. 
94, of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Carbondale, Pa., in 
_— of the passage of House bill 8556—to the Committee on 

abor. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Memorial from Hon. 8. G. Stern and 
other citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of Mississippi, 
favoring the payment of the sugar bounty for the year 1894—to 
the Committee on Spero riations. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of James D. McGrath for the 
passage of House bill 5294—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: Petition of members of the bar of Mon- 
roe County, Pa., in favor of creating the northern judicial district 
of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of 104 citizens of Jonestown, Leb- 
anon County, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
providing that no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 
person who is not a citizen of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 104 citizens of Jonestown, Lebanon County, 
Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting Federal or 
~~ aid to religious institutions—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 28, 1895, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrrspurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 16th instant, a statement showing the names of 
all national banks which have been designated as depositories of 
public moneys within the past ten years, the location thereof, etc. ; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the Senate calling for 
information at to whether it is proposed to issne a patent to the 
State of Florida for that portion of the State known as the “Ever- 
glades,” etc., transmitting reports of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which con- 
tain the information called for; which, with the accompanyin 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands and orde 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 26th instant, schedules of claims, amounting to $43,471.19, 
allowed by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, under appropriations, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 26th instant, a list. of judgments, amounting to $221,250.55, 
rendered by the Court of Claims, which have been presented to 
this Department, and require an appropriation, etc.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
Towxes, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
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following bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 328) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter; 

A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull; 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax; 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin; and 

A bill (S. 2531) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R.5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry ; 

A bill (H.R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlister and St. 
Louis Railway Company the right to build two branch lines, and 
to grant the right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of the 
Red Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Mo- 
nongahela River; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot grounds, 
etc.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro 
Electric Railway Company, of Maryland, to extend its line of road 
into and within the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a memorial addressed to the Congress 
of the United States embodying a resolution adopted at a recent 
meeting of the Fourth Continental Congress of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, held in the city of Washington, February 
19-22, 1895, about six hundred members of the society from every 
State and Territory in the Union being present. ‘The resolution was 
submitted by Mrs. Arthur E. Clarke, State regent of New Hampshire, 
and seconded by Mrs. Malcolm Henry, regent of the District of 
Columbia, and Mrs. Daniel Lothrop, chapter regent of Concord, 
Mass., and was unanimously adopted. The resolution is in these 
words: . 

Rescived; That the Fourth Continental Congress of the Daughters of the Amer 
ican Revolution appoint a committee to memorialize the Congress of the United 
States, now in session, to further the great patriotic movements of the day by 
ordering printed and framed placard copies of the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution of the United States, to be placed in conspicuous positions 
upon the walls of the 69,000 post-oilices of the country. 

The memorial states that the committee herein named was ap- 
pointed by the said Continental Congress of Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution te memorialize the Congress of the United States to 
the above effect. 

The memorialists state that in performing this duty they beg to 
express their opinion that in no way can the great mass of the 
American people be made better acquainted with the principles and 
the vital phases of the Declaration of Independence and the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the twin and sacred charters of 
union and liberty, law and order, than by the exposition of those 
immortal documents as placards in bold and legible type on the in- 
terior walls of the 69,000 post-offices of the land. They also re- 
spectfully represent that the cost «f this work will be but trifling 
compared to the enormous benefit that will surely result from thus 
making the people, old and young, throughout the whole country, 
familiar with the cardinal principles and the organic law of our in- 
stitutions by placing this constant display in the chief places of 
public resort. 

The memorial is signed by Mrs. Arthur E. Clarke, State regent 
of New Hampshire; Mrs. Donald McLean, State regent of New 
York; Mrs. W. W. Shippen, State regent of New Jersey; Mrs. 
James 8. Peck, State regent of Wisconsin; Mrs. Samuel H. Kerfoot, 
State regent of Illinois; Mrs. de B. R. Keim, State regent of Con- 
necticut; Mrs. W. M. Dickson, chapter regent of Atlanta, Ga., and 
Mrs. Moran, of Virginia. 

Mr. President, I will say that this memorial embraces a subject 
that has appealed to me as being a matter that the United States 
might well take cognizance of. I move thatit be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Board of Trade of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation providing for the reorganization of the 
Union Pacific and Central Pacific Raiiways and for the extension 
of their securities; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Creede, Colo., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sec- 
tarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 90 citizens of Colorado Springs, 
Colo., and a petition of 128 citizens of Pueblo, Colo., praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


States, providing that “‘no State shall grant the right of franchise 
to any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Mitchell of Oregon presented a memorial of the legislature 
of the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories, ordered to be printed as a document, and printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


House joint memorial No. 8. 


Asking legislation to protect eggs of wild fowl on the breeding grounds in the 
Territory of Alaska. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, in 
Congress assembled : 

Whereas the source of supply of the wild fowl, such as ducks, geese. and swan, 
found at certain seasons of the year in the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
Nevada, California, and other Pacific States, is from the great breeding grounds 
situated in the Territory of Alaska, at the mouth of the Yukon and Copper rivers, 
and at or near St. Michaels, and on the mainland at or nearly opposite Kodac 
Island and other points; and, 

Whereas the eggs of these wild fowls are being gathered and destroyed by 
companies engaged in the production of albumen, neither producing te our Gov- 
ernment any revenue, from a commercial standpoint, nor leaving the eggs tw hatch 
and replenish the game supply of Pacific States, which is fast being depicted 
under these adverse conditions; and 

Whereas the honorable Joun H. MircuHe.t, United States Senator from Oregon, 
has offered an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill providing for an 
investigation of this matter, the lecisiative assembly of the State of Oregon, recog 
nizing the importance of this matter to the Pacific States, doea hereby petition 
your honorable body that the investigation propesed be made at as early a date 
as possibile, and that legislation to that end meet your favorable conside: ation. 

And as in duty bound your petitioners will ever pray. 

Adopted by the house February 14, 1895. 

CHARLES B. MOORES, 
Speaker of the House. 
Concurred in by the senate February 19, 1895. 
JOSEPH SIMON, 
President of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGON 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Salem, Oreg.. February 21, 1895. 


I, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon, and custodian of the seal of said State; that the foregoing 
transcript of house joint memorial No. 8, as adopted by the senate and house of 
representatives of the eighteenth biennial legislative assembly of the State of 
Oregon, has been by me compared with the original copy of the said house jo‘ nt 
memorial, No. 8, now on file in this office, and that it isa true and correct tran- 
script thereof, and the whole of said original house joint memorial No. 8 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and ailixed hereto the 
seal of the State of Oregon. 

Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this, 2ist dav of February, A. D., 1895 

[SEAL.] H. R. KINCAID, Secretary af State. 


CONSUL-GENERAL AT HONOLULU. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present a communication from the Secretary of 
State addressed to me, calling attention to the necessity of provid- 
ing by appropriate legislation for the separation of the diplomatic 
and consular functions which at present are combined in the single 
office of secretary of legation and consul-generai at Honolulu in 
the Hawaiian Islands. I move that the communication be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL OFFICERS’ CLAIMS, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury and one from the Auditor of the Navy Department, 
in relation to certain claims of naval officers on receiving and train- 
ing ships. I move that the communications be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, sulmitted a 


report to accompany the bill (S. 2799) granting to the State of Kan- 


sas the Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State forthe purpeso of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
and the Kausas State Normal School and for a public park, hereto- 


fore reported by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8892) making ap 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments. 

I shall submit a written report hereafter to accompany the bili, 
and I want the bill printed quickly and to be back here by 4 or 5 
o'clock this evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made, and 
the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit reports from the Joint Commission 
of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the 
Executive Departments on the subjects of ‘‘ Bonds of officers of 
the United States;” “‘Registers and receivers of land oflices;” 
“To abolish the office of Solicitor of Internal Revenue,” and ‘‘To 
improve the public service,” which I ask may be printed, and the 
last one, the largest one, I ask be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. There is no reference to be made of the other 
reports. 

© VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be referred as indicated. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. 
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nee reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2130) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2673) to provide for the construction of a 
bridge across the Potomac River, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2612) for correction of muster of George P. 
Corts, late an adjutant-general, United States volunteers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge 
to Wilson Kale, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6928)] to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Wear Crawford, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7997) to amend the military record of Angus V. Wilson, 
reported it without amendment. . 

r. PASCO. I ask leave to file reports hereafter to accompany 
the two bills last reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted; and the bills 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8715) to place Warren C. 
Beach on the retired list of the Army, to report it without recom- 
mendation, and ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill is reported without recommendation. 
There was opposition to itin the committee. I trust I shall be here 
when the bill is taken up. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


ar. 
Mr. BATE, from the Committee on ae Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the Secretary 
of War todeliver to citizens’ general committee on the twenty-ninth 
national encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at 
Louisville, September, 1895, —— condemned cannon, reported it 
with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2451) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Andrew Martin; 

A bill (S. 896) for the relief of the legal representatives of Michael 
McCann; and 

A bill (S. 893) for the relief of Louis O. Faringhy. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8665) making es for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2804) to extend the time in which the Illinois and 
Iowa Railway and Terminal Company shall commence to build and 
complete the building of its bridge across the Mississippi River 
at Moline, Ill., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a joint 
resolution (S. R. 141) to extend the time for taking testimony in 
relation to the value of the improvements of the Monongahela Navi- 
gation Company on the Monongahela River in Pennsylvania; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (8S. R. 49) for the relief of James 
P. Veach, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


BARZILLA C, HUDSON, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs; to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7177) for the 
relief of Barzilla C. Hudson, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it takes up any time—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not, under the unanimous consent of 
yesterday evening, consent to the transaction of business that takes 
any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Barzilla C. Hudson, 
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late of Battery D, Fourth United States Artillery, and grant him an 
honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JONATHAN KIRKWOOD. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief 
of the heirs and devisees of Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased, to report 
it without amendment, and I ask that it be put — its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT ON CONDITION OF COTTON INDUSTRY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] on the 23d instant, to report it 
with amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 5,500 copies of the report of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
on cotton, this day submitted; of which 500 shall be for the use of the said com- 
mittee, 200 for the State Department, and 200 for the Bureau of Statistics, and 
2,000 for the Senate, and 2,600 forthe House of Representatives. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were in line 6, to 
strike out “‘two thousand” and insert “one thousand five hundred,” 
and in line 7, to strike out ‘‘two thousand six hundred” and insert 
‘three thousand one hundred,” soas to read ‘‘one thousand five hun- 
dred for the Senate, and three thousand one hundred for the House.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


DAVID MARSHALL, 


Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 821) for the relief of David Marshall, reported 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 821) entitled “A bill for the relief of David Mar- 
shall,” now pending in the Senate, woes with all the accompanying papers, be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ‘* An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 
Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and 
report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2806) to finally adjust the 
swamp-iand grants, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2807) to amend seetion 4965, chap- 
ter 3, title 60, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to copyrights; which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was —e to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. TURPIE, it was 


Ordered, That Francis A. Field have permission to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate, under the rules thereof, the papers pertaining to the bill introduced 
in the Fifty-second Congress (S. 2347) for his relief. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T.O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5301) to pension David H, Sexton, for services in 
—— Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney; 

A bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of Michael Gaul; 

A bill (H. R. 6565) ee eee to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John A, Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pennsylvania in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham; 
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A bill (H. R. 8097) te amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amen- 
datory thereof;” 

A bill (H. R. 8178) to correct the military record of Asa Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 8690) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 8771) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Kahului; and 

A bill (H. R. 8888) granting a pension to Williamson Durley. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. Kargé; 

A bill (S. 1717) to authorize the appointment of women as public- 
school trustees in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (8.2243) in aid of the exposition to be held under the 
auspices of the Baltimore Centennial Association, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill (S. 2798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Ill., 
February 13, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Corigan ; 

A bill (H. R. 8272) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 8327) to authorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 


provide for 
’ approved 


A bill (H. R. 8337) relating to Rock Creek Railway Company of | 


the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela and 
Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Mo- 
nongahela River; and 

A bill (H. R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. | 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed the following acts: _ 

A joint resolution (S. R. 109) to fill vacancies in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

A joint resolution (8. R. 138) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to deliver unserviceable or condemned cannon to the mayor of Bur- 
lington, Vt., to be used in decorating Battery Park. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of Michael Gaul was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The bill (H. R.8178) to correct the military record of Asa Hall | 


was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8771) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Kahului was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 5301) to pension David H, Sexton for services in 
Oregon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney; 

A bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John A. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pennsylvania in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham; 

A bill (H. &. 8690) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene; and 

A bill (H. R. 8880) granting a pension to William Durley, 


The bill (H. R. 8097) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act to amend | 


an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof,” was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the bill may lie on the 
table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 

JOINT COMMITTEE OF NECROLOGY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit a resolution and ask that it lie on 
the table until to-morrow, when I shall call it up. 

, The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
ows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider the propriety of 
—— to the Senate a joint rule of the two Houses providing for a joint com- 
mittee of necrology, whose duty it shall be to report to Congress after the death 
of a Senator, Representative, or Delegate upon the life and services of the de- 


ceased member; and all reports of said joint committee to be printed and bound 
at the conclusion of each Congress in one volume to be entitled ‘‘ Necrology of —— 


Con .”’ together with such written contributions as may be made and sub- 
mitted by the coll es of the deceased member to the joint committee, such rule 
to take effect with the beginning of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
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LAWS RELATING TO PAPER MONEY AND LOANS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,000 copies in paper 
covers of the laws of the United States relating to paper money and loans, Senate 
Report No. $31, Fifty-third Congress, third session, 1,500 copies to be for the Com- 
mittee on Finance and 500 copies for the Senate document room. Also 750 cop 
ies in paper covers of Senate Report No. 760, Fifty-third Congress, third session, 
relating to alcohol in the arts, 500 copies to be for the Committee on Finance and 
250 copies for the Senate document room. And the necessary expenses incurred 
in the preparation of the above documents shall be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 

FORD’S THEATER DISASTER, 


Mr. HARRIS. Isubmitaconcurrent resolution, which I ask may 
be printed, and I shall ask the Senate to consider it to-morrow 
morning. 

The concurrent resolution was read and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthe com- 
mittees of the two Houses appointed to investigate the claims of the sufferers of 
the Ford’s Theater disaster be and they are hereby, authorized to sit during the 
— of Congress for the purpose of completing the investigation of the various 
claims. 

Resolved, further, That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to fill 
any vacancies in said Senate and House committees which may occur by expira 
tion of official terms, and that the expenses of the joint committee shall be paid 

| out of the contingent fund of the Senate and Hou-e of Representatives in equal 
amounts. 


DECISIONS AND PRECEDENTS OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer a resolution, which I send to the desk, and ask 

| for its reference to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be referred without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence of 
| objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to object to the reference of any resolu- 
tion or any other business to committees without reading. The Rrc- 
ORD is not published regularly, and we can have no idea of what is 
going on in the Senate unless the public business is conducted in the 
proper way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolutionsubmitted by the Senator 
from Delaware will be read. 

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee on Print- 
| ing, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 500 additional copies of Senate Mis. Doe. No. 
| 278, second session Fifty-third Congress (Digest of Decisions and Precedents of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, etc.), for the use of the Senate. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr KYLE. Two House bills came over yesterday and were re- 
ferred. The first is the bill (H. R, 8556) concerning carriers en- 
| gaged in interstate commerce and their employees. It relates to 
arbitration, and originated with the Committee on Labor in the 
House. I wish the bill referred to the Committee on Edneation and 
Labor in the Senate. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made 
without objection. 

Mr. KYLE. I also ask that the bill (H. R. 8713) providing for 
| the publication of the bulletin of the Department of Labor be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is in violation of all precedent. Being 
| @ matter of printing, it is bound under the rule to go to the Com- 
| mittee on Printing. In fact the law requires such a reference in 
| order that an estimate may be made and submitted to Congress. 

Mr. KYLE. The same bill, in the form of an amendment, came 
in several days ago and was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 
| Mr. MANDERSON. If it is the matter of printing a report, it 
should go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. KYLE. It is not for the printing of a report, but for print- 
ing by the Department of Labor of the regular monthly bulletin 
on the question of labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should go to the Committee on 
Printing; but let if pass over for the present and I will look at it. 

Mr. KYLE. The same bill was presented several days ago in the 
form of an amendment and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and they have had it under consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object to the reference at this time, until 
it can be looked at, so as to see what it is. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. James Kerr, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill 
and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 2790) to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws of 
1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for deductions from the gross 
tonnage of vessels of the United States;” and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing Second Lieut. 8S. D. 
Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, to accept 
the ition of commandant of cadets at the Virginia Military 
Academy, SaenGeEm, Va. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a coneur- 
rent resolution providing for the printing of the eulogies delivered 
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in Congress upon the Honorable Francis B. Stockbridge, 
aior from the State of Michigan. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I wish to put in an amendment which is sug- 
gested by the Treasury Department to remove some ambiguity. At 
the end of line 15, on page 51, after the word ‘‘same” I move to in- 
sert: 

And also the expense of distributing said medals. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Since this bili was reported a law has been 
enacted and is now in force creating the office of surveyor and assist- 
ant surveyor in the District of Columbia. They will have to enter 
upon their duties, and it is too late to put their salaries in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill. Therefore | move on page 66, 
after line 6, to insert: 

District of Columbia, office of the surveyor-general: For the salaries of the 
surveyor and assistant surveyor of the Distriet of Columbia, and for such 
employees as mey be required in accordance with the provisions of the act of 


Congress making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried officer, 
$10,000. 


For surveying instruments and implements for the surveyor's office, drawing 
material, stationery, copying and binding plats and records, and necessary trans- 
portation, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [sent an amendment to the desk a few min- 
utes ago which I now move. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to have one additional amendment 
made on page 106, after the provision about the steam tug. Tho 
Senator from New York [Mr. H1LL] has information that makes it 
necessary that that appropriation should be immediately available. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘necessary” in line 9, page 106, 
insert: 

To be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to call up my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 15, on page 136, insert: 

Yor the purpose of purchasing and distributing seeds and seed grains among 
the drought-stricken inhabitants of the United States, by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, under such rules as he may prescribe, the sum of $300,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; the same to be made immediately available. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this amendment is for the 
purpose of purchasing seed grains for the people who inhabit those 
portions of the arid region whose crops were destroyed by drought 
during the last two seasons. If the amendment is adopted it will, 
I believe, enable a large number of people who have taken homes 
upon those plains to remain there and become successful citizens of 
that country. There are often seasons when the crops do not ma- 
ture, and they are learning to produce those crops which can be 
matured in a climate where the average rainfall is but 15 inches. 
They are raising cattle and stock and irrigating to a small extent, 
and if they can be assisted to remain there I believe they will 
make a success and adopt that country as their home. 

It seems to me no appropriation can be made by this Congress 
that will do more good, that will go further to develop and build 
up that country than this item of appropriation. It appears tome 
that we can not afferd to decline to send relief to those homes and 
happiness to those hearts and give them a chance to renew their 
work in thestruggle forexistence. ThoseStates are unable,my own 
State in authaaae, is unable to assist these people, and many of 
them will be obliged to leave unless this appropriation is made. 

1 trust, Mr, President, that there will be no opposition to this 
item, and that this amendment will become a law. These people 
live upon lands they have taken from the Government, and if this 
assistance is rendered them they will stay there and pay for the 
land, and others will come and buy other lands of the Government. 
This appropriation is then not a charity, but is in the interest of 
economy, in the interest of good policy, is dictated by the desire to 
promote the public interest and the interest of the Government, and 
aboveall, it will promote patriotism and love of country in the hearts 
of these brave 9g 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As to the point of order, I wish to say that 
the amendment has been favorably reported from a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate, and that it was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations several days ago. 

r. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw the 
int of order for a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw the point of order for a rea- 
sonable h of time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this is the same amendment which 
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was introduced by me a few days ago to the agricultural appropri- 
ation bill, and I think it is the same language practically, except 
that portion of it providing that the appropriation shall be imme- 
diately available. 

It was then stated that the appropriation was not needed in the 
drought-stricken sections of the country. I desire now to read from 
an editorial in the Omaha Bee of the 20th instant, reviewing the 
action of the Senate somewhat upon the proposed amendment: 


The rejection of the amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill offered by 
Senator ALLEN appropriating $300,000 out of the National Treasury for the pur- 
chase and distribution of'seed grain under the supervision of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture among the destitute farmers of the drought-ridden States means that 
Nebraska col expect no Federal aid in caring for her drought sufferers. Senator 
ALLEN’S proposition was perfectly legitimate and its adoption by Congress would 
have elicited only approval from the great mass of the people from whom the 
Federal Government really derives its revenue. There have been nnmerous prec- 
edents in its favor. Congress has been wont to treat leniently with those who, 
through misfortune, have been unable to carry out their obligations with the Gov 
ernment. The farmers who mast this year look for assistance in securing the 
necessary supply of seed grain are for the most part pioneers who have broken 
the prairies to the plow and have made the Western progress of civilization 
possible. If any class of citizens deserve well of the Federal Government they 
certainly do, and it is greatly to be regretted that the Senate should see fit to 
refuse the small measure of help that was asked. 


This paper is the representative Republican paper of the State of 
Nebraska; itis probably the paper of the largest circulation of any 
between Chicago and San Francisco, and I am satisfied voices the 
sentiment of the people of the State of Nebraska and other por- 
tions of the drought-stricken sections of the country. 

I desire also to refer to a brief editorial in the same paper of Feb- 
ruary 24. Speaking of the amendment which is now pending the 
editor says: 

_Theamendment offered by Senator Petriarew tothe sundry civil appropriation 
bill, setting aside $300,000 out of the Natiohal Treasury for the purpose of sup- 
»lying seed grain tothe drought sufierers of the Western States, has been reported 

ack favorably to the Senate, and will doubtless come up for action this week. It 
is greatly to be hoped that the Senate will see its way clear to make this appro- 
priation. It seemed to be on the pointef doing so in connection with the agricul- 
tural a bill, were it not for the representations of certain Senators 
that Federal aid in preparing for a new crop was neither needed nor requested. 
The great demand of the drought sufferers now is for seed grain, without which 
they will be in the same helpless condition next year as this. There is ample 
precedent for Federal aid. If Congress were ever justified in making appropri- 
ations for the relief of any class of unfortanates it 1s justified in this instance. 


I desire to say, Mr. President, that this represents the sentiment, 
so far as I can ascertain from the country press, of that portion of 
the West which has been afflicted by drought this year. It is a deli- 
cate matter for me to speak of, but as I tock occasion to say a few 
days ago in the Senate, the great necessity for an appropriation of 
this kind can not be fully told. It would be improper to describe 
the conditions existing which require this aid. 

The precedents are numerous for this appropriation. I called at- 
tention a few days ago to some of them. During this Congress I 
think we appropriated $10,000 for the relief of the poor of this city. 
If we have the power, and of that I have no doubt, to appropriate 
money to purchase supplies for flood-stricken sufferers, as we did ten 
years ago, and to appropriate money to relieve the poor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, it occurs to me that we have the power, and that 
it is our duty to appropriate money to assist certain classes of our 
citizens who have been overtaken by this great national calamity, 
and who will be unable to cultivate their lands by the hundreds of 
thousands of acres, unless some measure of relief is extended to them 
by the General Government. 

I certainly hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his ob- 
jection and let the amendment be voted upon. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, Ido not desire to interpose any 
objection to this amendment, but I do wish to say that, so far as 
the people of Kansas are concerned, we have already taken meas- 
ures to prevent distress amongst our own people who are affected 
by the long drought, of which the Senator speaks. Ovr legislature 
recently—I say recently, perhaps it was six weeks ago—passed a 
joint resolution providing a fund of $100,000 to be distributed 
amongst our people who are in distress, and some ef them are in 
the western portion of the State. My information is that that fund 
will be sufficient to supply all those who are most needy. The 
machinery for distribution has been inaugurated, and the work has 
been going on in all portions of the State where relief is needed. 

I make that statement so far as the people I represent are con- 
cerned, but I shall interpose no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist on my point of order that the amend- 
ment is general legislation on an appropriation bill, and is not esti- 
mated for by any Department. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope that question will be submitted to the 
Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to knowif the Chair has decided 
the point of order made on my amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
and submits the amendment to the Senate. The question is upon 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota, 

Mr. COCKRELL, On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 
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The SECRETARY. 
to insert: 

For the purpose of purchasing and distributing seeds and seed grain among the 
drought-stricken inhabitants of the United States by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
under such rules as: he may prescribe, the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, the same to be made immediately available. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was ealled). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiri]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carey]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Suovr]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland 
LMr. Gipson]. 

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire if 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit.], with whom I am paired, 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. aoe and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBprouGH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PALMER. ThenI withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I have stated, I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] is paired with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PritcHaRD]. We have arranged to transfer our pairs, which will 
allow the Senator from Florida and me to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. Under that arrangement, I will let my vote stand 
in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 17; as follows: 


At the end of line 15, on page 156, it is proposed 


I am paired with the 
Iam paired with the 
I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—3i. 
Aldrich, ery. Mantle, Power, 
Allen, Gallinger, Martin, guy, 
Allison, Hoar, Mitchell of Oreg. oach, 
Call, Hunton, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cameron, Irby, Peffer, Teller, 
Chandler, Kyle, Perkins, Washburn, 
Clarke, cMillan, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Manderson, Platt, 
NAYS—17. 
Bate, Faulkner, Jonesof Ark. Vest, 
Berry, George,} McLaurin, Vilas. 
Blackb Gorman, Morgan, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Harris, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Blanchard, Dolph, Lindsay, Ransom, 

ice, Dubois, Lodge, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gibson, McPherson, Smith, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mills, Squire, 
Camden, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. Turpie, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hawley, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pritchard, White, 
Daniel, Hill, Proctor, Wilson of Iowa 
Davis, Jones of Nev. Pugh, Wilson of Wash. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now ask that the amendment already pend- 
ing, which was offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] 
yesterday evening, be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment was read and is pending, and 
I desire that it shall be now disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated: 

The SECRETARY. On page 80, after line 13, it is proposed to 
insert: 


That there shall be exhibited at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be 
held at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1896, by the Government of the United 
States, from its Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution and Na- 
tional Museum, and the United States Fish Commission, such articles and ma- 
terials as illustrate the function and administrative faculty of the Government in 
time of peace and its resources as a war power, tending to demonstrate the nature 
of our institutions and their adaptation to the wants of the people; and to secure 
acomplete and harmonious arrangement of said Government exhibig a board of 
management shall be created, to be charged with the selection, purchase, prepara- 
tion, arrangement, safekeeping, and exhibition of such articles and materials as 
the heads of said Departments and institutions of the Government may, respeet- 
ively, decide shall be embraced in said Government. exhibit. The President ma 
also designate additional articles for exhibition. Such beard shall be compes 
of one member to be detailed by the head of each Exeeutive Department, one by 
the head of the Smithsonian Institution and National Muscum, and one by the 
head of the United States Fish Commission; and the President shall name one of 
said persons = ag yet —— and =~ ———- said board shall have 
no compensation itien to their ular salary their actaal expenses 
only shall be paid ont of the sum hereinafter appropriated. 

hat the Secretary of the shall cause a suitable building or buildin 
to be erected on the site selected for the Tennessee Centennial Exposition for the 
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Government exhibits, and he is hereby authorized and directed to contracs there- 
for, in the same manner and under the same regulations as for other public build- 
ings of the United States; but the contract for said building or buildings shall not 
exceed the sum of $30,000, and there is hereby appropriated for said building or 
buildings, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $30,000. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and required to dispose 
of such building or buildings, or the material composing the same, at the close of 
the exposition, giving preference to the city of Nashville or to the said Tennessee 
Centennial Exposition Company to purchase the same at an appraised value, to be 
ascertained in such manner as he may determine; and whatever sum may be real- 
ized on sale of said building shall be covered into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

That for the purpose of paying the expenses of the selection, purchase, prep- 
aration, transportation, installation, care, and return of said Government exhibit 
and for the employment of proper persens as officers and assistants by the board 
of management created by this act, and for theirexpenses, and for the maintenance 
of the building hereinbefore provided for, and for other contingent expenses inei- 
dental to the Government exhibit, to be approved by the chairman of the beard of 
management and by the Secretary of the Treasury upon itemized accounts and 
vouchers, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $95,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be disbursed by the board of management hereinbefore created, of which 
not exceeding the sum of $10,000 shall be expended forclerical services: Provided, 
That the appropriatiou herein made shall not be available until the Secretary of 
the Treasury has received satisfactory proof that the sum of $750,000 has been 
secured by the Tennessee Centennial Exposition Company. 

That all articles which shall be imported from foreign countries, for the sole pur- 
= of exhibition at said exposition, upon which there shall be a tariff or customs 

uty, shall be admitted free of payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be 
lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell, for delivery at the close of the ex- 
position, any goods or property imported for and actually on exhibition in the ex- 
position buildings er on its grounds, subject to. such regulation for the security 
of the revenue and for the collection of import duties as the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury shall prescribe: Provided, That all such articles, when sold or withdrawn for 
consumption in the United States, shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed 
upon such article by the revenue laws in force at the date of importation, and all 
penalties preseribed by law shall be applied and enforced against such articles and 
against the persons who may be guilty of any illegal sale or withdrawal. 

That medals, with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions commemora- 
tive of said Tennessee Centennial Exposition, and of the awards to be made to 
exhibitors thereat, be prepared at some mint of the United States. for the board 
of direetors thereof, subject to the provisions of the fifty-second section of tho 
coinage act of 1893, upen thé payment by the Tennessee Centennial Exposivion 
Company of a sum not less than the cost thereof; and all the provisions, whether 
penal or otherwise, of said coinage act against the counterfeiting or imitating of 
coins of the United States shall apply to the medals struck and issved under this 
act. 
That the United States shall in no manner and under no circumstances be liable 
for any bond, debt, contract, expenditure, expense, or liability of any kind what 
ever of the said Tennessee Centennial Exposition Company, its officers, agents, 
servants, or employees, or incident to or growing out of said exposition, nor for 
any amount whatever in excess of the $125,000 herein authorized; and the heads 
of the Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum, 


and the United States Fisk Commission, and the board of management herein au 
thorized, their officers, agents, servants, or employees, shall in no manner and un- 
der no circumstances expend, or create any liability of any kind for, any sum in 


excess of the appropriations herein made, or create any deticiency. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would ex- 
plain the amendment, so that Senators may know on what they are 
going to vote. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, just made, I will state that the 

ending amendment to the appropriation bill is one authorizing the 

oan of certain Government property as a part of the exhibits at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held at Nashville in the 
year 1896, which is the centennial of the admission of our State. 
Our people have organized a company there, largesubscripiions have 
been made, and they have taken steps to have, as we think, a very 
remarkable exposition, inviting the nations of Europe, and also 
Mexico and the Central American and South American nations. 
Correspondence has been going on to secure a large representation 
of the productions of nature and art of other nations at the expo- 
sition. In other words, the exposition, while it is not to be on 
such a grand and expensive scale as the one held at Chicago, will 
be similar to the one to be heldat Atlanta; and Congress granted at 
the last session for the exposition there the sum of $200,000. We 
ask $75,000 less than that, or only $125,000 for a similar exposition. 

We want $95,000 of that sum for the purpose of transporting and 
taking care of the exhibits of the Government, to be furnished by 
the various departments. For this purpose they are to have their 
own appointees, who will accompany and take charge of the exhib- 
its. There is to be no unnecessary expense in regard to it, and 
these employees are to receive no additional pay for this service. 
Provision is made for the erection of a public building on the expo- 
sition grounds to cost not exceeding $30,000, and only $95,000 is 
asked of the Government for the purpose of the Government exhibit, 
making the total appropriation for the exposition $125,000. 

All we now ask is that the same recognition under like cireum- 
stances, and, we think, stronger, should be given to the Tennessee 
exposition that was given to her sister State of Georgia, for it is 
intended in addition to all else to commemorate the centennial of 
a great State. 

There is no other State the centennial of whose admission wil! 
occur for the next six years, and I think such an event is one which, 
in a country like this, challenges admiration and historic reflection, 
and should be properly recognized by the Government. It is to 
celebrate the birth of a State into the American Union. All we ask 
now is that the Government lend us aid by permitting the use of 
its exhibits there, and providing $125,000 to be used exclusively by 
the Government and for the purpose of its exhibits. No expense 




















2884 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 28, 





beyond this amount can be incurred by the Government, and the 
Government will not be bound for anything in regard to the expo- 
sition except the preparation, transportation, and care of the exhib- 
its of the articles which belong to it, Some of said exhibits are to 
be contributed by each of the Departments, and also by the Smith- 
sonian Institution, the National Museum, and the United States Fish 
Commission. 

As I have said, the articles are to be under the care of the agents 
of the Government, and the President under the terms of the bill 
has the right to make appointments of the necessary persons to 
superintend them. When the exposition is ended the building is 
to be turned over to the Government to be sold, and the proceeds 
to be covered into the Treasury, which will lessen the amount of 
the appropriation. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not disposed to interfere with the appropria- 
tion, and I do not ask the question in any hostile spirit, but I in- 
quire of the Senator if it is the Tennessee exposition of which he 
speaks. 

Mr. BATE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator to state briefly, if he will, 
the constitutional ground on which he conceives this appropriation 
to be supported. 

Mr. BATE. Iask the Senate to act upon the same ground it 
acted when it voted money for the Chicago Exposition, for which 
the Senator voted. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I am in favor of the amendment, but I wanted the 
Senator to give us his view. 

Mr. BATE. I stand upon the same ground that the Senate stood 
upon when it voted money for similar purposes, against my desires, 
and even against my vote. In the first place, other States have 
been the recipients of similar favors, and I have bowed as grace- 
fully as possible to the mandate of the Senate that Chicago and 
that Atlanta should have See, find I made no factious 
opposition to it, although I differed with the general petiay- AllI 
ask is, that we may be put in the same position and let us have the 
assistance of the Government in our exposition in the same way as 
others have, notwithstanding my opposition. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
a question. The Senator voted with great propriety only a few 
moments ago—for we are each bound by our consciences—against 
an appropriation for the purpose of sg seed to the suffer- 
ing and impoverished farmers of the West, Will the Senator kindly 
tell mo what is the difference in principle between making an 
appropriation for a fair in a Western State and an appropriation 
for starving and suffering people in the far West? 

Mr. BATE. This Ag pean is only for the purpose of taking 
care of property which belongs to the Government, and is in the 
nature of a loan, while the case to which the Senator refers is for 
the purchase and distribution of seeds by the Government for a par- 
ticular locality. If it were proposed that the Government should 
loan seed there might possibly be some similarity in the cases. It 
is undenied, Mr. President, that the Government has the right and 
that it is its duty to care for its property wherever it may be, and 
also to appropriate money for that purpose, and that is one distinc- 
tion between this and the case put by the Senator. 

Mr. HUNTON. The pending amendment was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, of which I am a member, was care- 
fully considered by that committee, and the amendment was, I be- 
lieve, with unanimity reported favorably to the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

I think it is an important matter which rises above any of the 
considerations which have been addressed to the Senate, because 
the section of Tennessee where this exposition is to be held is filled 
with probably the finest minerals upon the continent. The moun- 
tains of east Tennessee and the adjoining mountains in Virginia, in 
North Carolina, and in Kentucky are ee ee with min- 
erals. This exposition will tend more than anything else to bring 
those mineral deposits into notice in the country. It is a matter 
of importance to those people, and I trust the amendment will be 
adopted. 

A largeamount was appropriated for a similar purpose in Chicago, 
and a larger amount than is re to be appropriated in this 
amendment was ars toAtlanta. While the North and the 
South have received their appropriations for a similar purpose, we 
ask that this small appropriation shall be dedicated to one of the 
Western and growing States of this Union. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, at this late day of the session I can 
not afford to consume a moment of the time of the Senate in debat- 
ing a proposition such as this. 

ether the policy of making appropriations for these exposi- 
tions be wise or unwise, the Government has adopted it in sev- 
eral instances. All that I ask is, that you shall deal with Tennes- 
see as you have dealt with Georgia and as you have dealt with Ili- 
nois, with the exception, however, that we ask vastly less than was 
asked and granted to the other two States I have mentioned. 

I think every consideration of propriety requires that we should 
extend to Tennessee the same tion that we have extended 
to her sister States. ; 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the senior Senator from Tennes- 
see if he is willing to explain to us the constitutional ground on 
—— this amendment is supported? I am very desirous of hear- 
ing it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will meet mo 
here on the 4th of July next, I will give him a lecture upon consti- 
tutional limitations, which, if he will regard it, will be of infinite 
value to him for the balance of his political life. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there were five or six fourths of July 
in the history of this country when the Senator was reading lectures 
on constitutional liberty, as he understood it, and I have no doubt 
he would give a very eloquent lecture next Fourth of July, but I 
think we are entitled to anexplanation now. We on this side have 
—— on a certain constitutional theory, provisions for the 

enefit of the whole country, for the benefit of public expositions, 
and for the distribution of information and knowledge, and I have 
never had any difficulty in supporting them; but I understand that 
my honorable friend from Tennessee has uniformly and most zeal- 
ously resisted them, on the ground that they were violations of the 
Constitution, and that it was a violation of the oath of a Senator to 
support the Constitution to vote for them. 

Now comes an appropriation for Tennessee exactly like the others, 
and that Senator, who has been reproaching us for violating the 
Constitution and violating our oaths all these years, on being asked 
on what ground he supports this appropriation, says he thinks 
Tennessee ought to have it if anybody else gets it, and that he will 
state the constitutional reasons on next Fourth of July. It maybe 
that that is a good ground to act upon, but Iam afraid my honor- 
able friend, the Senator from Tennessee, is getting into the same 
state of mind with a famous member of another body, who said: 
‘What is a little thing like the Constitution between friends?” 
[Langhter. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I make the point of order on the amendment 
that it is general legislation, pure and simple, on a general appro- 
priation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
question, Is the proposed amendment in order? 

Mr, ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with tho 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], and accordingly withhold my 
vote. Ican not say howI should vote until after the Fourth of 
July. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GoRDON]. He not being in the 
Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. He not being present, I withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Allen, Faulkner, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Bate, FAR SS Manderson, aay, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mantle, m, 
Butler, George, Martin, Roach, 
Caffery, Hill, Mitchell of Oreg. Stewart, 
Call, Hunton, Murphy, Toorhees, 
Cameron, Jones of Ark. Peffer, 
Chandler, Kyle, Perkins, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Platt, 

NAYS—15. 
Alton, tee, ieuria, Ye... 

rry, rman, organ, urn, 
i a Hale, Sherman, Wolcott. 

Gockrell, Lodge, Teller, 


NOT VOTING—40. 


Aldrich, Dubois, Jones of Nev. Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Shoup, 
Brice, Gordon, Mills, Smith, 
Burrows, Gray. Mitchell of Wis. Squire, 
— Hansbrough, Palin vile” 

’ er, 
Coke. Hawley, Pasco, Walsh, 
Cullom, Higgins, igrew, White, 
Davis, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa 
Dolph, Irby, Pri Wilson of Wash, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate decides the amendment to 
be in order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
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offer an amendment. It comes in on page 100, and I think after 
line 20 an amendment similar to it was adopted. 

The SecReTaRY. On page 100, after the amendment following 
line 20, insert: 

That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to use a sum not exceeding $800 of the appropriations for the improvement of the 
harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y., carried in the last river and harbor act, for a survey of 
said harbor in accordance with the recommendations of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. COCKRELL, The amendment comes from the Committee on 
Commerce ? : 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendmert submitted by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendnient was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I offer an amendment to come in on page 96, after 
line 4. ' 

The SECRETARY. On page 96, after line 4, insert: 

That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and empowered to select and 
set apart 160 acres of land that may no longer be required for military purposes 
in the Fort D. A. Russell Military Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, for the 
use of the said State for agricultural fair and industrial ——— grounds, and 
for other public purposes. ‘That the lands so set apart are hereby granted to the 
State of Wyoming: Provided, ‘That if the said State shall at any time permit the 
said lands hereby granted to be used for any purpose not contemplated by this 
act the said lands shall revert to the United States. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Wyoming will not 
insist upon the amendment in its present form. If the Senator 
wants this land‘to be charged up as a part of the land already 
allotted by law to his State, that isone proposition. But the amend- 
ment proposes to give the State additional land, and ‘there is no 
necessity for it. Let it be charged up as in the other cases. 

Mr. CAREY. I have no objection to such a modification. 
change the amendment in that respect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be modified so that the 
governor of the State shall be allowed to select the land. 

Mr. CAREY. I will change the amendment in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to offer an amendment to come in, on page 
78, after line 11. I will state that a similar measure has passed the 
Senate twice, and that the amendment has the indorsement of a 
standing committee. 

The SECRETARY. On page 78, after line 11, insert: 

That in all cases where parties have entered lands under the provisions of the 
desert-land laws, and have been required to pay a double minimum price for the 
same, for the reason that such entries were included in a railroad grant, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall cause to be repaid to the person who made such entry, 
or to his heirs or legal representatives, the excess of the amount paid over and 
above $1.25 per acre, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


which shall be paid in the same manner as is now provided to refund purchase 
money on lands erroneously sold by the United States. 


Mr. CAREY. I will state that a hill of the same effect as this 
amendment has twice passed the Senate. The necessity for the pro- 
posed legislation occurred in this wise: For ten years the uniform 
price of desert lands was $1.25 an acre within the limits of the rail- 
road grants and everywhere else. The desert-land law was passed 
in 1877. The Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1887 held 
that the desert-land law did not change the price of land fixed in 
the law of 1853, and that entries made within railroad limits should 
be on the basis of $2.50 an acre. The law of 1891 fixed the price 
uniformly all over the United States at $1.25 an acre for lands 
entered under the various lanclaws. There areonlya very few cases 
that will come under theamendment. It does notinvolve probably 
over seven or eight thousand dollars. The ruling of the Commis- 
sioner stopped filings under the desert-land law. Those who had 
made a payment of 25 cents an acre on account of their land mak- 
ing final proof were required to pay on the basis ef $2.50; or, inother 
words, on the theory that they should have paid 50 cents an acre 
at the initiation of their claim. 

The Secretary of the Interior afterwards ruled that the ruling was 
erroneous so far as those persons were concerned who had made the 
entries under the previous regulations, but because there was no 
law permitting the refunding of money collected erroneously with 
reference to desert-land entries, while there is a law with reference 
to land entered under other laws, the Department could not refund 
the money. My State has a road 500 miles long. There have been 
many entries under the desert-land law in my State, yet I have 
only heard of a few cases in the State that will come under the pro- 
visions of this amendment. We have passed a similar measure 
twice in this body, and it failed of consideration at the other end 
of the Capitol. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the amendment been reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. CAREY. It has been reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands at this session and it passed at this session; and it was re- 
ported and passed at the last Congress. I will print an extract with 
my remarks from the report of the Committee on Public Lands, 
which is as follows: 

The desert-!and law, which was approved March 3, 1877, fixed the price of desert 
lands at $1.25 an acre, one-fifth of which, or 25 cents, was required to be paid at 
the time the original entry was made, and four-fifths, or $1, was required to be 


oo at the time of final proof or entry. This appears from the decisions to have 
en the accepted price, without the same having been even questioned, for the 


I will 


period of more than ten years, whether the lands entered were situated inside or 
outside the limits of railroad grants. 

The language of the desert-land law is clear and explicit, and there can be no 
doubt that it was the intention of Congress at the time of the passage of the act 
to make a uniform price of $1.25 for all lands sold under the desert-land law, and 
that no exception to the rule was contemplated where the desert lands were situ- 
ated inside of the railroad limits. 

Without additional legislation a circular was issued by the General Land Office 
in 1887 declaring that thereafter purchasers of desert lands would be required to 
pay 50 cents per acre at the time of original entry and $2 per acre at the time of 


final proof. Rulings in compliance with this circular at local land offices were con- 
tes Though there appears to have been a great difference of opinion on the 
subject, the Secretary of the Interior on an appealed case held, in 1889, ‘that the 
act of March 3, 1853, fixing the price of public lands within railroad limits at $2.50 


an acre, was not repealed by the desert-land act, which fixed the price of desert land 
at $1.25 an acre.” ‘This decision was reached under the rule of construction that 
statates are repealed by express provisions of a subsequent law, or by necessary 
implication, and in the latter case there must be such a positive repugnancy 
between the provisions of the old and new law that they can not stand together or 
be consistently reconciled. 

In some cases the land was entered at $1.25 an acre and at the time of final 
proof the entrymen were required to pay for the land atthe rate of $2.50 an acre. 
Applications were made by entrymen in some instances for the repayment of the 
amount overpaid on final certificates. These applications were rejected on the 
ground that repayment can not be recognized in the absence of express statutory 
authority. 

The committee find that since the passage of the act approved March 3, 1890, 
which, among other things, amended the desert-land law of March 3. 1377, the 
uniform ruling of the Land Department has been to declare the price of all lands 
subject to entry under the desert-land laws at $1.25 an acre. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
amendment of the Senator from Wyoming. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, an amendment was adopted on 
yesterday which reads as follows: 


to the 


That whenever the President of the United States shall determine that this 
Government should be represented at any international conference called with a 
view to secure, internationally, a fixity of relative value between gold and silver, 
as money, by means of a common ratio between those metals, with free mintage 
at such ratio, the United States shall be represented at such conference by nine 
delegates, to be selected as follows: The President of the United States shall 
select three of said delegates; the Senate shall select three members of the Senate 
as delegates; and the House of Representatives shall select three members of 
the House as delegates. If at any time there sball be ary vacancy such vacancy 


shall be filled by the President of the United States. And fer the compensation 
of said delegates, together with all reasonable expenses connected therewith, to 
be approved by the Secretary of State, including the proportion to be paid by ths 


United States of the joint expenses of such conference, the sum of $100,000, or se 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 


Now, I look upon this as a very serious departure, which will very 
much endanger bimetallism. It leaves it to the delegates tc agree 
upon a ratio with Europe. Wedo not know who the delegates may 
be or what their views on the subject may be. But itis a most im- 
portant matter. Itis said we can safely trust Europe on that ques- 
tion, and that we can trust our delegates. I donot think so. It is 
too important a trust, because Europe is differently situated from 
what she was ten yearsago. England has already fixed a ratio, sub- 
stantially, between gold and silver for India, taking the commercial 
price of the bullion of the two metals at a fixed time and trying to 
maintain it at that rate. Germany was one of the leaders; she fol- 
lowed us immediately within a few months in demonetizing silver. 
Germany has a very small amount of silver. She can readily use it 
for subsidiary coin, and she would be very likely to be willing to 
agree to fix almost any ratio, because she is not a silver-producing 
country. She isa creditor nation, and it would make very little dif- 
ference to her. France is the only country that could be relied upon. 
France is very differently situated from what she was a few years ago. 
She has been accumulating gold very rapidly, about $100,000,000 in 
the last twelve months. Besides, at the conference held at Paris in 
1865 there was an agreement to dissolve the Latin Union after five 
years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to submit to the Senator from Nevada 
that the amendment he speaks about is not pending. 

Mr. STEWART. It is my intention to enter a motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. HOAR. 
in the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of the amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state my reasons. I enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the amendment. 
I can not leave the floor now on this important matter. 

I was stating how France was situated as to the accumulation of 
gold. The monetary conference of the Latin Union, held in August, 
1865, agreed to the dissolution of the union after five years. Butit 
was also provided that that dissolution should not take place with- 
out one year’s notice on the part of any one of the contracting 
powers. It was further agreed that upon such notice and such dis- 
solution each of the contracting powers should redeem in coin, at 
the ratio of 154 to 1 (which would be about $1.32 in gold per ounce 
of silver), all of its coin which any of the other countries had. At 
that time France had about $100,000,000 of the money of the other 
contracting powers—Switzerland, Italy, Greece, and Belgium. 
How much she has now I do not know, but she can give the notice 
and require the other contracting powers, which will not figure 
prominently in the conference, to redeem in gold the coin she holds, 
and thereby reduce her silver holding very much. It is barely pos- 
sible, and I fear probable, that France will consent to any ratio. 


Why does the Senator from Nevada not take it up 
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The conditions have changed. England has a fixed ratio on the 
commercial basis of about a year and a half ago in India, and Ger- 


many can do it without any inconvenience. It is possible now for 
France to do it. As all those nations are creditor nations, if they 
do anything for silver at all, which I do not believe they will, they 
will most certainly fix a ratio which will practically destroy silver. 
Fixing a ratio at the present commercial value would wipe out over 
$2,000,000,000 of the existing coin of the world, keep prices where 
they are, and keep the mines closed. I do not want to take any 
chance of that kind. People say it will not happen, but now is the 
time to guard against it. If the amendment be reconsidered, I wish 
to offer the amendment to come in after this clause: 

If at any time there shall be-any vacancy, such vacancy shall be filled by the 
President of the United States. 

I wish to place another sentence in there as follows: 

But such delegates shall not agree to any ratio of more than 16 parts of silver 
to 1 like part of gold. 

It has been said that the European nations having a ratio of 154 
to 1, as a general thing, and India 15 to 1, we are entirely safe in dis- 
cussing the question of ratio; but now I do not believe we are. I 
am aware of the fact, also, that we would have to legislate to carry 
out any such agreement, but an agreement fixing almost any kind 
of ratio would be regarded by the people of the United States as 
binding. 

At all events, it would be so argued; and I am opposed to taking 
any chance on that score, particularly as Iam thoroughly of the 
opinion, after full thought and investigation, that independent 
bimetallism by the United States is much better than international 
bimetallism on any terms. I havenodoubtofit. If our mints were 
epen to free coinage there is not the shadow of a doubt but that 
Baws would be compelied to open her mints. It would give us 
such an advantage over Europe that she could not maintain her 
financial supremacy alone. It would ruin her commerce, and it 
would give us the strongest financial position in the world. 

Now, it is said that “‘you have gold obligations to pay; with 
what do you pay them?” They are paid with commodities, and 

ou can buy as much gold with commodities, if you were on asilver 
a as you could on a gold basis. You can buy more, because if 
our gold goes it will make gold more plentiful in Europe; it will 
raise the gold price of your commodities, and you ean produce 
vastly more commodities if you have money with which to produce 
them. If you stop falling prices in this country and set industry to 
work, your production willincreaseenormously. No silver-standard 
country hassuffered on accountof the difference in exchange. India 
would have broken England, as they said, if they had not stopped 
free coinage there. 

Her increase of manufactures and her increase of trade and the 
inerease of production made her able to pay $80,000,000 in gold 
until they suspended coinage. Now she is borrowing money and 
issuing bonds, as we are, to buy gold. She can not produce com- 
modities enough for that purpose. The Argentine Republic is send- 
ing her wheat throughout the world, and there was a discussion here 
about preventing it from coming here because she produces the 
wheat with cheapmoney. In conversation with an Argentine finan- 
cier the other day he remarked that “it does not cost us any more 
to buy gold than it costs you, and we can produce the commodities 
with which to buy cheaper than you can.” 

Mexico is prospering as that country never did before, and if the 
United States should open our mints it would revive industries 
here, relieve us from our burdens, make us independent of all the 
world. It would operate err e: as a bounty on exports and a 
tax on imports, and it would build up this country. If you want 
prosperity, do this alone, I do not wish to see anything done which 
will intimate that we will not do it alone. If a commission must 
be sent over there, do not give it = to make an agreement which 
shall forever prevent us from independent action. Such an agree- 
ment will be held everywhere as binding, and all the gold press 
would say it was binding and that it would be bad faith to violate it. 

I do not desire to reflect upon the President or Con in their 
disposition to send the right kind of delegates, but the views of the 
President are well understood. They are monometallic. The views 
of a majority of this Congress were expressed during the extra ses- 
sion. It indorsed the act of 1873, and by legislation put us on the 
gold standard. It has not yet been able to entirely destroy our sil- 
ver coin, but there are propositions in both Houses of Congress to 
destroy that and to contract the currency and produce more distress 
in the country. 

I can not cousent to the selection of delegates by a President 
whose views are monometallic, who is a gold monometallist, and 
by a Congress which struck down silver, and would not give us any 
amendment or any relief—absolute repeal or nothing. When I 
reflect that the present Con has recorded itself as a gold mono- 
metallic Congress, and that the President has taken that view, it 
seems very likely that the majority of the delegates will be gold 
monometallists or goid advocates. They being gold advocates and 
dealing with creditor nations, who can very well arrange to destroy 
silver by fixing the ratio, lam unable and I shall not consent, as 
long as I can resist the vesting of power in our delegates, to make 


such an agreement. I hope the amendment will be reconsidered 
by common consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it is with a great deal of em- 
barrassment that I take up even a moment of the time of the Sen- 
ate at this hour, and I shall endeavor in the few wordsI shall say to 
be extremely brief and to speak with that moderation which I think 
is due on the part of a Senator from one of the silver States to a 
Senator from another silver State who has fought shoulder to 
— with him for the six years, at least, that I have been in the 

enate. 

I am utterly surprised at the position taken by the Senator 
from Nevada. The evident purpose of his motion is, of course, to 
defeat entirely the proposition for our proper representation at an 
international conference. I need only remind the Senate that the 
President could, without any legislation whatever, appoint, of his 
own motion, as many delegates to an international conference as he 
chose to appoint. The advantage which we considered would come 
of this legislation was that the number to be appointed by the 
President should be three; that the Senate itself should name 
three, and that the House of Representatives should name three; 
that we should endow them with proper authority, and that we 
should clothe our Government with suflicient funds to represent us 
reputably at any international conference to be held in any of the 
capitals of Europe. 

Mr. President, there can come nothing but good out of this inter- 
national conference if it shall be held, whatever may be its outcome. 
The Senator from Nevada refers to the fact that the action of the 
delegates may be final. These delegates can only act in an advi- 
sory capacity. Whatever they do will be reported to Congress, 
where their action will be ratified or disapproved. To send the 
delegates whom we will appoint to Europe hampered by needless 
instructions is an insult to them and an insult to the intelligence of 
the nations of Europe. 

The Senator from Nevada seems to be unwilling that any other 
country should share in the benefit of bimetallism. He says that 
independent bimetallism by the United States is infinitely better 
than international bimetallism. The result of my studies, limited, 
it is true, and necessarily superficial (for the study is one of a life- 
time), is that the suffering and poverty all over the world have been 
caused by the abandonment of silver and the appreciating value of 
gold. If by any act of mine I could bring all over the world some 
amelioration of existing conditions I should feel that I had played 
an honorable part in the legislation of my own country; and as a 
citizen of a Christian nation I should be unwilling to shut out from 
view the nations of the Old World. 

The Senator from Nevada tells us that an international conference 
is ascheme of the gold bugs, as he termsthem. Why, Mr. President, 
does he forget that, under the most unfavorable circumstances, all 
through these years the bimetallist party of England, with both the 
great parties against it, has been struggling year after year to make 
its converts; that in the heart of the great creditor nation of the 
world where every instinct of every man who has a dollar due him 
is to oppose silver, these men have, unaided, fought a gallant fight 
with such glorious outcome that the other day in the House of Com- 
mons the leader of the party in power did not dare to oppose a mo- 
tion made by a member in behalf of bimetallism? Rather than con- 
test it in the House of Commons he yielded his opposition, and, declin- 
ing to permit the vote to be taken, abandoned the position which 
for years the Liberal party has held, and virtually announced that 
the English Government would share in any international confer- 
ence which might be called upon the question of bimetallism. 

So in Germany, where the owners of land have gradually seen 
their land grow less in vaiue; against the Government, against the 
ate banking houses of Berlin and the other German centers, the 

imetallists have steadily, year by year, fought theirfight, until in 
spite of the opposition of the Government, the Socialists, and the 
Radicals, they have forced the Reichstag to agree practically to the 
calling of an internaticnal conference. 

The Senator from Nevada refers to the Republic of France, as if 
that country might not favor international bimetallism! Fortu- 
nately I have just received an accurate statement of what took 
place in the French Assembly the other day upon an interpellation 
on this very subject; and with the permission of the Senate I will 
read it, for it is vital to the great questions which are now at stake. 
I read from the Manchester Guardian of February 12: 


THE FRENCH GOVERNMENT AND BIMETALLISM. 


We have now received the full text of the recent important speech by M. Ribot, 
the French sme and minister of finance, in the Chamber of Deputies, on the 
question of international bimetallism. The incident occurred during the diseus- 
sion of the estimates for the department of agriculture, which afford M. Fougei- 
rol, a deputy from the Ardeche, an opportunity of calling attention to the relation 
between the general depression of agriculture and the fall in the gold price of 
silver in consequence of its international demonetization. 

M. — pointed out that the a 

- ard countries, and urged that it was due to the fact that, with modern 


Fo icultural depression was common to all 
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tend 
wheat at the same price in silver as formerly, his costs of production neapee 
in that metal, while, owing to the appreciation of gold and the divergence im the 
values of gold and silver, the producer in the gold-standard country must aceept 
half the price formerly received, the silver quotation fixing the price in all mar- 
kets. . Fougeirol urged that the Government should not lose sight of the 
importance of the question, and added that he desired also to call public attention 
to it. M. Ribot replied as follows: 


This is the utterance of the French minister of finance: 


I can not at this hour discuss fully so very grave and very —— a question, 
concerning which I have recently had many conversations with my honorable 
friend, M. Fougeirol. I agree with him that the abandonment of the mintage of 
silver, the responsibility ter which was incurred in 1873 by the German Govern- 
ment, has proved extremely disastrous; but we can not attribute the agricultural 
crisis in all its length amd breadth solely to the suspension of the free coinage of 
silver. During the past twenty years there have been many causes which have 
contributed to lower the prices of all wholesale commodities, and especially those 
of agriculturai produce. 

But to me it is evident that the abandonment of bimetallism, coinciding with 
these general causes, has precipitated the crisis, and has given it a far more grave 
character than it would otherwise have had. Ihave no doubt at all on this point, 
and I entirely agree with M. Fougeirol, who has studied the question with a zeal 
which I admire, and has made himself an expert with reference to it. I can not 
immediately bring about the solution. M. Fougeirol is too well acquainted with 
the problem not to know that the remedy is beyond the power of any one country. 
He has just said that it is not France alone that suffers in consequence of the 
demonetization of silver; he is quite correct, and wecan not solve the question 
except by means of an understanding with the other great nations, [A voice: 
“ You can take the initiative.’’] 

If we attempt to settle it alone we shall have to pay all the cost of the solution. 
M. Fougeirol might have told you that, in the countries which have hitherto been 
most attached to the monometallic system, and notably in England, a current of 
opinion in favor of a serious attempt to find a remedy for the existing crisis is 
being developed, and the action of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce, for 
instance, in abandoning the theory of monometallism and demanding that by 
some means the monetary value of silver shall be restored is a very considerable 
event. 

We may differ in opinion as to the precise methods to be employed, but I believe 
that in England and in Germany there is a genuine movement in favor of the re- 
sumption of the coinage of silver. I cannot say at what moment this progress 
will be sufficiently decisive to finally overpower the resisting forces, which are 

reat. In sucha position, what should be the attitude of the French Government? 

Ve were summoned in 1892 toa conference at Brussels which, unfortunately, has 
been without result, and has been adjourned indefinitely. Although I have been 
minister of finance for but a few days, I have already discussed this question with 
my colleague, the minister for foreign affairs. We are completely in accord. 

Although I believe that France can not alone settle the question, I am of opin- 
ion that she ought not to restrict herself to an attitude of indifference in waiting. 
She ought to indicate ina marked manner that she desires to hasten the solution; 
she onght to assume an attitude which will encourage the movement of public 
opinion in neighbering countries. This is the policy which the minister for 
foreign affairs will adopt, and which I have adopted. I hope that I have satisfac- 
torily answered the question which has been put me. [Loud applause.]} 


So, Mr. President, does this great question press forward. In 
England success is almost at hand. In Germany success is prac- 
tically reached. In France there is hearty cooperation. This move- 
ment has been brought about not by our enemies, but by our friends; 
by earnest men who have the solemn conviction that prosperity and 
civilization can only be advanced by a return to the double stand- 
ard. We in this country, certainly in my section, believe that 
America can alone maintain the double standard. But for that 
reason shall we reject advances of other countries? 

Mr. President, in the six years I have been in the Senate, I have 
seen wandering about these corridors day after day and week after 
week the same hungry faces of lean men with claims pending be- 
fore Congress. I am told some of them have been here thirty years 
and more, seeking some payment or restitution by Congress of some- 
thing they have lost. So day after day they haunt these chambers, 
and they plot and plan and dream. If they met success and Con- 
gress should give them what they seek, they would die. So I fear 
it is true with some of the advocates of bimetallism. They have 
preached their gospel, their true gospel of salvation, solong, that if 
the people of the world became converted their occupation would 
be gone und they would have to close up shop. 

I am for bimetallism not because I want to fight; I am for bimet- 
allism—and I am for waging an unceasing fight for its accomplish- 
ment—because I believe that out of the contest we can bring success. 
And for that reason, Mr. President, I stand for the amendment as it 
is. We are for American bimetallism, with or without international 
agreement, but if we fail to grasp the extended hand of other 
countries when it reaches out to meet ours, we will deserve and re- 
ceive the eternal odium which should attach to us for having failed 
to embrace the greatest opportunity that has been since silver was 
stricken down. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the occu- 
pants of the galleries that demonstrations are out of order and 
against the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iask unanimous consent to have appended to 
my remarks the newspaper extract which I send to the desk. 


WILL SHOW GREAT 


say, wheat throughout the world. This being the case, M. Fougeirol con- 
on that the producer in the silver-standard country is enabled to sell his 


BIMETALLISM IN ENGLAND.—THE NEXT GENERAL ELECTION 
CHANGES. 


The Saturday Review of February 2 contains the following caustic letter from 
Mr. W. H. Grenfell, an ex-governor of the Bank of England: 


“ Lonpon, February, 1895. 


“Sm: The late by-elections have been remarkable for two things—for_Govern- 
ment defeats and for bimetallic successes. Since the election at South Hackney, 
when Mr. Fletcher Moreton’s return to the House of Commons added another op- 
ponent to the theory of gold monometallism, success has followed success in the bi- 
metallic cause. Birkenhead hasreturneda vice-president of the bimetallic leagues; 
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Forfar has returned a strong bimetallist, and the successful candidates both at 
Drigg and Evesham gave satisfactory answers to the questions which were put 
to them on the currenc question. 

“If the example set . the by-elections is followed at the general election the 
next House of Commons will monotonously bimetallic. hose who oppose a 
return to the ancient monetary system of the world, which lasted till the year 
1873, will have to bestir themselves. Mr. Crump, if he has not been swept away 
and drowned by ‘‘ the bursting of the gold dam,” will have again to prove to his 
own and other people's satisfaction that in these days of increasing trade and pop- 
ulation one metal ean successfully perform the work which has from time imme- 
morial been performed by two. Lord Fairer must paint again in glowing colors 
the benefits which will follow the adoption of a single gold standard by the world, 
for those who have debts and obligations to meet, and Mr. Shaw Lefebre must 
demonstrate again the blessings of a general fall in prices to wage earners, whe 
in agriculture and many other industries find it increasingly dificult to earn any 
wages at all. 2 

“The bimetallic successes are not uniikely to be continued. The United Tex 
tile Factory Workers’ Association, of Lancashire, Cheshire. Yorkshire, and Der- 
byshire has voted £500 to the Bimetallic League. They are naturally not 
much elated by the action of the great free-trade Liberal Government in putting on 
import duties in India against the products of their labor, and they regard the 
excise duties as little better than an imposture for the purpose of making matters 
even for them. Lancashire has fought fer free trade before; Lancashire ander 
stands that free trade with the silver-using East without the par of exchange is 
impossible, and Lancashire may fight for free trade again. 

“ The agricultural voter, teo, is not so delighted with the low price of products 
as some would make out. There has been a loss of some 47,000,000 pounds a year 
to the landed interests owing to the fall in prices, and he is beginning to under. 
stand that this fallin prices means to him Sew wages or none at all, and thai 
it will eventually drive him from the land on which he has lived into the already 
overcrowded towns. 

‘* Many of oar other great productive industries are not in mach better plight. 
Mr. S. Smith, M. P., some years ago, stated that he doubted whether if the land 
and industrial business of the country could be sold at their present market 
price, they would pay the debts, charges, mortgages and debentures upon them, 
and with falling a tha the difficulty of paying the interest on these charges 
becomes greater ever year. 

“ These causes make discontent, and discontent is generally hostile to the exist- 





ing government. So there is some reason to hope that the authors of the failure 
of the last international monetary conference, who are directly responsible, not 


withstanding the solemn warning given by Mr. Alfred Rothschild at that confer- 
ence for the financial troubles in Australia, in the United States of Amer ca, and 
the disastrous experiment in India; the advocates of ‘a gold standard with or 
without a gold currency,’ the best receipts for panics and bankruptcy; the sup- 
porters of a monetar licy, which besides ruining one of the greatest 
tries in England is robbing some 250,000,000 of our Indian fellow-subj 
than £8,000,000 a year, will meet at the hands of a disgusted ele« 
reward which they have so abundantly deserved. 
‘* Yours, truly, W. H. GRENYERL.” 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I was glad of the reading of 
that debate in the Legislative Assembly of France. It stated the 
truth, that the gold-standard countries were at a disadvantage 
with the silver-standard countries, and pointed out that the silver- 
standard countries produced with their own money and could 
produce cheaper; that they sold in the gold-standard countries in 
competition with those producing on the gold basis, and that the 
gold-standard countries could not endure it. We need not go to 
Europe to remonetize silver. It can be done in these Halls, in this 
Capitol, and be done rightly. Other nations can not withstand it if 
we will throw our influence with the silver-standard « 
The advantage pointed out in that debate, and the advantage that 
every man who has studied it knows exists, would bring them to us. 


das 
cts of more 
torate that 


intries, 


If we are to have a conference let us have safeguards. I know of 
the sufferings in Europe. I have read from eminent bimetallists 
descriptions of the distress that prevails there. It is quite as great 
as the distress which prevails here. But whom is it proposed we 


shall treat with? Are we to go and treat with those who are suifer- 
ing or with those who are reaping gains from the sufferings of 


others? Great Britain will not change her policy as to Great 
sritain. Those who advocated the resolution stated on the floor 
of Parliament that they could do something in India, and conld 


encourage bimetallism there without endangering the gold standard 





of England. No man in that debate proposed to interfere with the 
gold standard of England. 

As to Germany, it is true there was a majority of their legislative 
body; but their commercial bodies have passed resolutions against 
the movement, and there is an apprehension that no delegates would 
be appointed. Butif they are appointed, who will appoint them? 
They will be appointed by the Imperial Government, by the Emperor, 


and who knows that he has any sympathy with the movement? 

If we go to this proposed conference we go to it with monometal- 
lists. There will be some bimetallists there, but that convention 
will be packed, as all preceding conventions have been. There is 
no difference. We have lost and we have gained nothing 
international conferences. 


DY « 


The first international conference at which we appeared was in 
1867, at Paris, where our delegate joined England to induce other 
nations to pass a resolution in favor of gold monometallism. The 


distinguished chairman of the Finance Committee of this body at 
the time, Mr. SHERMAN, wrote a letter recommending such a course, 
and in pursuance of what was inaugurated there we have come to 
the distressed condition which now exists. 

The present Executive has made some appointments. He ap- 
pointed on his own account a representative to Europe upon this 
very subject in 1885. Whom did he appoint? Mr. Edward Atkin 
son, who before and since has, in season and out of season, advo- 
eated gold monometallism. He is the leader of it. He went th 
to teach the people that the people of the United States would 
adhere to gold monometallism. The Executive then sent Mauton 
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Marble, who had been very strongly inclined in the same direction, 
and every man he sent was of that description. 

Then you may expect to have Edward Atkinson there, or three 
men of that stamp, if this amendment passes. Shall we take the 
chances of being represented among the creditor nations, not among 
the silver nations, by such men, and be thus misrepresented? I be- 
lieve this conference will terminate, as all others have terminated, 
to our disadvantage. We have been begging for conferences con- 
stantly. It seems to me this action is premature. If the President 
appoints under existing laws we shall not be committed -by Con- 
gressional action to a ratio which will destroy us. He has no au- 
thority under any existing law to bind the United States to any 
scheme which will destroy silver. Butif Congress says its delegates 
may make an agreement as to the ratio we are lost. Then all the 
pressure that we saw brought at the extra session will be brought 
upon Congress tc maintain the sacredness of the agreement to which 
Congress sent its delegates. , 

I sympathize with the people of Europe and of all the world as 
much as the Senator from Colorado, but I do not sympathize with 
any proposed trade with their oppressors. I sympathize, first, with 
the people of the United States. ‘They are suffering burdens too 
grievous to bear by the intrigue of parties who will control the 
conference, It seems to me that this is trifling with their sacred 
rights, when we say that we will again and again dicker and trade 
with our creditors and ask of them to rebate their exactions which 
they have never done. This tome is ruin. Whatever others may 
do, as for me I shall protest against this disadvantageous scheme of 
international bimetalliem, where it is all against us and nothing 
forus. We cannot hope for anything but to have the chains riveted 
upon us more and mvure. It is international bimetallism that has 
ruined us. Itis international bimetallism or international monetary 
systems which are impoverishing us and enriching the creditors of 
the Old World. 

Shall we go toGermany, which is emphatically a creditor nation, 
and allow them to come there with their delegate, who will go in 
with the same scheme which is now being worked out? We know 
what itis. Weknow what England did for India. She fixed the 
relative value of exchange according to the market price of the 
two metals. She will maintain it. There is nothing in Europe to 
prevent it. Germany will do it. Germany is a nonproducer of sil- 
ver, with no silver that she does not need for subsidiary coin. 
France alone will not save us. In the debate that has been read 
the talk was of some scheme to use silver, but no suggestion was 
made as to what scheme or how it could be done. We know very 
well, we ought to know, that any agreement in which Germany 
and England concur will be the practical end of silver. 

I hope the amendment will be reconsidered in order that I may 
offer an amendment toit which will prevent harm. I donot believe 
the scheme can do any good; it is all harm; but I want something 
in the amendment that will prevent such an agreement as will be 
urged as binding on us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The conference could not make any agree- 
ment that will be binding. It is impossible. 

Mr. STEWART, But, ah, after it is made—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has to be carried out by Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. You have the President and the next House. 
Do you believe this body can withstand that influence? It has 
been tried once before and found wanting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make a bit of difference what the 
agreement is. Ought not the Senator look at the fact that there is a 
law already authorizing the appointment of commissioners by the 
President? Is that preferable to thisamendment? Thatis the only 
question there is. Isay to the Senator there is a law already author- 
izing the President to appoint acommission. The lawis in force now. 
It will continue in foree. If the President wants to do so he will 
appoint a commission of his owa choosing and we shall have no dis- 
cretion aboutit. Is that preferable to this amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. Decidedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think so. 

Mr. STEWART. Decidedly. Ifthe President does it, it will be 
on his responsibility, without a special law of Congress authorizing 
the fixing of the ratio, and the President alone has not the same 
influence in the country to enforce such an agreement as Congress 
and the President would have. If the amendment is agreed to the 
aot will be that Congress is committed. But what I object to is 

aving Congress, by implication or in any other way, by direct 
agreement or otherwise, committed to changing the ratio so as to 
put more silver in a doliar than 16 to 1. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Nevada permit mea moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to offer a little formal amendment that I 
should like to have adopted before we commence voting on the bill? 
It will take but a moment to do it. 

Mr. STEWART. I will let the vote be taken on this question by 
yeas and nays, and then I will determine what my course will be. 
ask for the yeas and nays on my motion to reconsider. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the yeas and nays be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr, Stewart] 





to reconsider the vote by which the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTr] was agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRpIe]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mv. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce, and 
for the day, my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD}. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. He informs 
me, however, that if he were present he would vote “nay.” I will 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when Mr, Powrr’s name was called), The Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. PowEr] has been unexpectedly called from 
the Chamber. He desired me to announce that if he were present 
he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Suoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. I am paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. HaNsBRouGH]. I should vote “nay” if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 52; as follows: 


YEAS—-9. 
Allen, Cockrell, Martin, Pugh, 
me Kyle, Peffer, Stewart. 

ail, 

NAYS—82. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hunton, Platt, 
Allison, Faulkner, Jones of Ark. Proctor, 
Bate, arte Lindsay, uay, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, one ansom, 
Brice, George, McMillan, Sherman, 
Burrows, Gibson, Manderson, Squire, 
Butler, Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. Vest, 
Carey, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Washburn. 

rk, ill, Murphy, Wilson of Wash. 

Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Wolcott. 


NOT VOTING—27. 


Berry, Gordon, Mitchell of Oreg. Shoup, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Palmer, Smith, 

Coke, Higgins, Pasco, Vilas, 

Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Walsh, 

Dixon, Jones of Ney. Power, White, 

Dolph, McLaurin, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dubois, McPherson, Roach, 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment to the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “contract,” in line 1, on page 
129, it is proposed to insert: 

And including $1,000 additional salary for compensation for the foreman of 
printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. In line 25, on page 33, I move to strike out the 
word “five” and insert ‘‘ six.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcrRETARY. In line 25, on page 33, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “five” and insert “‘six,” so as 
to read: 

Salaries Coast and Geodetic Survey: For Superintendent, $6,000. 


Mr. HUNTON. This amendment affects the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and I beg to call the attention of 
the Senate to it for a moment. 

The Coast and Geodetic Survey was established in 1853, and when 
it was established the Superintendent was allowed a salary of 
$6,000, and for all the period from 1853, down to the present time, 
the salary of the Superintendent has been $6,000, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury in his estimates of appropriations for this year has 
asked for $6,000 to pay the Superintendent of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey. 

The present head of that office is a very accomplished gentleman, 
an engineer of very high standing, and a gentleman of the highest 
character, and I can not for the life of me see why the salary of 
that officer should be cut down in the face of all these facts and in 
the face of the request of the Secretary of the Treasury that he be 
paid the sum of $6,000. ' 

This is quite an important office, Mr. President. In addition to 
the conduct of a bureau which has grown immensely since it was 
established, and the salary put at $6,000, the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey has many other duties to perform, for 
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which he receives no compensation additional to that which he 


receives as Superintendent. He is Commissioner of Weights and 
Measures; he is civilian member of the Light-House Board; he is 
commissioner on the northeastern boundary to determine the line 
between Maine and New Brunswick; he is commissioner on the 
northwestern boundary to determine the line between Alaska and 
British Columbia, and he is chairman of the board to determine the 
opening of the harbors on the Atlantic coast, All these duties per- 
tain to that office, in addition to the regular and specified duties of 
the office of Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

I know the fact that the present Superintendent of that office in 
the last six weeks has spent two weeks in the State of Georgia, 
superintending the opening of the harbor of Brunswick, in that 
State. So the duties of the office are not only onerous, but are of 
the highest character, and I submit that it would not be right to 
make this reduction in face of the fact that all of his predecessors, 

. from 1853 down to the present time, have received $6,000; and it 
would look like a slap at the present incumbent to say that he was 
not worth as much as his predecessors. 

Mr. HOAR. I heard imperfectly what the Senator from Virginia 
said, but I thought he stated that all these other positions are held 
ex officio by the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir; by statute. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not know that. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am so informed by the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and I feel sure he would not mislead me. 

Mr. HOAR. My impression—I am not going to put my recollec- 
tion, without a reference to the statute, against the information ofthe 
Senator from Virginia, still less against his assertion; but I think 
I could be quite sure were it not for that statement that the addi- 
tional offices referred to have been merely accidental, and that he 
was appointed to them—I say, without wishing to be too positive, 
that my impression is that some of the Superintendents of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey have not held those additional offices at all, 
and that the late Superintendent held his office as a member of the 
Light-House Board certainly long after he resigned the former office 
or was removed by the President; and that is one of the violations 
of the civil service reform principles which are to be imputed to 
this Administration, if any are; and also I must be certain that the 
office of commissioner on these boards is a separate one. 

Mr. HUNTON. In reply to the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
beg to say that I called upon the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey to give me an outline of his duties, and in reply 
to that request he writes the letter from which I have read, signed 
by himself, and I take it for granted that that gentleman, whom I 
undertake to indorse here as a gentleman of the highest character, 
would not give me a statement of duties that he had to perform 
which do not belong to the office of Superintendent of that Survey. 
That is the only authority I have for my statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

My. HUNTON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Ths yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa. I am paired with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. GorpDON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. PowEr], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 38; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
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I am paired with the | 


YEAS~9. 
Allen, Daniel, Gibson, Morgan, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Hunton, Pugh. 
Butler, 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Stewart, 
Allison, George, Mantle, Teller, 
Bate, Hale, Martin, Turpie, 
ea Harris, Mitchell of Wis. Vest, 
Blackburn, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Call, oar, Perkins, Washburn, 
Carey, Jones of Ark. Platt, Wilson of Wash. 
Chandler, Kyle, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Lodge, uay, 
Cullom, McMillan, uire, 

NOT VOTING—4L. 

Brice, Frye, McPherson, Roach, 
Burrows, Gordon, Mills, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. Shoup, 
Camden, ray, Morrill, Smith, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vilas, 
Clark, Higgins, mer, Walsh, 
Coke, Hill, Pasco, White, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dixon, Jones of Nev. Power, 
Dolph, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Dubois, McLaurin, m, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. QUAY. Ihave two amendments which I desire to move to 
the bill, and I will say that, as I understand, they are unobjection- 
able to the committee. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 50, after line 3, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to insert : 

And it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Fisheries to make « special 
investigation as to the extermination of migratory fishes on the Indian River of 
Florida. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say, in explanation of the amendment, that 
the Indian River, in my belief, is the spawning ground of the 
migratory fish, which appear at regular intervals during the sum- 
mer along the north Atlantic coast, and owing to the seining, which 
the State of Florida has vainly endeavored to preventin the differ- 
ent inlets communicating with the sea, they are gradually being 
destroyed, and they have almost entirely disappeared on the coast 
of New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I now offer the other amendment to which I referred, 
to come in on page 4, after line 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, after line 21, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For public building at Pottsville, Pa.: For purpose of acquiring a suitable site, 
by purchase or otherwise, and to commence the construction of the public build- 
ing provided by law at Pottsville, Pa., $30,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to contract for the completion of said building at a cost not to 
exceed $60,000. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let meask the Senator, is there any law author- 
izing the construction of that building? 

Mr. QUAY. A law was passed afew days ago, and passed finally 
in this body when the bills for the public building at Newport and 
the public building at Cumberland were passed, which were pro- 
vided for on this bill yesterday. This is the same appropriation 
that was made for those public buildings. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the limit of cost? 

Mr. QUAY. Sixty thousand dollars is the limit of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggest that we have never gone over a third, 
and we have very seldom gone that far, and that we should only 
appropriate $20,000 for the first year. 

Mr. QUAY. I accept the suggestion of the Senator, and modify 
the amendment by inserting $20,000, instead of $30,000, as the ap- 
propriation for this year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 79, after line 21, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For an investigation of the coal and gold resources of Alaska, $5,000. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to say a very few words on this subject. 

What little is known of the geological history of Alaska as re- 
gards the mountain system, which forms part of the continuous 
mountain chain of the west coast of our continent, points to a con- 
siderable analogy with that of the western slope of the Sierra Ne- 
vada in California, so well known as a great gold-producing region. 

It is a well-known fact that the geological conditions vary very 
much in all the different gold-producing regions of the wor!d, and 
a want of knowledge of these peculiarities is the cause of many 
failures of mining enterprises, a great waste of capital, and, often 
absolute ruin to the pioneers who undertake the development of the 
mineral veins without previous knowledge of their geological pe- 
culiarities. 

It appears to me that it is one of the most prominent functions of 
the United States Geological Survey to make the preliminary inves- 
tigations, and thus give miners and capitalists some surer basis to 
work on. 

It has been proved that Alaska is rich in mineral resources, and 
by the efforts of the hardy and adventurous miners who have had 
the courage to make the pioneer efforts to develop those resources, 
the output of gold is steadily increasing. In 1880 the amount of 
gold recorded as produced in Alaska was $5,951, in 1892 it was 
$1,000,000, and the amount is steadily increasing. 

There is a certainty, also, that the actual amount of gold produced 
is much larger than is shown in the official reports, as there are a 
large number of individual miners who carry away and sell the 
gold they obtain. Itis therefore a certainty that the actual amount 
extracted is very much larger than indicated by the figures I have 
quoted. 

Dr. Day, the expert of the Geological Bureau, prepared a careful 
work entitled Mineral Resources of the United States, being the 
edition of 1887, in which he gives the statistical matter relative to 
gold and other minerals in Alaska. I shall ask to have inserted in 
my remarks the list which appears in this volume. [ shall not take 
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the time to read it at present. The list will be found on pages 695 
apd 696 of the volume to which I have referred. 
By unanimous consent the matter was ordered to be inserted in 
the Rrecorp as follows: 
ALASKA—MINED. 











nae? al | Common name. Remarks. 
Argentite .....| Silver glance ......-. Glacier Bay, in dolomitic limestone. 
serthierite..... | Sulphide of anti- | Glacier Bay, associated with silver and 
| mony and iron. gold. 
Coal, var. lig- | Lignite ............. Cape Lisburne, Arctic coast, occasionally 
nite. utilized by whalers and United States 
revenue vessels. 
Galenite....... Galena, sulphide of | Juneau, associated with pyrite and mined 
| lead. for gold and silver; Golovin Bay; aurif- 
erous. 
Garnet .......- Garnds .n.ccocss-owas Large crystals of iron garnet obtained by 
natives at Wrangel. 
GIGy bn vvudecdt ¢ SAR. Junean, Douglas Island, Silver Bow Basin, 


Sitka, Yakutsk, Berner’s Bay, and nu- 
merous placers on tributaries of the Yu- 
kon. The Alaska gold fields contain 
free gold in quartz veins and irregular 
lodes, auriferous sulphurets, and shallow 




















placers. 
Petite ..csncoce Pyrites, iron sul- | Auriferous, at Douglas Island, mined for 
huret. | _ gold. 
Silver, native .. ire silver......... | Glacier Bay, associated with native copper. 
Sphalerite ..... Blende, black jack ..| Juneau, mined for gold and silver. 
Tetrahedrite ..; Gray copper......-. | Glacier Bay, mined for silver and gold. 
' | 
ALASKA—NOT MINED. 
Asbestus ...... Asbestus ........... Reported in several localities. 
Calcite ........ | Limestone .........- Near Sitka, Kielisnoo, Glacier Bay, and 
| _ elsewhere. 
Copper .....-.. | Native copper ...... | In small quantities, Glacier Bay; also at 
| | headwaters of Copper River. 
Chalcopyrite ..| Copper pyrites...... | Islands of Alexander Archipelago. 
Coal, bitumi- | Coal. tinnweneesowanh | Reported at several places; more properly 
nous. lignite (?). 
Ga nc sttiesevrin 1 OEE vce nanbiceonesind Many unworked placers, especially on the 
| Yukon and along the coast. 
Galenite ....... oon sulphide of | Several unworked claims. 
ead. | 
Graphite .....- | Prmnpees, black | _— Port Clarence, Glacier Bay, Golovin 
ead. ay. 
Lignite........ 1 BAMRII os cccccccsse | Coast of Arctic Ocean, near Cook Inlet, 
Admiralty and Kuiu islands, Woody 
Island, on Kobuck River and tributaries 
} of the Yukon. 
Muscovite ..... 1 MAAR. innavsertive sees | Reported in considerable quantities at va- 
| _ rious points. 
SPI... .ccncxs Pyrites, iron sul- | Near Sitkaand at many other points; often 
huret. | auriferous. 

GIVE ccs <snedsmetiies. | Silver ores, mainly with base sulphurets, 
at various points, not worked but 
thought to be available. 

Dr. Day states that— 


There is plenty of gold in Alaska, and that a great deal of money could be made 
there if some company would undertake to furnish transportation facilities for 
reaching the mines. The Treadwell mine, which is the only great capitalized 
mineral property in ka, is one of the most profitable in the world, but that is 
due not so much to the richness of the ore as to the practical business ability and 
economy shown in its management. 

“There are hurdreds of mines in this country,” said Dr. Day, ‘‘ with much 
richer deposits than are found on the Treadwell property that do not pay at all, 
while that yields big dividends. It is simply a matter of prudent and able man- 
agement. ‘The same can be said of the Homestake mine at Deadwood, which is 
very similar in the character of its ore and in its methods of management. 

‘On the Yukon River and its branches and feeders there is plenty of placer 

ld, and the further you go up the better it gets, but there is no way to reach 
that country except by crossing the mountains on foot from Sitka or by going up 
the Yukon River in the spring, when it is clear of icc. A little steamer com- 
mences running every year about April, and makes regular trips for the benefit 
of tourists and miners until the water freezes up in the fall; but owing to the 
rapids it is able to go but a comparatively short distance, and then the miners 
have to get canoes, dugouts, and other boats, and make the rest of the distance 
the best way they can. 

‘The current is swift, the journey is slow, and attended with great danger. The 
miners carry supplies for the entire season, and if they happen to meet with an 
accident they are entirely dependent upon the generosity ef others. They go up 
as early as they can in the spring and stay as late as they can in the fall, but they 
searcely ever get more than six months’ work out of the year. They make good 
‘wages as arule, but there is a great deal of luck about it, and most of the work 
is done with no other facilities than a pick anda pan. Occasionally some capi- 
talist brings in a cradle, and his name is celebrated for enterprise all through the 
camp. 

‘The winter is terribly cold and long and dreary, and unless a man is very well 
housed and has plenty of provisions he would not do well to remain in thecamp after 
snow flies. Two or three years ago an Englishman wiutered way up the Yukon, 
but he did not leave his cabin the entire season. When he came away he swore 
that the aurora borealis was not visible at the latitude of the Yukon River, but 
it turned out that he had never been out of his cabin and the windows all looked 
the other way. 

“If a company should be organized to develop those regions for gold, as the Hud- 
son Bay Company worked British America for furs, it would make a great deal 
more money. ‘There is plenty of coal in Alaska,” Dr. Day added, ‘and there 
are lead mines within the Arctic Circle.” 


Coal exists also in Alaska, as was well known to the Russians for 
many years before the purchase of the Territory by the United States. 
One mine was opened by them on the shore of Coal Bay in Grahams 
Harbor, but the operators having followed the seam under the bay, 


the water broke through and the mine was abandoned. Later '! 


another mine was opened near the first, and considerable coal was 
taken out; but with the transfer of the Territory to the United States 
all operations ceased. 

Within the last few years attention has again been directed to the 
coal deposits, and several veins have been discovered measuring 
from 5 to 6 feet in thickness and traceable for a distance of 2 miles. 

The Report on Alaska and Its Resources, W. H. Dall, 1870, pages 
473-475, describes the occurrence of coal. On page 475 the analysis 
of coal from Cook Inlet, Alaska, shows 49.89 per cent fixed carbon, 
39.87 volatile combustible matter, 7.82 ash, 1.25 moisture. This is 
of a higher grade than the Nanaimo coal of Vancouver Island, but 
the supply is too limited for commercial use. Only the outcrop- 
pings of Cook Inlet have been examined. No geological investi- 
gation has been made as to the occurrence of commercial coal else- 
where in this region. 

If the appropriation is made for the investigation of the coal and 
gold resources of Alaska, it should be made immediately available, 
as the geologist should leave Washington in April. 

At no place on the Pacific coast can the development of coal mines 
prove of greater importance than on the coast of this far northwest- 
ern Territory. 

It is certain that a systematic examination of its mineral deposits 
by scientific geologists will be of inestimable value in aiding the 
development of the country and giving direction to the hitherto 
unaided efforts of the pioneers in the mining industry. 

I have other matters, which I shall not take the time of the Senate 
toread. From the Mineral Resources of the United States for 1891, 
I will ask to have published with my remarks an extract in relation 
to coal, contained in a paper by E. W. Parker, found on page 35. 

ALASKA. 


At no place on the Pacific can the development of coal mines prove of greater 
importance than on the coast of this far northwest Territory. The existence of 
coal in Alaska was known to the Russians for many years before the purchase 
of the Territory by the United States, and one mine was opened by them on the 
shores of Coal Bay, inGrahams Harbor, but as the operators (the Russian-Ameri- 
can Company) followed the seam under the bay, pe having cut into a stream of 
water, the mine was flooded and abandoned. Later another mine was opened near 
the first, and considerable coal was taken out but with the transfer of the Terri- 
tory to the United States all operations ceased, and until quite recently no further 
a at mining coal were made. 

In the last few years attention has been again directed to these deposits, and 
indications point to the establishmentof a flourishing industry at an early date. 
In the summer of 1891 a party of prospectors started from San Francisco for the 
purpose of examining deposits of coal on the Island of Ungah, oneof the Shuma- 
zin group, at the southwest point of the Territory. The party, of whom Mr. F. 

V. Worster and Col. S. Lucas were prominent members, returned to San Fran- 
cisco in November. They report the existence of several veins, measuring from 
5 to 6feetin thickness and traceable for a distance of 2 miles. A tramway has 
been built from the mine to a bunker with a 350-ton capacity at tide water. 


Then I have an extract from the Mineral Resources of the United 
States, for the calendar year 1892, on the ‘‘ Progress of the precious 


metal industry in the United States,” by F.8. Emmons. 
ALASKA. 

The general trend of the mountain systems of the west coast of our continent 
runs more to the west of north than does that of the coast line itself ; hence, from 
Washington northward through British Columbia to southern Alaska, an ever- 
increasing portion of these mountains have in part run out into the ocean, and 
form the remarkably continuous chain of islands which lend so much scenic 
beauty to the Alaskan coast. 

What little is known of their geological history points to a considerable analogy 
with that of the western slope of the Sierra Nevada, viz, an upliftin Post-Jurassic 
or early Cretaceous times, followed by a deposition, in comparatively shallow 
waters, of later Cretaceous and Tertiary beds, with local development of impor- 
tant coals and frequent exhibitions of eruptive energy continued down to com- 
paratively recent geological time. 

As to the Alaskan peninsula proper, beyond Mount St. Elias, where the coast 
line takes a trend due west and then southwest, still less is known geologically, 
for explorations have been confined to the immediate banks of the Yukon River, 
which is either so far north or so far in the interior as to be beyond the beneficent 
influence of the Japanese gulf stream, which alone renders tlie immediate coast 
line of southern Alaska inhabitable during the colder part of the year. 

It is known that the coal-bearing Laramie rocks extend far northward toward 
the Arctic Circle in the interior, and that the cross chain of the Aleutian Islands, 
which extends southwestward from the point of the peninsula, is eruptive and 
probably of recent origin; but while it may be considered probable that geological 
representatives of the older rocks, which form the mountain chains farther south, 
extend into the peninsula, the determination of this fact is not of much evident 
importance to the mining industry, sinee climatic conditions would appear to be 
such as to preclude extended mining operations there. 

It is theisland belt and the immediate shores of the mainland in southern Alaska, 
with its comparatively mild climate and easy water transportation over inclosed 
waters, that offer the best opportunities for the systematic development of the 
mineral wealth that geological conditions show must exist in the region. The 
development of this wealth may be said to have commenced with the decade, and 
the first steps were taken by the placer miners with their gold pans, washing the 
sands of the streams and the débris fromthe hillsides. They did not confine them- 
selves in their explorations to the coast belt, but cros: the mountains to the 
waters flowing into the Yukon River. 

Here gravels rich enough to pay under primitive methods have been found, and 
from the Yukon district, on Forty-Mile Creek, over a quarter of a million dollars’ 
worth of gold is said to have been obtained without the use of mercury, It is 

uite impossible to determine with any accuracy the amount of gold actually pro- 
Sneed by such workings, on account of the number of individual miners who 
carry away and sell the gold dust they obtain; hence, the figures given below 
may be taken as considerably below the actual amount extracted. It seems 
doubtful, however, whether this interior country, where, owing to the severity 
of the climate, it is possible to work less than a third of the year, and the expense 
of transporting supplies over the mountains is very great, will ever become the 
scene of systematic mining. : 

In the coast belt, however, explorations consequent upon placer mining have 
already led to vein mining. One important mine, the Treadwell, upon Douglas 
Island, in latitude 58°, produces, however, two-thirds of theestimated output of the 
Territory. It is a quartz vein 400 feet in width, carrying free gold and auriferoug 





1895. 





pyrites, which outcrops on a steep hillside running down to the seashore. The 
ore is of such very low grade that were it not for the pecwiarly advan 
situation of the mine, which reduces cost to a minimum, it could hardly be worked 
at a profit. Asit is, however, good management and an intelligent expenditure 
of capital have developed a large paying mine, which has produced during the 
past four years an annual average of nearly three-quarters of a million of gold, 
and has had a most beneficial effect in stimulating systematic mining in the 
region. 

he mineral belt as thus far developed has a longitudinal extent of about 100 
miles in a northwestern and southeastern direction, but is said to be only a few 
miles wide, and, even should it prove to be geologically wider, climatic conditions 
will probably confine the area of profitable working to the immediate proximity 
of the ocean. The general geological conditions that prevail in this belt, as far 
as known, show a close resemblance to the gold belt of California; like the latter 
the values are principally in gold, which is accompanied in certain parts of the 
region by silver, _— and copper ores. It is probable, however, that in this 
colder region the limit in depth of free gold or oxidized ores will be sooner reached 
and the miner be brought to face the problem of profitably treating auriferous 
sulphurets which has so often surveil on insurmountable obstacle to the con- 
tinued development of gold mines. This obstacle has, however, already been suc- 
cessfully overcome in the Treadwell mine by the adaptation of the chlorination 

rocess. 

- The annual product of the Territory, which is given as exclusively gold (the 
silver product being comparatively insignificant), shows a steady increase during 
the decade. This increase is remarkable rather for its regularity than its amount, 
and is hence of more favorable import for the permanency of the development of 
the mineral resources than would be one subject to violent fluctuations, for while 
the discovery of exceptionally rich ore bodies undoubtedly causes a rapid develop- 
ment of the district in which they occur, the reaction which follows the inevitable 
exhaustion of such bodies may more than counteract the good effect which they 
have had, so far as its permanent prosperity is concerned. 


Production of gold in Alaska since 1880. 





I merely wish to say in conclusion that I think while we have 
the Geological Bureau we ought to make it of advantage to the 
ople of the extreme northwestern part of the country. It ma 
be said that the appropriation already made for that Bureau is suf- 
ficient to cover the proposed investigation in Alaska. I wish to 
address myself to that point for one moment, and then I shall take 
my seat. In 1891-92 the appropriation was $115,000; in 1892-93 it 
was $50,000; in 1893-94 it was $70,000; in 1894-95 it was $100,000. 
In addition to the appropriation of $115,000 for the year 1891-92 
the sum of $37,200 was appropriated for salaries of geologists. 
This was cut down in 1892-93, under the Carey amendment, $13,- 

700, and the amount has not since been changed. 

In the pending bill the total appropriation for geology, includ- 
ing salaries, is fixed at $113,700. Owing to the large reduction as 
compared with the appropriation of 1891-92 it is not deemed ad- 
visable, without action of Congress, to divert the money that is 
now being used in the geologic work in the States for investiga- 
tions in Alaska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. On page 82, line 20, I move to strike out the word 
‘‘ three ” and substitute the word “eight.” 

The SECRETARY. On page 82, line 11, strike out the word 
*‘ three” and insert ‘‘ eight;” so as to read: 

For maintenance of the Howard University, to be used in payment of part 
of the salaries of the officers, professors, teachers, and other regular employees 


of the university, the balance of which will be paid from donations and other 
sources, $28,500. 


Mr. HOAR. This, in substance, is the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Education and Labor; that is, instead of 
striking out the whole sentence and putting in a new one, it 
strikes out one word and inserts another, which gives it the same 
effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer an amendment, which I ask may 
be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. On page 51, at the end of line 9, insert: 

That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of California 5 per cent 
of the net proceeds of the cash sales of the public lands which have been 
heretofore made by the United States since the admission of said State, or 
may hereafter be made in said State, to aid in the support of the public or 
common schools of said State: and the sum of money necessary to pay said 5 
per cent to said State is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the amounts appropriated 
shall be paid to said State in five equal annual installments, the first install- 
ment to be paid on or before June 30, 1895, and each of the other four install- 
— on or before the end of each fiscal year thereafter until the whole is 


Mr. WHITE. in explanation of this matter I desire to state 
that with the exception of the proviso which declares that the pay- 
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ment shall be made in installments, the amendment I offer has 
been approved by the Senate committee having such matters in 
charge, the Committee on Public Lands. 
for the same purpose was passed by the Senate unanimously more 
than a year ago. 
Sorerenay by the House committee. 


A bill in the same words 


It was sent to the other House and was reported 
A similar Till has passed this 
twice before without objection and after debate. 

e State of California is the only public-land State that has not 


received the 5 per cent, although it has been justly her due for 
many years. 
matter being admitted, it appears to me there should be no ques- 
tion of the adoption of the amendiment. 
that surround the Committee on Appropriations, I have suggested 
that it be paid in installments, and have prop sed five equal annual 
installments, though this provision was not in the original bill 


he delay has been so great and the justice of the 


Krowing the difficulties 


which passed the Senate. It appropriated the gross amonnt. I 


am not so particular about the first installment as I am to yet the 


matter dis of. It is admitted by everyone to be a just claim. 
I have read all the debates upon the subject, and have found no 
= te here whatsoever upon the proposition. 

tr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order that it is a claim 


in the first place; in the next place it is general legislation upon 


an appropriation bill; and there is no law authorizing any such 
payment. 

Mr. WHITE. It can not be general! legislation, I suggest, and 
it is recommended, as I have said, by the committee. A bill for 
this purpose has already passed this body, and it has theindorsement 
of the whole body. I think we ought at least to have a vote upon 
an admittedly just matter of this kind, when there are so many 
items that refer to propositions of late birth, this being an old 
affair and something concerning which the State of California 
has not been treated as all the other public-land States of the 
Union have been treated. 

Mr. GRAY. What does it amount to? 

Mr. WHITE. The whole matter amounts to $800,000. I will 
state to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that 
as I do not think there is any dispute that the money is justly due 
California, I am willing to fix 1896 for the first installment in- 
stead of 1895, so that it shall not burden this fiscal year at all, an: 
to let it stand at five annual installments. I have the wordof the 
Senator himself in a previous debate that he has examined the mat- 
ter and thinks the money is justly due. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is impossible, and it is not right to 
ask the Senate or the Committee on Appropriations to do it, to 
put on appropriation bills every liability of the United States. 
The Senator shows by his own remarks here that this is an old 
claim which has been pending here year after year, involving 
$800,000 or $1,000,000. 

Mr. WHITE. Eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And nowit is proposed, at the closing hours, 
that it shall be inserted as an amendment to the appropriation 
bill. It is not in order, in my opinion. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nodebate under the rules of the 
Senate is allowed in reference to a point of order. The Chair de- 
sires information from the Senate. Is the Chair to understand 
that there is any law authorizing this payment to the State of 
California? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not a particle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any existing law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no law which au- 
thorizes this payment to the State of California, the Chair is of 
opinion that the amendment is obnoxious to the rule, and there- 
fore is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. I de- 
sire to state that when we have repeatedly stood here and voted 
large sums of money for matters which, asI have said, are of 
recent origin, it is most singularthat a discrimination should be 
made upon the ground that a claim is too old. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair submits to the Senate 
the question, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate? 

Mr. WHITE. This is a case where the Government of the 
United States has the money, and has had it for many years; and 
the attack is made on the proposition that it is old. In other 
words, the money has been due so long that the matter ought not 
to receive favorable consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order that the appeal is 
not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam willing to submit the question to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theqnestion is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? [Putting the 
question.| The ayes have it. The decision of the Chair is sus 
tained. ; 
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Mr. KYLE. On page 80, after line 17, I move to insert: 


To enable the experimental department of the South Dakota Agricultural 
College to rent or purchase a suitable farm in the James River Valley, to sink 
an artesian well thereon, and to conduct an experimental farm according to 
the most approved methods of irrigation, $20,000. 

I wish to say just a word about the amendment. It is along 
the line of practical investigation of the irrigation question. We 
have appropriated a good deal of money from time to time for the 
purpose of investigating the artesian water basin, but what our 
people in the West wish to know is whether the water can be applied 
to practical purposes upon the farm. I submit that the amount 
of money here asked is very small—the mere sum of $20,000 to be 
appropriated to the State of South Dakota. It is not $800,000, as 
was asked for the State of California; it is not $200,000, as was 
asked for the State of Georgia, or $125,000, as was asked for the 
State of Tennessee. It is simply the sum of $20,000 to demonstrate 
to the farmers of the West whether we can make use of the arte- 
sian water in a practical way. I hope the Senate will vote favor- 
ably upon the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This matter was fully considered by the com- 
mittee. We did not see how we could make the appropriation, 
and I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. The amendment 
ought to have gone on the agricultural ere billif it went 
on any bill. There is provision in that bill for irrigation. Now, 
to undertake to establish an experimental irrigation farm in a 
valley of one State to determine the process of irrigation by arte- 
sian wells at the expense of the United States is not right. They 
have their experimental agricultural station in Dakota; they are 
getting just the same that every other State gets, and if they 
want to use money for experiment purposes they ought to use 
that. I make the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. There is no question but that the money will re- 
turn to the United States a hundredfold within a very few years 
if this question can be demonstrated in a practical way. The 
Government owns 125,000,000 acres of public lands in those re- 
yions, yet it is all lying over this great artesian body of water. 

f we can demonstrate the fact that this water can be used success- 
fully upon the lands the Government now has at its disposal 
they will be settled up, but in case this is not demonstrated, 
where there are ten people now we shall have no more than three, 
four, or five, in the future, and the public lands of the United 
States will not be taken in that region. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Missouri makes 
the point of order against the amendment. The Chair is of opin- 
ion that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. KYLE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair on that 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shallthe 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. That is not debatable, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal is debatable. 

Mr. VEST. I merely want to inquire where we are to stop in 
this sort of legislation? Three hundred thousand dollars was 
voted this morning for grain to put in the ground, and now we 
are asked to vote $20,000 to water it. The next proposition will 
be for machines, I suppose, to cut it and gather it, and then we 
shall be asked to appropriate so much to transport it. 

Mr. CULLOM. ts, thrash it, first. 

Mr. VEST. If there isnot to bean end to this sort of business, if 
the Government of the United States is to be turned into a great 
eleemosynary institution, let the people understand it and let us 
throw open the public Treasury so that everybody can grab at it. 

Mr. LE. As a representative of the Northwest country of 
the United States, I want to say to the Senator from Missouri 
that we in that country are about tired of placing millions upon 
millions of dollars upon rivers and harbors for the exclusive bene- 
fit of the South alone. The time has about come for us to calla 
halt, and I am willing to be one to call a halt upon that question. 
Eighteen million dollars are appropriated for rivers and harbors, 
hundreds of thousands of [dollars are spent for little streams in 
the South that can not be located upon the geographical map to- 
day. When it comes toa question of the South getting money 
from the United States Treasury there is no question raised what- 
ever; but when it Comes to the question of appropriating only a 
small amount of money for the great Northwest, to build reser- 
voirs and dam the streams which rise, from the melting snows, and 
overflow the Mississippi in the South, then there is not a single 
dollar to spend. I hope this $20,000, which is no more than has 
been given for a single light-house upon the Atlantic coast, can 
be given to my State to demonstrate this practical question. 

r.CAREY. Mr. President, Iam in favor of appropriations for 
the West, but I think the Senator from South Dakota is a little un- 
fair with reference to this matter. We have in my State no less 
than five experimental stations, five farms situated in different 
places in theState, 40 acres in each farm, one planting to each acre, 
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and all done by means of irrigation ditches. We have artesian 
wells in my State in which they are experimenting for agricul- 
tural purposes with the water taken. I believein the continuation 
of those experiments; and the $15,000 that the Agricultural Col- 
lege receives in each State for this purpose enables us to experi- 
ment in that direction. 

This question of irrigation is a very important one. I have 
great faith that we will make important agricultural success in 
the arid States and Territories. The Greeley colony in the State 
of Colorado, within 45 miles of the town where I live, have or- 
dered 7,000 cars from the Gulf and Texas Railroad to ship pota- 
toes out of that one colony. The whole colony does not cover 
more than 125,000 acres of cultivated land. Our people are mak- 
ing all the necessary experiments in this direction; and they are 
doing it better than it is possible for the Government of the 
United States to do it. 

I might also illustrate the matter by stating another case. A 
woman in my State received a prize of $500 from the Agricultural 
Association of the United States, I think it is termed, for produc- 
ing the greatest number of bushels of potatoes on one acre. We 
want a donation of land on the condition that we will reclaim it. 
Congress has been very liberal in that respect. The Appropria- 
tions Committee increased our appropriation in this bill for the 
measurement of water from $12,500 to $25,000, 

Now, I do not believe that this request on the part of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota is fair, because we have the very legisla- 
tion in another bill, and we have been carrying it out with great 
success. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming 
what single dollar upon the appropriation bill can be appropri- 
ated in a practical way? Not a dollar of it. The amount for 
gauging streams is all very well. We do not care a snap of our 
fingers in the State of South Dakota how much water there is 
over a gauge in Jim River or any other river. We have the 
water in our ground; we know how much is there. We know 
what the pressure is. We want to get upon the ground and test 
in a practical way whether it can be utilized for the purpose of 
irrigation. It is different from whatitis in Wyoming. We have 
a peculiar kind of water in our State, and it has not yet been 
demonstrated by private capital in our State whether it can be 
utilized. 

Mr. CAREY. Heaven has, I know, blessed South Dakota so far 
as irrigation wells are concerned. Probably there is not such an- 
other artesian district in the world, as has been found in the 
valley of the James River. But I say to the Senator from South 
Dakota that we have these experimental stations. Congress is 
very liberal with us with regard to the matter. We have four 
or five of them in each State. We certainly have in my State. 
This proposed expenditure will not do as much good as the prac- 
tical operation of one good irrigating farm in the James ml 
Valley. I do not believe in dividing up these things or in dwarf- 
ing Shes is already being done by Congress in this respect. 

r. KYLE. I will state to the Senator that the $15,000 granted 
to our State is scarcely sufficient to conduct the agricultural ex- 
periments in the State. There is not a dollar left over in any one 
year. We have not at the present time an experimental farm in 
the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. CAREY. Itis your fault. I say there are four or five in 
my State, 40 acres in each farm. 

r. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is 
not an unreasonable request. In the valley of the James River, 
in South Dakota, they have discovered at a depth of about 1,000 
feet the most remarkable reservoir of water probably in the world. 
One of the great wells near Huron,in South Dakota, which is 8 
inches in diameter, throws a stream of water 17 feet into the air 
before it breaks, and when confined to a pipe 2 inches in diameter 
it throws a stream of water 176 feet high. That well has been 
running for the last four years without any diminution in the 
power and volume of its flow. It would irrigate a vast section of 
country. Yet that water has gone to waste, and has not been util- 
ized largely because our people do not understand using it. 

It seems to me in that country, where the rainfall is too slight 
to produce crops without irrigation, the Government of the United 
States can afford to set an example; that it can afford to dig one 
well, build a reservoir, and distribute the water. The people of 
that country are poor. One of these wells costs four or five thou- 
sand dollars with a reservoir to distribute it. The means of dis- 
tributing it are also expensive. 

It appears to me that we canafford to make this one investment. 
We, without any hesitation whatever, granted a bonus to the 
Louisiana sugar planters of $8,000,000. ithout any hesitation 
whatever we voted $3,000,000 to build a cable to connect Claus 
Srenies —— plantation in Hawaii with his refineries in San 

rancisco. Yet when South Dakota asks for $20,000 to make an 


experiment that is of interest to every person in this country Sen- 
ators rise upon this floor and complain about the expense. 
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Mr. President, my colleague is seldom right on any question; 
but when he is right I hope to see him sustained and borne out in 
his position. 

Mr. KYLE, I wish to state that my colleague in seven cases 
out of ten votes wich me. E 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the deci- 
sion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. KYLE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH}. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his named was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas]. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CamMpEN]. If 
he were pox I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from California that a quorum has voted. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I withdraw myvote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHouUP]}. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 14; as follows: 


Tam paired 


It appears that a quorum has not voted, and I 


YEAS—34. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hunton, Platt, 

i reo Jones of Ark. Pugh, 
Berry, Gallinger, McLaurin, quay, 
Blackburn, George, MeMillan, eller, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, 
Carey, Gray, Mills, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. Washburn. 
Cutlom, Harris, Morgan, 

Daniel, Hawley, Morrill, 

NAYS—14. 
Allen, Clark, Power, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Davis, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Kyle, Squire, 
Call, Peffer, Stewart, 
: NOT VOTING—40. 
Allison, Gordon, Manderson, Proctor, 
Brice, Gorman, Mantle, Ransom, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Martin, Roach, 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell of Oreg. Shoup, 
Cameron, Hill, Murphy, Smith, 
Chandler, Hoar, Palmer, Vilas, 
Coke, Irby, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Jones of Ney. Perkins, White, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa 
Faulkner, Lodge, Pritchard, Wilson of Wash. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota pet KYLE] is notin order. 

Mr. KYLE. On page 135, at the end of line 15, I move to insert: 

Sec. —. That the amount paid printers and bookbinders for day labor in 
the Government Printing Office shall be at the rate of 50 cents per hour for 
time actually employed; and that hereafter all skilled mechanics, such as 
carpenters, machinists, plumbers, painters, etc., employed in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, shall be paid at the rate of 50 cents per hour for time 
actually employed. 

In regard to this amendment I will state that it has the approval 
of the Committee on Education and Labor, and merely raises the 
wages of these employees to that of the pressmen. A bill passed 
the Senate and the House a short time ago and became a law rais- 
ing the wages of pressmen to 50 cents per hour. These men per- 
form like labor and are entitled, we think, to an increase from 40 
to 50 cents per hour. This rate is not extraordinary in any way 


whatever. I understand that private establishments, like that of 
the Evening Star in the city of Washington, and of important 
papers in New York City, pay at the rate of 50 cents per hour for 


this kind of labor. There is no reason why, under these circum- 
stances, these employees should not receive the same rate. As all 
understand, piecework in the Government Printing Office has 
been abolished, so that no man can earn at the present time more 
than 40 cents per hour. This will equalize the matter and enable 
all to earn at the rate of 50 cents per hour during the day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to submit an amendment to the 
amendment, if the Senator from Missouri will allow it to be read. 
I will say before the amendment is offered that it was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I remind the Chair that the five-minute rule 
is now applicable to discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived the five-minute rule is now in 
operation by the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was saying—I will take only five seconds 
to say it—that the amendment which I submit to the amendment 
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was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, of which 
the Senator from South Dakota is chairman, and was reported 
back favorably. It refers to a certain other class of skilled me- 
chanics in the Government Printing Office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SEcrETARY. Add at the end of the amendment: 

That hereafter all skilled mechanics, such as carpenters, machinists, 
plumbers, painters, etc., employed in the Government Printing Office, be 
paid at the rate of 50 cents per hour for time actually employed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve the point of order on the amend- 
ment. As a matter of course, the amendment to the amendment 
is to be voted upon before we can raise the point of order upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. There may be, and probably is, great meritin 
this proposition; but I submit tothe Senator who offers the amend- 
ment and to the Senate that the matter has been in the last year 
or two thoroughly investigated by the proper committee of this 
body, the Committee on Printing, and the rate of wages has been 
fixed at 40 cents per thousand. I submit further that the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor had no jurisdiction in either of 
the cases now presented to the Senate. I have stated to those in- 
terested in this matter that we would be very glad at the next 
session to take it up and consider it. I therefore make the point 
of order upon both amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
— of order upon the amendment of the Senator from New 

ampshire is we en. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Also on the other amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the point of order made upon 
the other amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the same point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
a of order is well taken, and that the amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. KYLE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the decision of the Chair 
the Senator from South Dakota appeals. The question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Putting the question.] The ayes seem to have it. The ayes 

ave it. The decision of the Chair is sustained, and the amend- 
ment is ruled out of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a little matter that I wanted to 
refer to. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] reported an 
elaborate amendment, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, to adjust the controversy between the contractors 
for furnishing stone for the building of the Library of Congress, 
and the Department did not have time to investigate it or pass 
upon it. On page 80, at the end of line 22, under the head of ‘ Li- 
brary of Congress,” I move to insert: 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


That the Secretary_of the Interior is authorized and directed to consider 
and examine the terms of the contract between the United States and Wil- 
liam H. B. Stout, Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac 8S. Bangs, dated April 21, 1888, for fur- 
nishing stone for the Congressional Library building, which was rescinded 
by the act of Con, of tober 2, 1888, making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
to what extent it was executed prior toits rescission, and what payments have 

m made, and whether in justice and equity any sum additional to the pay- 
ments is due in his judgment to said contractor, and, if so, itemize each sum 
and make report of action at the beginning of the next Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MARTIN. On page 78, after line 11, I move to insert: 

That any person who may have heretofore filed or shall hereafter file a 
declaratory statement or made a homestead entry on any of the public lands 
of the United States, and has failed or shall fail to secure title to such lands 
by reason of ny Pmves ty, accident, or misfortune, and without any fault 
or wrong upon his or her part, shall be entitled and aliowed to acquire title 
to 160 acres or less quantity of any of the unappropriated public lands of the 
United States subject to entry under the laws thereof notwithstanding the 
fact that such person may have previously filed a declaratory statement or 
made such homestead entry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is an amendment too important to be 
considered now, and I make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the amendment been reported by a commit- 


tee? 
MARTIN. What is the point of order which the Senator 





Mr. 
from Rhode Island makes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That it is general legislation. 

Mr. PLATT. Has it been reported by a committee? 

Mr. MARTIN. I trust the Senator will withdraw his objec- 
tion. If we are to rely upon the point of order that it is general 
legislation the entire bill might be ruled out substantially for the 
same reason. I think it is very late in the day now, after this 
matter has been thoroughly and carefuily considered by a com- 
mittee, to make an objection of that kind. It is recommended by 
the Department. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Now let us have the decision of the Chair on 
the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the amendment 
again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not seem to me that any argument is 
necessary on the subject. It is general legislation if anything 
can be. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made by the 
— from Rhode Island against the proposed amendment. 
The Chair—— 

Mr. MARTIN. I want to say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that it seems to me it comes with very bad grace to present an ob- 
jection of that kind at this late hour and at this day when the bill 
is made up from the start to the finish of legislation of just the 
same character. 

In addition to that this proposed amendment was originally intro- 
duced for the purpose of relieving soldiers and sailors of the Union 
Army and Navy and their widows and children from the penalty 
which these men had incurred by reason of having made home- 
stead settlements upon public lands, and by some accident after- 
wards having failed to complete them. Under the present law 
they can not do that. This was submitted to the Secretary of the 
Interior by the Pnblic Lands Committee, and he suggested that 
the principle was right, that it ought to be carried into effect, and 
that it ought to be made general so as to apply to all classes of 

ersons, soldiers and citizens all alike. Hence the Committee on 

ublic Lands, after a thorough and careful examination of the 
proposition contained in the amendment, gave it their approval, 
and I trust that the Senator from Rhode Island is not willing at 
this late hour to stab the American soldier in the back in this way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
raised against the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have one more amendment, Mr. President. 
On page 96, after line 4, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. _ 

The SEcRETARY. After line 4, on page 96, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

That the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation and all the improve- 
ments thereon, situated in the State of Kansas, be, and the same is hereby, 
granted to said State upon the conditions that said State shall establish and 
maintain perpetually there mn, first, a western branch of the Kansas Agricul- 
tural College; second, a western branch of the Kansas State Normal Insti- 
tute, and that in connection therewith the said reservation shall be used and 
maintained as a public park: Provided, That said State shall, within five years 
from and after the passage of this act, accept this grant, and shall by proper 
legislative action establish on said reservation western branches of the Kan- 
sas Agricultural College and the Kansas State Normal Institute; and when- 
ever the lands si cease to be used by said State for 7 oses herein 
mentioned the same shall revert to the United States: Provi ba Porther, That 
this grant shall not interfere with the legal rights of any person who may 


have made a settlement upon any part of said lands under the laws of the 
United States prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment that it is legislation pure and simple. The State of Kansas 
has received her full share of the public lands, and we are not 
giving lands to any other State, except lands to which they are 
entitled under the general law. 

Mr. MARTIN. . President, I wish to say, in reply to the 
Senator from Missouri, that it isremarkably that he should 
make the objection just at this time, when, in the ten p i 
lines of the very bill we have under consideration, he has repo: 
to the Senate an amendment doing precisely the identical thing 
for the State of Michigan. 5 

Michigan, as all the Western States of the Union, has had her 
full share of the public lands for the purpose mentioned in this 
particular amendment. Commencing on page 95 will be found 
the grant of the abandoned military reservation on Mackinac Is- 
land to the State of Michigan for park p . That amend- 
ment was reported by the Committee on Appropriations. It 
seems whatever the committee choose to report is correct and 

roper legislation, whether it is in violation of the rules of the 
Rete or not, and whatever anybody else wants to put on the 
bill is always in violation of some imaginary or intangible rule. 

Mr. CAREY. I want to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to the fact that this icular 
amendment has been gone over very carefully by the Committee 
on Public Lands. The buildings on these abandoned milita 
reservations bring hardly anything when soldat public sale. Mil- 
itary posts in my State, upon which there had — two or three 
hundred thousand dollars expended, have not sold for a thousand 
dollars. The Committee on Public Lands considered these two or 
three cases very carefully. It is a gift which amounts to a great 
deal to the State, and will amount to nothing to the Government. 
I hope the point of order will be withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON . I will ask the Senator from Wyoming the éx- 
tent of the Fort ~ Military Reservation. 

Mr. CAREY. Ido not recollect the amount of acreage, but it 
was stated in a report from the Secretary of the Interior. 
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Mr. MARTIN. Ican give it. The value of the improvements 
ea it is about $10,000. It isin the arid region of the State of 

ansas, where the land could not be sold for a dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre, or about that. There are about 6,000 acres of it, and 
it has been once, by action of the Senate, donated to the State of 
Kansas for a soldiers’ home, but the bill never passed the House 
of Representatives. I have in my hand now a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior recommending that a bill in similar 
terms to this amendment be adopted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me the point of order does not 
lie against the amendment, for the reason that the amendment in 
the form of a separate bill has passed the Senate. IfI recollect 
correctly, the Senator from Kansas was authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to report it as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir; that is the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to sustain 
the point of order against the proposed amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I inquire whether it is in order 
now to go backand consider the amendments of a similar character 
which have been reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
to the bill and which have been agreed to by the Senate, and make 
the same objection as to them? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can make a motion to 
reconsider the votes by which the amendments to which he refers 
were agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. I shall do that at the proper time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer an amendment to come in 
after line 9, on page 86. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 9, on page 86, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To the State of California the sum of $3,951,915.42, being the amount of money 
by her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the rebellion, 
as shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 11, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

Tothe State of Oregon the sum of $335,152.88, being the amount of money by 
her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the rebellion, as 
shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Document 
No. 17, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

To the State of Nevada the sum of $404,040.70, being the amount of money by 
her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the rebellion, as 
shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Document 
No. 10, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, the purpose of this 
amendment is to rermburse the States of California, Oregon, and 
Nevada for money expended by those States in the suppression of 
the rebellion. These claims, under an act of Congress authoriz- 
ing it to be done, have been carefully investigated by the Secre- 
tary of War and reported to Congress for payment. A bill was 
introduced some years ago and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, considered by that committee, and reported favora- 
bly, and, as I believe, unanimously to the Senate. It passed the 
Senate at least once, I think perhaps more than once, but lam not 
certain as to that. The bill, however, has been reported favor- 
ably a great number of times, perhaps five or six times, or more, 
from the Military Committee of the Senate. 

There has never been any suggestion, so far as I know, either 
from the Secretary of War, from the Military Committee of the 
Senate, or from any other source in opposition either to the jus- 
tice of these claims or to the question as to the propriety of their 
payment upon the part of Congress. They are old claims, it is 
true, but they have been pending here a long time without objec- 
tion, as I say, as to their merits. Other States have been paid, 
perhaps all of the other States. I am not absolutely certain as to 
that—but these are perhaps the only States whose claims of this 
character have not been paid. 

I will state further that this amendment was introduced here- 
tofore at the proper time and referred to the Committee on Claims 
at the present session, considered by that committee, and reported 
back unanimously, with a recommendation that the amendment go 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and that the amount be in- 
serted in this bill. For some reason or other, notwithstanding all 
this, the Committee on Appropriations have failed to insert the 
amendment; and for that reason I offer it now. I hope that no 
point of order will be made against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am compelled to make the 
point of order that the amendment is a claim, in the first place, 
and, then, that it is general legislation upon an —— bill; 
and I submit that these points of order are not debatable. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me just a minute? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iwill say to the Senator from Nevada that 
this claim has been before Congress a dozen times, and we all 
know how strongly the Senator from Nevada and the Senators 
from the other States interested are in favor of it without any 
discussion on their part now. 

Mr. STEWART. I only want to call attention to the facts, if 
the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. The act authorizing the examination of the 
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State war claims of the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, 

Texas, Colorado, Kansas, and Washington, on account of the 

‘‘ cost, charges, and expenses by them incurred and paid in aid- 

ing the United States to maintain the common defense,” was 
d on June 27,1882. (Vol. 22, U. S. Stats., 111.) 

The act was amended on August 4, 1886, by creating an Army 
Board to assist the Secretary of War to examine and adjust said 
claims and to authorize a report to be made to Congress in refer- 
ence to the amounts so paid by said State. (24 U. 5. Stats., 217.) 

Under the examination so made by the Army Board and Secre- 
tary of War, etc., the State of Texas in the deficiency bill to pro- 
vide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies, received the sum 
of $927,177.40 on March 20, 1888. (25 U.S. Stats., page 71.) 

On September 30, 1890, under the same acts, Texas received in 
the deficiency bill of September 30, 1890, a further sum of 
$148,615.97, which added to the aforesaid sum of $927,177.40, ag- 
gregated the sum of $1,075,793.37 received by Texas under the two 
acts. 

Kansas under said two acts received the sum of $332,308.13. 
Nebraska received the sum of $18,081.23. The amounts paid by 
the United States to the several States on account of the cost, 
charges, and expenses by them incurred and paid during the war 
of the rebellion aggregated the sum of $44,725,072.38 up to March 
15, 1892. For details see page 46 of Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 162, Fifty-third Congress, second session, Report of Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to Hon. WiLLiam M. Stewart in reply to 
his letter in reference thereto of March 9, 1892. See pages 20, 21, 
and 46, Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 162, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, second session; pages 14 and 15 of Senate Report No. 287, 
Frifty-third Congress, second session; pages 9 and 10, Senate Re- 
port No. 287, Fifty-third Congress, second session; pages 2,3, and 
4, House Report No. 1811, Fifty-third Congress, second session. 

ese acts, which were originated to pay California, Oregon, 
and Nevada, have been liberally construed to pay Texas, Kansas, 
and other States, but they had an advantage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is true that in 1882 we 

1 a law to reimburse certain States; I drew that law, and 
under it the claims of every one of the States were adjudicated, 
and the claim of Nevada was adjudicated; but the States referred 
to in the amendment are not satisfied with that adjudication, and 
want to go behind it. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CAREY. I renew the amendment which I withdrew at the 
— of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and have added a proviso at the end of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 96, after line 4, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, is hereby authorized and 
empowered to select and set apart 160 acres of land that may no longer be 
required for ree ses, in the Fort D. A. Russell Military Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Wyoming, for the use of the said State for agricultural 
fair and industrial exposition grounds, and for other public purposes. That 
the lands so set apart are hereby granted to the State of Wyoming: Provided, 
That the entry and selection of land under the provisions of this act shall 
construed as being in part satisfaction of the grant of lands to the State of 
Wyoming for charitable, educational, penal, and reformatory institutions, 
under the provisions of section 11 of the act of Congress of July 10, 1890. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I invite the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to an amendment which has been placed in my hands by one of 
the members of the Pennsylvania Commission of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition, with the statement that it will not be ob- 
jected to. Isend the amendment to the desk, and ask that it be 


read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Srcretary. It is proposed to insert, on page 52, after line 
16, the following: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is apne Ee pees and directed to 
furnish electrotypes or ~hotographs of the m of award of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition to exhibitors to whom medal has been awarded, and 
also to furnish the same to newspapers and periodicals for publication: Pro- 
vided, That the publishers te whom the el or photogra: are fur- 
nished pay the expenses th , but that no electrotypes or photographs 
shall be furnished any parties except those to whom medal has been anext od 
and to newspapers and periodicals paying for the same, and any other person 
furxishing fac similes of said electrot or photographs of said me shall 
be liable to the penalty prescribed by the act of August 5, 1892. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I want to understand what this amendment 
does. Does it simply authorize copies of these medals to be fur- 
nished at the expense of those desiring them, without any ex- 

to the Government? 

Mr. QUAY. That is my understanding. I understood, how- 
ever, that the amendment had been submitted to the Senator from 
Missouri, and that he was fully acquainted with it, so I did not 
— specifically into the question. 

- ALLISON. Ishould like to hear the amendmentagain read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary read the amendment submitted by Mr. Quay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not include the cost, and I move 
toso amend the amendment that the work will be done at the 
cost of the parties desiring those medals. 

Mr. QUAY. The amendment has not been reported from any 
committee, and of course I am compelled to accept any sugges- 
tion which the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
makes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that there is anything im- 
proper in the amendment, if the work is all done at the expense 
of the parties desiring the modals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert after the word 
** awarded,” in the fourth line of the amendment, ‘‘at the expense 
and cost of such exhibitors;” and in line 7, to strike out the word 
‘**parties” and insert the word ‘‘ persons.” 

Mr. QUAY. I do not object to that modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed ft». 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. On page 96, I move to amend the first paragraph 
under the head of ‘‘ Engineer Department” by the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. Before the amendment is stated, I rise to a ques- 
tion pertaining to the order of business, and I call the attention of 
the Chair and of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKkRELL]}, in 
charge of the bill, to the order of business which was fixed last 
night by unanimous consent. 


That at 20’clock to-morrow— 


That is to-day— 
we shall commence voting upon the amendments, limiting the debate after 2 
o’clock under the five-minute rule, and then conclude the voting at 3 o’clock 


The furthest that can be claimed is that voting upon amend- 
ments shall stop at 3 o’clock, and then the one vote be taken upor 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what we are trying to have done. 

Mr. HALE. That is the most which can be done, and I call the 
attention of the Chair and Senators to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that the Senator will not take up what 
little time we have—— 

Mr. HALE. With the leave of the Chair, I shall take the oppor- 
tunity to complete my sentence. 

I hope Senators will take notice that whatever is not done before 
3 o’clock can not be done, for then we are obliged to take the final 
vote upon the bill. 

Mr. AE I ask that my amendment shall be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 9, on page 96, it is proposed 
to insert: 

Provided, That material removed in the execution of this work shall be de- 
posited within the limits of the League Island Navy-Yard in such quantities 
and locations as may be indica the engineer officer in charge, in accord- 
ance with the right reserved to the Government in the existing contract. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
a by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, that is a pretty serious amend- 


ment. 

Mr. QUAY. It merely places the dumping of the material re- 
moved from League Island under the direction of the engineer 
officer in charge of the work. 

Mr. FRYE. Does it place it in his discretion? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator understands that when that ajpro- 
priation was originally made an amendment was adopted nem. 
con. and without any sort of consideration, requiring those de- 
posits to be made on League 

Mr. QUAY. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. And we were compelled in a very short time to 
repeal that, because the engineer officer in charge found it was go- 
ing to prevent the carrying out of the origina! project. 

Mr. QUAY. This amendment is asked for by a committee com- 
posed of members of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, the Com- 
mercial Exchange, and a nuraber of other bodies. if the amend- 
ment be again read by the Secretary I think the Senator from 
Maine will see there is no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. Quay. 

Mr. FRYE. I am inclined to think that leavesthe regulation of 
the quantity to the engineer officer in charge. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes. 

Mr. YE. Then I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. QUAY. In line 9, I move to strike out ‘‘ $1,000,000” and 
insert “ $850,000,” and then, after the amendment—— 

Mr. HUNTON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I ask 
whether the Senator from Pennsylvania has a right to offer three 
amendments before yielding the floor? 

Mr. QUAY. They all pertain to the same matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope no question of order of that kind will 
be raised. All Senators will get an opportunity to offer their 
amendments, 1 think. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. After the amendment just adopted, I move the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

For construction of movable dam No. 6, in the Ohio River, near Beaver 
River,in addition to the amount heretofore appropriated, the sum of $150,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of that amendment? 

Mr. QUAY. It proposes to make an appropriation for a mova- 
ble dam on the Ohio River. The work has been standing still on 
that dam for a year on account of the lack of such an appropria- 
tion, and unless this appropriation is made it will stand still for 
another year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I dislike exceedingly to make a point of or- 
der on the amendment, but I do not see—— 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator can not make a point of order on the 
amendment, for it has been reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. I offer an amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, after the word “ dollars,” in line 
13, insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Silas Q. Howe, surviv- 
ing partner of W. TT’. Pate & Co., the sum of $19,662.19, bans the sum audited 
under section 3220, Revised Statutes, and reported to Congress in Senate 
Executive Document No. 46, Fiftieth Congress, second session, being the sum 
— by said firm as taxes on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity wit). 

rawn by said firm from United States bonded warehouse. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment that it is a claim pure and simple. 

Mr. HUNTON. The amendment is not liable to the point of 
order. I beg to say to the Senator from Missouri that it has been 
reported as an amendment to the bill by the Committee on Claims. 

r, COCKRELL. Certainly. That is the very thing which 
makes it out of order. It is an admitted claim, and the Com- 
mittee on Claims, instead of undertaking to pass it as a separate 
measure, have reported it as an amendment to the appropriation 
bill. That does not change the question. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator from Missouri has not caught 
the point of my statement or he would not have made that re- 
mark. It was submitted as an amendment to the bill, referred 
to the Committee on Claims as an amendment, the Committee on 
Claims unanimously reported it back favorably, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. That saves it within 
the exact language of the rule. 

Mr. COC I.. The point of order is not debatable. I give 
notice that we have only n minutes until the bill has to be 
voted on. Tinsist upon the rule being enforced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read. 

The Secretary read the fourth clause of Rule XVI, as follows: 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 
be received to ony. general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the 
face of the amendment. 

Mr.HUNTON. But where it is referred to a committee—— 

Mr.COCKRELL., I insist that this isnot a debatable question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled tosustain the 
point of order under the clause of the rule just read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have an amendment to offer to the bill 
which grows out of anexigency caused by the recent freshets in 
aoe A a gt r~ been crea nae rd or not the Secre of 

ar can, out of the existing appropriations, repair ——— one 
to the bank of the Muskingum River, and therefore I offer the 
amendment. It makes no appropriation. It simply authorizes 
the Secretary of War to apply so much of the funds now available 
for the care anc preservation of public works as may be necessary 
to make the 

The VICE-P IDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 96, after line 20, insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized in his distribu- 
tion to apply so much of the funds now licable to the care, preservation, 
and msaktieneanne of the public works of the United States as may be neces- 
sary, not exceeding $2,500, to rebuild or the protection wall now standing 
a the ground owned by the United States at esville, Ohio, on the Mus- 

iver, and which isa part of the public works of said river, more 
described as follows: a stone wall on the west_bank of the 
river, constructed the said State of Ohio as of the public works of 
=_— part of the wall about feet north of Main street 


The amendment was agre2d to. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, in further support of the provi- 
sion relative to military posts on page 93, I have a Jetter from the 
Secretary of War upon *‘ the general subject of national defenses 
in the Puget Sound region,” inclosing a report from Brigadier- 
General Otis, commanding the Department of the Columbia, which 
report contains recommendations that were approved by the gen- 
eral commanding the Army November 23, 1894, and aio by the 
Fortifications Board and the Chief of Engineers December 1, 1894, 
and December 4, 1894. 

This position—I mean Puget Sound—is important for defense 
against foreign aggression, also for availability for employment 
of troops on account of internal disorders, such as have occurred 
in several instances during the past nine years. It is also im- 
portant as a base of supplies, in event of hostile demonstrations 
along our international boundary line on. the north or our ex- 
tended water front to the northwestward, for either land or 
naval forces. 

We should not be so confident of our strength or of our exemp- 
tion from danger of attack as to be unwilling to take a lesson from 
other nations. England never acquires a mile of territory, whether 
it be a colony, a strategic post, or merely a coaling station for her 
ships of war, but she immediately proceeds to render it as im- 
pregnable as modern science and engineering skill can effect. 

In the present case it is no remote coaling station that we are 
seeking to protect, but a vital point of one of the sovereign States 
of this Union. where there are large cities and important business 
interests, a United States naval station and dry dock, also largely 
operated coal mines, and other important developments. The 
War Department have sent with this report a map showing the 
various points on Puget Sound where fortifications are to be 
erected—for example,at and near Port Townsend, at and near 
Port Orchard, at Seattle, and at Tacoma. Itis proposed to estab- 
lish a military post at some suitable and central point from which 
these proposed fortifications shall be garrisoned, such military 
post to be a central and convenient base of supplies for all these 
fortifications. 

The letter of the Secretary of War and the report to which I 
have referred, which has been approved, as I have stated, by the 
highest military authorities of the Government, explain this 
whole subject so fully and seem to be so conclusive that I deem 
it — that they appear in the RECORD as an appendix to my 
remarks, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., January 24, 1895. 


Srr: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bili No. 2529, providing for 
the establishment of a military post and defensive works at Seattle, Wash., 
which was referred to me on January 10, 1895, ‘‘ for any information relative 
to this measure in possession of the War Department.’ 

Your attention is respectfully invited to the ape = te rt dated 
January 8, 1895, from Maj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, commanding the Army, and 
also to the copy of the report dated January 19, 1895, of Brig. Gen. E. S. Otis. 
commanding the Department of the Columbia, upon_the general subject of 
national defenses in the Puget Sound region, State of Washington. 

The above reports embrace all the information upon this subject on file in 
the War Department. 

Very respectfully, ; 
DANIEL 8. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. BATE, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 19, 1895. 


Srr: I have the honor to return herewith two Congressional bills (one in- 
troduced in the Senate by Senator SQuIRE, concerning a proposed conveyance 
of land to Government in the city of Seattle, and the other introduced in the 
House by Representative DoOLITTLE, authorizing the Secretary of War to ac- 
cept land near the city of Tacoma, both pieces of land to be used for military 
purposes) which were referred informa y to me for remark. 

As commanding officer of the Department of the Columbia I have taken an 
interest in the bill first mentioned, but have no exact knowledge of the mean- 
ing and intent of the second one, nor do I know that any present military 
necessities exist for its adoption. The first, I think, is the result of recom- 
mendations which I madein my recent annual report upon the desirability of 
securing, as soon as practicable, a military reservation on Magnolia Bluff— 
a spur of land which projects into the waters of Puget Sound and which is 
about 3 miles from the center of Seattle—on which to erect fortifications for 
the defense of the cities of the Puget Sound country from foreign aggression. 
Upon this subject I reported s y and at derable le on Novem- 
ber 6 last, and as my views are conveyed in that report I submit the follow- 
ing extract therefrom: 

**I now desire to exhibit more fully than I did in my July report the ap- 
parent conclusions which the United States of Fortifications arrived 
at last season in determining suitable itions in the sound at which to con- 
struct defensive works, and in considering them I shall maintain that the 
theory of defense and the methods of application which it recommended are 
calculated to furnish ample protection to the inhabitants of the Puget Sound 
country against foreign ession, this not only to show that nearly all of 
the military reservations situated in the narrows of the sound are worthless 
for military uses, present or prospective, and should consequently be relin- 
quished, but also for the purpose of demonstrating that this practical 
scheme for defense submit by the Board is one which conditions de- 

, one which must finally be adopted, and that the initiatory action to 
t out should be taken as soon as circumstances will pera 
connection with the claim that initiatory action should be taken as 
soon as practicable, I wish to suggest that in all preneee such action is 
now possible through the establishment of a military reservation, garrisoned 
by a small force, on the western half of Magnolia Bluff, at the entrance of El- 
liott or Duwamish Bay, on which the city of Seattle is located. to 
the accomplishment of tnis object, as well as to give other needed Govern- 
ment protection to the inhabitants of Puget Sound, I recommended iu my 


; 


1895. 


annual report of August 15 the transfer of the Fort Townsend garrison to 
that y (extract from same, marked Exhibit A, herewith inclosed), 
and that recommendation has caused the consideration of certain measures 
by the citizens of Seattle, which promises an offer by them to the Govern- 
ment of all the land on that bluff whicha large png be seg = post would require. 


This feature of this communication I reserve for later discussion, proposes 
to consider first the itions and character of the defensive works which the 
Fortification Board determined upon as suitable and necessary. 

“The blue print inclosed, marked ‘Exhibit B,’ is a fairly correct presenta- 
tion of Puget Sound. The points marked in red lines are present existin, 
military reservations, and those in white, also those where white surroun 
red lines, are the positions selected by the Fortification Board for fortifica- 
tions. It will be seen that there are but two entrances to the Sound. The 
one to the north at Deception Pass—a narrow inlet where swift currents 
make navigation somewhat difficult—and the other at the mouth of Ad- 
miralty Inlet, which is about 3} miles in width. With regard to the first, the 
Fortification Board recommends that Little Tenif Island, a small island in 
the center of the channel and which completely commands it, be fortified. 
There is now a military reservation on either side of the = each contain- 
ing 640 acres, and two small ones to the east of it, both having an area of 
about 200 acres. eee : ; 

“All of this land is intact and free from any conflicting claims or disputed 

ion, and for obvious reasons Government should retain it. The en- 
rance by Admiralty Inlet offers every natural advantage which navigators 
could desire, and is practicable for the passage of war vessels in all seasons 
and conditions of weather. Here the ordinary precautions for security 
against a hostile naval power demand strong defensive works. The Fortifi- 
cation Board recommends fortifications at Admiralty Head on the east, at 
Point Wilson on the west, and at Marrowstone Point on the south of the en- 
trance. As the channel is some 350 feet in depth and the strength of the cur- 
rents very marked, it would be impracticable to make use of any system of 
submarine minesin connection with such fortifications, but the Board would 
doubtless recommend seacoast-defense vessels or torpedo boats to assist the 
land batteries in case of attack. 

“ Admiralty Head and Marrowstone Point are bold bluffs about 200 feet in 
height, while Point Wilson proper is a point of low land extending into the 
inlet, which, however, rises sharply a short distance to the rear and offers a 
commanding position for artillery. It would seem that strong defensive 
works at each of these three positions (Marrowstone Point offering no oppor- 
tunity for an approach by land) would present a fairly successful obstacle to 
the forcible entrance of hostile ships, and that the entire extended shore line 
of Puget Sound would be comparatively secure from naval attack, especially 
if the additional assistance which coast-defense vessels and torpedo boats 
could furnish is supplied. ga 

“The condition of these points, in so far as Government ownership is con- 
cerned, is as follows: At Admiralty Head a reservation of 640 acres was de- 
clared on September 22, 1866, but it was almost entirely covered by perfected 
claims prior te date of declaration and all that is left to Government is a light- 
house reserve containing some 15 or 20 acres, together with a small strip of 
low land which extends into Crocketts Lake. At Point Wilson, the same ex- 
tent of reservation was declared on the same date, but private claims, then 
or since perfected, cover the entire area with the exception of the extreme 

int, on which ajlight-house ismaintained. The reservation on Marrowstone 

oint, declared on the same date and for a like amount, is burdened by some 
conflicting claims and some university reserve lands, but there remain 
unincumbered 483.9 acres, —— the desirable portion of the bluff. The 
additional land at all of these three points which is required to construct ade- 
quate defenses should be secured as soon as practicable. At Admiralty Head 
and Point Wilson little is needed—only sufficient to permit of constructing 
and maintaining the necessary batteries. At Marrowstone Point, where it 
would seem an efficient garrison should be placed, additional Government 
land might be desired, though sufficient, I think, remains to meet requirements. 

ara beyond the ror age? reservations which are next immediately 
south of this locality (namely, those at Double and Foulweather Bluffs and 
at the entrance of Hoods Canal, which are shown on the blue print) te the 
vicinity of Seattle, an apparently accurate estimate of the conclusions of 
the Fortification Board as to what remaining —_ it is necessary to for- 
tify to insure adequate protection tothe Sound may be obtained. But before 
doing so it might be well to refer to those reservations and consider what 
advantages they possess. By reference tothe map it will be seen that Double 
and Foulweather Bluffs were chosen as defensive positions from which to 
prevent the passage of hostile vessels by Admiralty Inlet into the upper 
waters of Puget Sound, and also that the last-named bluff and the designated 
point to the westward, known as Tala Point, were intended to defend the 
entrance of Hoods Canal. 

“These reservations have little present importance, for should a hostile 
fleet succeed in effecting the passage of the mouth of the inlet it could not 
do any damage until it reached the as Seattle, and as for the canal, 
there is nothing within it to invite attack. However, the time is ap- 
proaching when the eastern shore of Possession Sound will receive a consid- 
erable gee pe which will locate valuable properties, and along the canal, 
which has sufficient depth of water to accommodate the largest ships, im- 
oo business interests may be developed in the distant future. Still 

here is one a5 which merits present consideration in so far as this canal 
is concerned. The Government dry dock, upon which one and one-half mil- 
lions of money will be expended, is approaching completion at Port Orchard 
(the place is indicated on the accompanying print), and probably it would be 
within the effective range of the heavy guns of a war vessel fired from the 
nearest point in the canal. The dock and the shipping within its waters 
might receive damage from an enterprising enemy so located. 

“On account of this possibility, together with the —— future demands 
for increased defensive works, a wise economy might dictate the retention 
of these reservations. The one at Double Bluff is intact, is admirably lo- 
cated to serve intended purposes, and contains 625.26 acres of land. That at 
Foulweather Bluff, which should contain 640 acres by declaration, is affected 
by private claims which cover 154.5 acres of that amount; but these claims 
are so located as not todetract from the value of the reservation for military 
uses, as may be seen by reference tothe map. The Point Reservation, 
and the one immediately below it, known as Hoods Head, should each con- 
tain, according to the declaration of 1866, 640 acres. The map shows to what 
extent they are affected by individual interests. All that remains of the 
Tala Point reserve is about 162 acres, and this is cut into three divisions. As 
now existing it has little Government value. The reservation at Hoods 
Head is also entirely lost. Only about 43 acres remain to which the Govern- 
ment has perfect or undisputed title, and in the lost portion the most im- 
portant part is included. 

“ This information has been gained from the land office records at Seattle, 
and these seemingly anomalous conditions as regards title have arisen, in 
part, it is believed, through errors attending surveys, as well as by the fact 
that private claims had their inception before Government declaration was 
made. An effort should be made to reestablish these reservations in their 
most important features if retention is necessary. They are not of value 
now, viewing circumstances and affairs as at present existing and as they 
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will continue to exist for a considerable period of time, but there is a possi- 
bility that they may become so. 

“It is within a distance of about 10 miles from Seattle that the Fortification 

3 has recommended that construction of the great bulk of the fortifica- 
tions which it deemed necessary for the adequate protection of Puget Sound. 
The objects intended to be effected are to close the navigation of Admiralty 
Inlet in that vicinity and the into Port Orchard in case hostile naval 
demonstrations shouid.make it desirable. The Board shows five positions for 
fortifications, one to defend the northern and three the other or eastern en- 
trance to Port Orchard (an excellent harbor for shipping, and where the dry 
dock, which is approaching completion, as hereinbefore remarked, has been 
located), while the copeieing one is the extreme portion of Magnolia Bluff, 
the elevated spur of land which extends westerly from the city of Seattle 
into the waters of the inlet. 

“Tt is presumed that in the judgment of the Board two or three heavy guns 
would be considered a sufficient armament for each of the positions chosen 
to protect the waterways into Port Orchard, and for these but little land 
would be needed, probably not more than 10 or 15 acres at each point, while 
at M olia Bluff extended fortifications, with two or three heavy batteries, 
would be desirable. Batteries could beso placed thereon as to command the 
waters of Admiralty Inlet for a distance of 15 or 20 miles to defend the en- 
trance of Duwamish Bay, on which Seattle proper is located, to protect West 
Seattle, and from which, in connection with the other batteries to be placed 
along the entrances to Port Orchard, a destructive concentrated fire could be 
delivered. If all of these designated positions, properly fortified, are not suf- 
ficient to arrest the onward progress of and drive off any hostile naval force 
which might secure an entrance into Puget Sound, then other excellent 
points on Bainbridge Island, opposite Magnolia Bluff, may be taken advan- 
tage of and this concentrated system of defense made complete. 

“It would oapere that the construction of the defensive works recom- 
mended by the Fortification Board at Deception Pass, at the mouth of Admi- 
ralty Inlet, and in the vicinity of Seattle, must of necessity give ample pro- 
tection to the inhabitants of Puget Sound—at least for those beyond or above 
Seattle such protection must be deemed complete. The Board, however, still 
mindful of possibilities, has suggested fortifications at Dash Point and Point 
Defiance for the safety of the city of Tacoma, and also of the Narrows, I pre- 
sume; but whether hostile vessels willever penetrate the Sound beyond Seat- 
tle when the recommended fortifications there and below at its entrance are 
completed, presents a question depending upon a remote contingency, and 
whether they would ever enter the Narrows presents one of contingency 
depending upon a contingency too remote for speculation, even 

“'To return to the consideration strictly of the proposed defensive works 
at the entrance of Admiralty Inlet and near Seattle. hey would require for 
— in time of peace some five batteries of artillery. Those at Point 

Vilson and at Admiralty Head, and those in the passages to Port Orchard 
would need only small detachments—the two former to be drawn from one 
or two batteries stationed at Marrowstone Point, and the others from a gar- 
rison of three batteries stationed at Magnolia Bluff—all to be subsisted from 
the two permanent stations and to be periodically relieved from their garri- 
sons. agnolia Bluff should become the chief point of occupation, not only 
on account of its greater nee as a defensive position, but also for its 
accessibility by water and land. The Great Northern Railroad skirts its 
eastern limit and it is connected with Seattle, some 3 miles distant, by easy 
wagon road. The position, too, offersevery advantage for the convenient es- 
tablishment and the comfort and health of a large garrison. 

“TL inclose a blue print of a contour map recently prepared by the \‘ngineer 
Department (exhibit marked ““C"’), which conveys an excellent impression 
of the res features of the western portion of the bluff. The re- 
maining part, for a distance of maar 4 2 miles eastward, is equally favorable 
for a military post. Impressed by the importance of this position as a defen- 
sive point for the protection of Puget Sound against foreign aggression, and 
of its availability should the employment of troops become necessary on ac- 
count of internal disorders in that section of country, as has been the case in 
several instances during the past six years; impressed by the undoubted con- 
venience of this locality as a base of supplies, in the event of hostile demon- 
strations along our international boundary line on the north or our extended 
water front to the northwestward, for either land or naval forces; believing 
that troops should be maintained in that section and that they should be sta 
tioned witha view to permanency of location, the future defenses necessary 
tothe protection of the Sound considered; and also being of the opinion that 
the iritiatory steps in the construction of such defensive works shouid be 
taken as soon as possible, I recommend in my annual report the transfer of 
the Fort Townsend garrison to Magnolia Bluff. 

‘In so far as this recommendation concerned the company at Fort Town- 
send, I was influenced by the fact that the further continuance of a post 
there was useless, as it did not serve any military purpose, and that the gar- 
rison should in any event be withdrawn; and as it isthe partof wisdom to 
maintain troops in that section, I thought the company might be made the 
nucleus of a larger garrison, to be placed where it could best render, under 
present circumstances or those to developed, the means of Government 
protection which the inhabitants of that portion of the country demand. 

“The result of the recommendation thus far has been a movement by the 
citizens of Seattle to secure and tender to Government such portions of Mag- 


nolia Bluff as would be required for the establishment of a post there« All 
action which has been taken at these headquartersin the matter is embodied 
in correspondence, copies of which are inclosed marked exhibits * D” and 
“E.” By reference thereto it will be seen that the Chamber of Commerce of 
that city has been informed, in answer toits application. what strip of land is 


desired, also that it would be for the interests of the inhabitants to give the 
same for United States military uses. If encouraged, I think that Seattle 
will acquire and offer to Government, title to the desirable portion of tie 
bluff containing some thirteen or fourteen hundred acres. Should it do this 
I would earnestly recommend acceptance and immediate application for an 
appropriation of $20,000, which would be a sufficient amount toerect the needed 
buildings required to comfortably quarter two companies of infantry; such 
buildings being so placed as not to interfere with plans to be hereafter devel- 
oped for the construction of the large and permanent post which future ne- 
cessities will demand. 

“T am aware that this method of procedure in post building, viz, to erect 
what might be considered temporary structures, belongs to the past and is 
not now practiced; but in this instance it would provide for the Fort 'fown- 
send garrison and keep troops in that section, much to the satisfaction of the 
people, and the occasional labor of troops during construction could be util- 
ized without detriment and to great advantage. Besides, such buildings need 
not be temporary in their nature, but can be so constructed and located as 
to be available for the needed purposes of a large garrison after its substan- 
tial quarters and barracks are completed. 

“I may appear somewhat urgent in pressing the abandonment of Fort 
Townsend on the plea that its continuance as a military station is without 









any resulting benefit. I gofurther and claim that itsretention is a detriment 
to the Government, since it destroys the availability of a portion of our small 
Army, and I am also of opinion that it must of necessity be abandoned very 
soon use of its inadequate water supply, which is gradually decreasing. 
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Its main dependence is a small spring in the foothills, which dw the dr 
season of the past summer failed to yield more than four or five thousan 
gallons daily. I think that the post must be given up soon, and the question 
which presents itself is to what point can itsgarrison be most aivantngeonaly 
moved. I respectfully request mature consideration of the pro’ tion whic 
Ihave advanced. If it is considered impracticable to place the garrison at 
Magnolia Bluff, in case a sufficient acreage is secured there to accommodate 
a large post (a movement which should take place next spring), then to what 
point shall it be sent? But whether or not the authorities decide that my 
recommendation in this particular matter has merit, I respectfully ask that 
they carefully weigh the great value of Magnolia Bluff as a very important 
position for permanent occupancy by a large body of troops wi © sys- 
tem of defenses recommended by the Fortification Board for the necessary 
protection of the inhabitants of the Puget Sound country.” 

I have incorporated this lengthy extract from my report of November 6, as 
it presents fully the entire su —. I am informed that the action recom- 
mended therein was approved by the general commanding the Army on No- 
vember 23, and also by the United States Fortification Board and by the Chief 
of Engineers on December 1 and 4, respectively. 

As concerns the Senate bill inclosed, I am a ee that the amount of 
Jand (500acres) which it is proposed to give title to Government is so abridged. 
This 500 acres includes the most desirable portion of Magnolia Bluff, but 
Government should own, for obvious reasons, all approaches to the water to 
the north, west, and considerable of that south of the same, or all land in 
those directions. It already owns the extreme point of the bluff, where a 
light-house is established. ‘These approaches are bold bluffs, can not be held 
at hich figures, and should accompany any grant accepted on the part of the 
United States. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





E. 8. OTIS, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 136, after line 15, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For preparing the history of the international congresses held at Chicago 
under the authority of the Government of the United States, said history not 
to exceed 10 volumes of 1,000 pages each, and to be prepared under the direc- 
tion of the Joint Committee on Printing, and at compensation to be fixed by 
said joint committee, not exceeding $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to have a formal amendment inserted. 
On page 12, after the word “ department,” in line 14, I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ including the temporary post-office building to 
be erected at Chicago, Tl.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Are not those words now in the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. They are in one or two other places, but it is 
necessary to insert them here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is correct. Let the words be inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 14, line 16, after the word “‘ stations,” 
I move to insert the words which were put in the bill a moment 
ago on page 12. 
nae SECRETARY. In line 16, page 14, after the word “‘ stations,” 

sert: 

Including the temporary post-office building to be erected at Chicago, Ill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to reserve a vote upon two amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to reserve a vote on the amendment 
as to delegates to an international monetary conference. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the 
committee amendment on pages 34 and 35. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the amendment? 

Mr. McLAURIN. With reference to the assistants in the Coast 
Survey, and in connection with that I desire to read a letter from 
the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. He says: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SEORETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1895. 


Srr: In reply to your inquiry of the 25th instant, I have the honor to state 
that the estimate for 34 assistants for the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, contained in the sundry civil bill now pending in the Senate, meets 
with the approval of the Department. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. A. J. McLAvurRrIN, 

United States Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, except those 
which have been reserved. : 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer an amendment. 

The SpecreTarRy. It is proposed to insert after the word ‘‘ be,” 
in line 12, on page 70: 

Selected from and serve in the States from which they are appointed. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That agents and others employed under this appropriation shall 
be selected from and serve in the States from which they are a inted, se- 
lected under the civil-service law, rules, and regulations, and shall be allowed 
= diem, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 

ior may prescribe, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate notexceeding $3 per day 
each and ual necessary expenses for transportation. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr, CAREY. Ioffer an amendment, to come in on page 9, com- 


Cc. 8. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 
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mencing in line 14, as a substitute for the poe as amended 
by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of page 9, be- 
ginning with line 14, down to and including line 2, on page 10, 
and insert in lieu thereof: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procure 
by purchase or otherwise suitable sites and for the commencement of the 
construction of public buildings thereon, in the city of Cheyenne, the capital 
of Wyoming; in Boise City, the capital of Idaho; and in the city of Helena, 
the capital of Montana, there is hereby aprrapesses. out of any moneys not 
otherwise aperemriated, the sum of $5,000. Each of said sites shall contain at 
least 16,000 feet of ground, and shall leave an open space around the building 
to be erected thereon, including streets and alleys, of at least 40fect. Neither 
of said sites shall cost in excess of $29,000, and neither of said buildings, each 
of which shall be fireproof, shall cost, inclnding the site, in excess of $130,000; 
and the appropriation herein made shall be available during this fiscal year 
for the purchase of sites and the commencement of the construction of the 
buildings, with power to contract for each of the buildings within the limit 
of $150,000 for each site and building. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to understand this matter. As I 
understood when the provision passed the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole, the capital of the State of Washington, Olympia, 
was included in the number. Is Olympia now omitted? 

Mr. GRAY. It never was in the bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to have some explanation of the 
reason why it is not in the amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. It never was in the bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It was put in the bill in the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I understood. 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Question! 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us vote on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments upon which a sep- 
arate vote has been demanded will be taken up in their order. 

Mr. STEWART. Lask for a separate vote on the amendment 
proposing to appoint delegates to an international monetary con- 

erence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be reserved. 
The first reserved amendment in order is that reserved by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurrn}. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I simply want to say in ref- 
erence to the amendment-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The hour for voting has arrived. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. No further debate is 
permissible. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Mississippi is not in order, under the rules of the Senate, in pro- 
ceeding to debate the amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Very well; I will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment reserved by the Senator from Mississippi. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is simply the amendment restoring the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey assistants to what they were last year. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If debate is in order on the amendment I 
want to make an explanation myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Mississippi that debate is not in order except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from Missouri-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply stated what the amendment is. 
There was no debate about it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I simply want myself to state what the 
amendment is. 

Mr. HALE. Regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Szcretary. The Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
struck out all after line 4, on page 34, down to and including line 24 
on the same page in the following words: 

For one assistant, $4,000; 

For one assistant, $3,200; 

For three assistants, at $3,000 each; 

For three assistants, at $2,500 each; 

For seven assistants, at $2,200 each; 

For seven assistants, at $2,000 each; 

For three assistants, at $1,800 each; 

For three assistants, at $1,600 each; 

For two assistants, at $1,400 each: 

Aad Sout saeinaes, at ea op : ‘ ter than $900 

¥ , rec 
h $3,000: im ail, $79.30. oyed at asaiary not greater than per annum 

And inserted the following: 

For two assistants, at $4,000 each; 

For one assistant, $3,500; 

For four assistants, at $3,000 each; 

For four assistants. at $2,500 each; 
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For eight assistants, at $2,200 each; 

Por eight assistants, at $2,000 each; 

For four assistants, at $1,800 each: 

For four assistants, at $1,600 each; 

For three assistants, at $1,400 each; 

For four assistants, at $1,200 each; 

For aids temporarily employed at a salary not greater than $900 per annum 
each, $3,600; in all, $98,300. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

Mr. VEST. Iask for a vote on the amendment which I offered 
in Committee of the Whole to the amendment on page 11. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, on page 11, after the word “of,” 
strike out the words ‘all the right, title, and interest of” and in- 
sert ‘‘ a fee simple title from;” so as to read: 

For the purchase of a fee simple title from Harriet Stanwood Blaine, etc. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri, to amend the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on which he demands the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proc eeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. If he were here I shoud 
vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru}. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaerys]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircnarp]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roac#]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia — Caupen} 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. If he were present I should 
vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GoRDON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 26, nays 37; as follows: 


I am paired 


YEAS—26. 
Bate, Harris, Mills, Stewart, 
Berry, Hunton, Mitchell of Oreg. Turpie, 
Caffery, Irby, Mitchell of Wis. Vest, 
Call, Jones of Ark. Morgan, Vilas, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Peffer, Washburn, 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Pugh, 
George, McLaurin, Ransom, 

NAYS—3. 
Aldrich, Clark, Hawley, Quay, 
Allen, Cockrell, Hill, Sherman, 
Allison, Cullom, Hoar, Squire, 
Biackburn, Daniel, Lodge, Teller, 
Blanchard, Davis, McMillan, Voorhees, 
Brice, Dixon, Manderson, Wilson of Wash. 
Butler, Frye, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Gorman, Murphy, 
Carey, Gray, Platt, 
Chandler, Hale, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—25. 

Burrows, Hansbrough, aie Smith, 
Camden, Higgins, Perkins, Walsh, 
Coke, sones of Nev. Pettigrew, White, 
Dolph, McPherson, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dubois, Mantle, Pritchard, 
Gibson, Martin, Roach, 
Gordon, Palmer, Shoup, 


So Mr. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask leave to modify the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole, in line 21, by striking out the word 
‘‘one,” before the name of Paul D. Connor. He is a well-known | 
citizen of this District. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be so modified. The 
question is on concurring in the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] to reserve an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I reserved for a separate vote the amendment 
providing for delegates to an international conference. I desire 
to offer an amendment to come in at the end of the thirteenth 
line of the amendment, immediately after the words ‘‘ United 
- mel I offer the amendment to show that I am not a back- 

ider. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 13 of the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, after the words ‘‘ United States,” 
insert: 

But such delegates shall not agree to any ratio of more than lii parts of 
silver to 1 like part of gold. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEWART. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was caliea). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpx]. 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircwarp]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [am paired with the junior Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. CampEen]. If he were present I should vote 
‘* vea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smits}. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I announce that my colleague [Mr. Bur- 
ROWS] is paired with the Senator from Maryland [{[ Mr. Grsson]. 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 49; as follows 








I am paired with the 
If he were here I should vote 








YEAS—11. 
Allen, Call, Kyle, Pugh, 
Bate, Hunton, McLaurin, Stewart. 
Berry, Irby, Pefier, 

NAYS—4). 
Aldrich, Gallinger, McPherson, Sherman, 
Allison, George, Manderson, Squire, 
Butler, Gorman, Mills, Teller 
aery: Gray, Mitchell of Oreg. Turpie, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Wis. vos. 
Chandler, Harris, Morrill, Vil 
Clark, Hawley, Murphy, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Hill, Perkins, Washburn 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Wask 
Davis, Jones of Ark. Procto Wole tt. 
Dixon, Lindsay, snr 
Faulkner, Lodge, Ransom, 
Frye, MeMillan, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—2. 

Blackburn, Daniel, Jones of Nev. Power 
Blanchard, Dolph, Mantle, Pritchard, 
Brice, Dubois, Martin, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gibson, Morgan, Smith 
Camden, Gordon, Palmer, Walsi 
Carey, Hansbrough, Pasco, Whit 
Coke, Higgins, Pettigrew, W ils« f Iowa 


So Mr. STEWART’S amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment. 
on page 12, I move to insert: 


After line 10 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hy vreby autl beri ned. to cause plans and 
specifications to be prepared for a building for th 2 use of the Department of 
Justice, with a view to its eres tion on the lo at the corner of Pennsylvania 
avenue and Lafayette Place lusi > spa 10W occupied the build- 
ing used by the said Departm: ent and th: at | ial occupied by the Blaine man- 
sion. 


Mr. COCKRELL. [raise the point of order that the amend- 
ment is general legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say it carries no appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not make any difference: it is 
general legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. The amendment carries no appropriation. 

Mr. COC KRELL. It is not a debatable proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled under th 
rules of the Senate to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. I gave notice the other day that I would reserve 
the amendment on page 70, line 10, in regard to timber agents; but 
betieving that the House conferees will insist upon the House pro- 
vision, and hoping that the conferees on the part of the Senate, 
when they come to examine the reports of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Commissioner of the General Land ( Of ice, will yield 
that amendment, I did not ask to have it reserved for a separate 
vote in the Senate. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendmen 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
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int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CocKRELL, 
Mir. GoRMAN, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the bill may be printed and the 
amendments numbered, and that there may be a special order sent 
to the Printing Office that it be printed immediately. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered, in the absence of 
objection. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. K.8231) to regu- 
late the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. Cooper of Florida, and Mr. HULL 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the Howse insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5 to the 
bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, asked a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. McCreary of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Hooker of Mississippi, and Mr. Hirr managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House requested the 
Senate to furnish the House a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 1252) 
to provide for the times and places to hold terms of the Unifed 
States courts in the State of Washington. 

The message also announced that the House requested the Sen- 
ate to furnish the House with a duplicate copy of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 3246) for the appointment 
of a sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S.R.117) granting eo for the erection of 
a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. 
Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. C. L., with an amendment; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 2539) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney; 

A bill (H. R. 2377) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LI of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning 
the regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and 
also toamend section 4414, Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regu- 
Jation of steam vesseis;” and 

A bill (H. R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES, 


Mr. CAMERON. I give notice that some time to-morrow, im- 
mediately after the consideration of the resolutions in reference 
to the death of the late Marcus C. Lisle, of Kentucky, I shall call 
> the resolutions relative to the death of my late colleague in the 
House of Representatives, Mr. Myron B. Wright, so that suitable 
action may be taken thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I take occasion now to give notice that imme- 
diately after the proceedings on the resolutions just referred to by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.CameEron] I shall call up the 
resolutions adopted by the House of Representatives, sent to this 
body yesterday, in relation to the death of Gen. Philip S. Post, late 
a Representative from my State. 

Mr. PLATT. Why can we not have an understanding that we 
shall have an evening session for that purpose, or that the eulo- 
gies shall be delivered at an evening session? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope we may have an evening session, but 
I had rather not make any arrangement in regard to the matter 
until we see how we get along with the appropriation bills. We 
can arrange this matter satisfactorily hereafter. 

Mr. PLATT. It is very evident that we shall be in session 
during some portion of the day on the Sabbath, and it seems to 
me that would the most appropriate time for these eulogies. Why 
can we not have an understanding to that effect? 


. Mr. COCKRELL. That would be entirely agreeable to me, 
ut—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there will be no effort to interfere with 
the regular business of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The fatal objection to the arrangement sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut is that after the conclu- 
sion of the memorial addresses we can not adjourn, as is the uni- 
form practice in such cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. Thatistrue. There will, I think, however, be 
no trouble about arranging a suitable time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. e can arrange it hereafter. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice also at the same time that either 
my colleague [Mr. Brice] or I will call up the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives in respect to the death of our late col- 
league in that House, Hon. George W. Houk. 


JOHN C. DULL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1535) to correct the 
naval history of John C. Dull; which was, in line 9, after the word 
** date,” to insert: 

Provided, That no bounty or back pay shall be paid by virtue of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I movethat the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to, 


CHARLES E. JONES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2351) granting a 
pension to Charles E. Jones; which was, in line 8, to strike out 
‘‘of $30 per month” and insert ‘‘ proportionate to the degree of 
disability from gunshot wound of the back and results.” 

Mr. MARTIN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1539) granting a 
pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax; which was, in line 8, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert 
** thirty.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the desire of the Committee on Pensions 
that that amendment of the House of Representatives be con- 
curred in, and I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IDA C. MARTIN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2032) to grant a 
= to Ida C. Martin; which was, in line 7, after the word ‘“‘ re- 

llion,” to strike out ‘‘ and to pay her a — of $50 a month ” 
and insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the gen- 
eral pension laws.” 

Mr. PEFFER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARTHA CUSTIS CARTER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 328) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Ad- 
miral 8. P. Carter; which were,in line 8, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “seventy-five” and insert *‘thirty;” and to 
amend the title so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Ad- 
miral S. P. Carter.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 


MONONGAHELA NAVIGATION COMPANY, 


Mr.QUAY. Inow ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R.141) to extend the time for 
— testimony in relation to the value of the improvements of 
the Monongahela Navigation Company on the Monongahela River 
in Pennsylvania. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 


COURTS IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolution of 
the House of Representatives, requesting the Senate to furnish 














the House with a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 1252) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the times and places to hold 
terms of the United States courts in the State of Washington.” 
Mr. GORMAN. I move that the request of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be complied with. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolution of 
the House of Representatives requesting the Senate to furnish the 
House with a duplicate copy of the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the request of the House of Representa- 
tives was ordered to be complied with. 


CLAIMS AGAINST NICARAGUA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order of Business 1065, which is a resolution intro- 
duced by me, and unanimously reported by the Select Committee 
on Nicaragua Claims, and which is entirely unobjectionable. 

The resolution wasconsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to; as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate having declared there is no jurisdiction to pre- 
sent the claims of citizens of the United States against the Republic of Nica- 
ragua, and said claims having been long delayed, it is respectfuily submitted 
to the President that the same be called to the attention of the Government 
of Nicaragua for proper adjustment and settlement. 


JOSEPH W. ADY. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the resolution in the case of Mr. Ady. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hituinthechair). The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, reported from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Desenae of the 
Senate on the 12th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is Dereny, qenmos ings 
and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Joseph W. 
Ady, the contestant of the seat of JOHN MARTIN, a Senator from Kansas, the 
— of $2,000 in full of expenses incurred by the said Joseph W. Ady in his 
said contest. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
SENATOR JOHN MARTIN, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Gray on the 26th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to JOHN MARTIN, 
a Senator from the State of Kansas, the sum of $1,000 in full of compensation 
and all expenses incurred by him in the contest for his seat in the Senate by 
Joseph W. Ady. 

Mr. HOAR. I nowask forthe consideration of the resolution re- 
lating to the payment of the expenses of the Senator from Kansas 


[Mr. MARTIN]. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
a and Control the Contingent nses of the Senate, as 
ollows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate to JoHN Mar- 
TIN, a Senator from the State of Kansas, the sum of $1,000 in full of compensa- 
tion and all expenses incurred by him in the contest for his seat in the Senate 
by Joseph W. Ady. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be consid- 
ered as agreed to if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 
and it is agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I object to that, Mr. President. 

BF oy PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s objection is too 
te. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to ask what the resolution is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution in regard to the 
payment of the expenses of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Mar- 
= in the contest for his seat. 

Mr. KYLE. I thought it was the resolution to pay Mr. Ady. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That resolution was disposed of 
some time ago. 

COURTS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask to take up for consideration the conference 
report which was submitted yesterday on the bill for the appoint- 
ment of additional judges necessary in the Indian Territory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act entitled . 
‘An act to provide a temporary government for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 
2, 1890; ‘‘ to provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory 
for judicial purposes, for an additional judge and more United 
States commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, 
and authority of such judges and commissioners, and for ciher 
purposes;” which appears in the Senate proceedings of yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on concurring in the report. 

Mr. VILAS. Perhaps it may be said to the Senate in a word 
that the bill just reported by the conference committee is founded 
in part upon the lines of the bill introduced by the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. It provides for three 
judicial districts in the Indian Territory, but omits any inter- 
ference with the courts of the Indian nations now existing in that 
Territory. But I wish to add that the question as to how radical 
and how soon it may become the duty of the Congress of the 
United States to deal with the subject of the government of the 
Indian Territory, the committee, by refraining from adopting any 
of the suggestions that have been made for that purpose, do not 
intend to express an opinion about. Rather the idea has prevailed, 
as was indicated by the Senator from Connecticut “ca PLATT] 
in some remarks he made the other day, that unless there shall be 
a good result from the negotiations and progress by a commis- 
sion appointed under a law of Congress to confer with the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and endeavor to reach some satisfactory result 
by agreement with them, it will, in view of the state of things 
existing in that Territory, soon become the undoubted duty of 
Congress to exercise and exert the original sovereign power of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. VILAS. The attention of the managers of the conference 
on the part of the Senate has been called to the fact that notwith- 
standing the great care and long labor that were bestowed upon 
the bill there is perhaps one question not perfectly covered by it. 
The bill provides that until the appointment and qualification of 
the additional judges, the judge of the United States district conrt 
in the Indian Territory shall continue to perform ali the duties 
and exercise all the authority that is now or hereafter may be 
conferred upon him as such judge. No provision of that sort, 
however, is preserved in the bill with reference to the district 
attorney, the marshal, or the clerk of the court, or indeed with ref- 
erence to the commissioners. Therefore I introduce a joint reso- 
lution, and ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read 
for information. 

The joint resolution (S. R.142) continuing the present officers 
of the courts in the Indian Territory until the bill for the reor- 
ganization of the judiciary of that Territory, which has passed 
both Houses of Congress and awaits the signature of the President 
of the United States, becomes a law was read the first time by its 
title, and the second time at length, as follows: ; 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That until the appointment and qualification 
of the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of court in the three judicial 
districts according to the act entitled “An act to provide for the appointment 
of additional judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,’ which has passed the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives and now awaits the consideration of the President of the United States, 
the district anne the marshal, and the clerk of the court shall respect- 
ively perform all the duties appertaining to such offices in such districts; and 
until the appointment and qualification of the judges required to be appointed 


in the northern aud southern judicial districts, the commissioners now in 
office shall have jurisdiction in the said districts as heretofore. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. In further support of the action of the Senate 
on this occasion I desire to put into the REcorpD a tabulated state- 
ment of the crimes and offenses which have been tried in those 
a Indian courts since their first establishment, and the cust 
of it. 

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the REcorD, as follows. 
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STATUE OF PROF. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (5S. 
R. 117) granting ——— for the erection of a bronze statue in 
Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, 
M. D., LL. D., D. C. L., which was, on.page 2, line 8, to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘ grounds.” 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the House of tatives and request a conference 
on the joint resolution and the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MILLs, 
Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. QUAY were appointed. 


SETTLEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Missouri to 
allow me to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S, 2802) to approve a compromise and settlement between the 
United States and the State of Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill, not displacing the unfini business? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Kansas will 
withhold the objection for a moment until Ican make a statement. 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Last summer Comptes passed an act 
authorizing the Secretary of the Triasury and Secretary of the 
Interior to take up with the governor of the State of Arkansas 
certain disputed matters of account between the Government and 
the State which have been pending for very many years. Two 
experts were sent from Washi to Arkansas to examine into 
all the facts bearing on the case, and those experts have stated an 
account. They have disallowed claims in favor of the State which 
we believe are just and which amount toa great deal in the ag- 
gregate. The account as agreed on by the governor of the Sta 
and these two Secretaries is the statement made by the Govern- 
ment’s own officials. There can be no objection to it except an 


anonymous complaint which has been circulated among Senators 
that there is some injustice to be done to settlers in Arkansas, 
which is not well founded. 

The exception to which I refer relates only to one matter of con- 
tention, and that is that the Iron Mountain Railroad, which had 
a land grant subsequent to the swamp-land grants to the State of 
Arkansas, succeeded in getting patents issued to about 200,000 
acres of land. We believe that land belongs to the State of Ar- 
kansas. A good deal of-it has since been sold by the Iron Moun- 
tain Railroad Company,and we believe the railroad company is 
accountable to the State for the proceeds. The rights of the set- 
tlers upon the land as purchasers under the railroad are recog- 
nized by the legislature of the State. They are not to beinterfered 
with. The State will make its claim only against the railroad, as 
it is entitled to do if its legal contention may be sustained by the 
courts. There is no reason why that question should not remain 
just as it was before. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas not to 
object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. There are some questions involved in the bill, 
and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonts] has very frankly al- 
luded to them in part. The consideration of the bill will doubt- 
less involve a g deal of discussion. It is claimed upon the part 
of a great many persons, and among them the settlers upon those 
railroad lands, that their titles are more or less in jeopardy, and 
in our part of the ae we have had so much trouble of that 
character that we dread the bare thought of a contest between a 
great railroad corporation on the one hand and poor settlers on 
the other. Inasmuch as the matter has come on us so recently 
and suddenly, we have not had time to examine it, and I think it 
is due to the settlers for whom I speak that we take a little time 
to consider it. 

While I should like very much indeed to accommodate my 
friend from Arkansas, for he has always been exceedingly cour- 
teous to me, yet in deference to the interest I speak of I feel it is 
my duty to object to the consideration of the bill until we can 
have time to consider and discuss it in all its phases. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Th>re is not a solitary landholder 
under the Iron Mountain Railroad who objects to the ratification 
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of the agreement. The one living party who objects to it is the 
Tron Mountain Railroad Company, and the only reason they have 
for objection is that they desire to un e to prevent a settle- 
ment between the State and the Government unless we shall 
agree that the State shall give up its claim against them of about 
$250,000. So far as I am concerned,I would keep the matter in 
the Senate for forty years before I would yield to that demand. 
There is not a solitary claim or interest in it except that of the 
Iron Mountain Railroad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Martin in the chair). Ob- 
jection is made to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Kansas will withhold 
his objection for one moment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly,if the Senator from Arkansas desires 
to address the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I will state that this matter has 
been pending here for the last twenty years. My predecessor, Mr. 
Garland, when he first came to the Senate sought to have a settle- 
ment of these claims between the State of Arkansas and the 
United States. In every mare and pony session of Congress 
the matter has been conside and debated in committee and in 
the Senate and House. In the Fifty-second Congress a bill passed 
the Senate wiping out the claims of the United States against 
Arkansas and of Ar against the United States on even 
terms. That bill failed in the House of Representatives on a rul- 
ing of the Speaker that the conference report went beyond the power 
of the conference committee. Then, in 1894, we suce in 
passing a bill by which the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and the governor of Arkansas might make this 
settlement, the agreement to be approved by Congress. 

The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury 
sent two experts to the State, one of them being a Republican and 
the other a Democrat. They went and examined those claims, 
and they figured the State indebtedness to the United States to be 
$160,500. There are many people in Arkansas who do not believe 
we owe the United States anything whatever, but inasmuch as 
those experts showed that we were indebted to the United States 
to the extent of $160,500, the governor of our State, in order that 
there might be a final settlement, signed the agreement, and the 
legislature of the State has ratified his action. The governor did 
right; it is best for the State and for the General Government to 
finally settle the dispute. 

Now, I wish to state that unless the settlement be ratified, it is 
absolutely impossible that the State can be induced to make an 
appropriation to pay the interest on those bonds. So long as 
there are disputed claims arising between the State and the 
United States, the State can not be e ted to make appropria- 
tions to pay either the principal or interest on claims of the 
United States. The State ought not to do so, and will not. We 
are anxious to have the matter finally determined, and the State 
is willing to settle on a just and fair basis, and this agreement is 
made upon the findings of the United States officers, in which 
they show that Arkansas owes the United States $160,500 upon a 
fair settlement, and both the governor and the legislature have 
said that the State will pay this sum according to the terms of 
ee eoment, and no one is objecting except the Iron Mountain 


In regard to the proposition and statement of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Perrer] that settlers will be injured, I wish to state 
that there is not a settler along the Iron Mountain Railroad who 
has the least apprehension that his title will ever be disturbed. I 
was informed & one of my colleagues in the other House to-day, 
though I did not stop to investigate it, that the State of Arkansas 
has passed a law settling the title forever so far as the occupants 
of the land are concerned. I do not know whether it is correct or 
not. Neither the governor of the State nor any member of the 
legislature, whether he be Democrat or Republican or Populist, 
desires to disturb one of those citizens in possession of the land 
which they have bought in good faith. 

But, Mr. President, there isa question between the Iron Mountain 
Railroad and the State of Arkansas as to whether or not the Iron 
Mountain Railroad shall account for lands which it got that did 
not belong to it. It is a contest purely between that corporation 
and the State, and the United States Government has nothing to 
do with it. The bill does not cut off any claim. It simply leaves 
that open to be litigated and decided, as it can be done without 
this bill. It takes no right from the railroad; it takes no right 
from any citizen, but it leaves it open to say whether or not the 
State of Arkansas shall recover what we believe to be due us from 
therailroadcompany. Itisnotthecitizens whocomplain. There 
is not a citizen there complaining; there is no citizen in any dan- 
ger. Arkansas would never disturb any of its —o in possession 
of those lands for which they paid in good faith. 

These are the facts about the case, and I appeal to the Senator 
from as a matter of justice and fair dealing, as a matter 
where the United States is entirely satisfied, where the United 
States will get $160,000 rather than nothing, where the agreement 
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has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and by the governor and legislature of Ar- 
kansas, where it is made upon the basis of reports of United 
States experts sent for that specific purpose, that he will not in- 
terpose an objection and stop the settlement of this matter. 

Mr. PEFFER. The bill was presented to the Senate—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair must remind Senators 
that debate is entirely out of order. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that. I merely wish to give one 
further reason why I continue my objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. - lLcall for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 2802) to approve the compromise and settlement between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it proposed to displace the appropriation bill 
to take up a private bill? 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. I have moved to take up the bill. I 
do not think it can be called a private bill when it is a matter be- 
tween a sovereign State and the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Whatever it is, it will displace the appropria- 
tion bill. 

— JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the request if Senators 
object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the regular order. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
may be dispensed with and that the committee amendments be 
acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, line 1, to strike out ‘“‘ twenty-five thousand seven hun- 
dred and seventy-six ” and insert “‘ thirty-one thousand eight hun- 
dred and sixty-eight;” so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the serv- 
ice of the Senate, $431,868.90, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 4, to insert: 


For clerk to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage and clerk to the 
Saeeeee on Mines and Mining, at $2,100 each, for the fiscal year 1896 only, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 20, after the words 
‘* mail carriers,” to insert ‘‘and one wagon master,” and in line 
24, before the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out “‘ eighteen thousand 
one” and insert “nineteen thousand three;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Post-Office: For tmaster, $2,250; assistant postmaster and mail carrier, 
$2,088; clerk in post-office, $1,800; seven mail carriers and one wagon master, 
at $1,200 each, four riding pages, at $912.50 each; in all, $19,388. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thecommittee amendment on page 5 was passed 
over so rapidly that I did not have an opportunity to call the at- 
tention of the Senator in charge of the bill to it, and to ask him 
why the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage and the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining should be selected from the numerous 
other committees of the Senate as special subjects of legislation. 
It is well known that the Committee on Woman Suffrage has 
nothing to do, and the Committee on Mines and Mining is about 
as useless as the Committee on Woman Suffrage. There is noth- 
ing whatever for either of the committees to do, and I should 
like to ask the Senator from Missouri why it is that those two 
committees are selected to be the recipients of clerkships at $2,100 
each. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was to furnish the chairmen of those two 
committees with clerks, each of whom needs a clerk by reason of 
the condition of his eyes and his age. It was put in last year and 
is put in the present year. 

¥. ALLEN. It was put in last year for the first time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is put in now for the second time. TheSena- 
tor from Missouri says it has the effect of giving the chairmen of 
those committees clerks. They have clerks already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state tothe Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the amendment has been agreed to, and 
the only way to reach it now is by a motion to reconsider. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been passed now. When we get 
through with the general committee amendments the Senator 
from Nebraska can make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will move now to reconsider, and I will call it 
up at some other time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, line 9, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘two hundred;” in line 12, before 
the word “folders,” to strike out ‘‘ six folders, at $3 per day while 
actually employed, $6,588; three;” in line 14, before the word “ dol- 
lers,” to strike out ‘‘ seven hundred and twenty” and insert “ eight 
hundred and forty,” and in line 16, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-one thousand six hundred and twenty-eight” 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-two thousand three hundred and twenty;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


Folding room: For superintendent of the folding room, $2,160; assistant in 
folding room, $1,200; clerk in folding room, $1200; foreman in folding room, 
$1,200; nine folders at $1,000 each, and nine folders at $840 each; in all, $22,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the top of page 8. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 8, line 1, after ‘‘ thirty,” I move to 
strike out “three ” and insert “ eight,” and in line 3, before ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” I move to strike out “ thirty-nine ” and insert ‘‘ forty-five,” 
so as to read: ‘‘ For 88annual clerks to Senators who are not chair- 
men of committees, at $1,200 each, $45,600.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the same paragraph, at the end of line 3, 
I move to insert: 

Provided, That hereafter Senators elected whose terms of office, beginning 
on the 4th day of March, and whose credentials in due form of law shall have 
been presented to the Senate or filed with the Secretary, but who have not 
been qualified, are authorized to appoint a clerk to serve from the date of the 
commencement of their terms respectively, whose compensation shall be 
nators who are not chairmen of 





paid out of the appropriation for clerks to 
committees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, line 23, after the 
word “cleaning,” to insert ‘‘ repairing;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For services in cleaning, repairing, and varnishing furniture, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, after the word 
‘*privates,” to insert ‘‘and one clerk,” and in line 20, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “thirty-eight thousand eight hun- 
dred” and insert “forty thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

CAPITOL POLICE. 
For 1 captain, $1,600; 3 lieutenants, at $1,200 each; 24 privates and 1 clerk, at 
,100 each; and 8 watchmen, at $900 each; in all $40,000 one half to be dis- 
ursed by the Secretary of the Senate and the other hal? to be disbursed by 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. The clerks have aay skipped a portion of 
the bill. I wish to offer an amendment at line 13, on page 9. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The understanding was that we were to dis- 

of the committee amendments first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the understanding was that the bill was to 
be read through and the committee amendments disposed of as we 
proceeded, after which the bill will be open to any amendment. 
oon ALLEN. Iam very glad to get the information from the 

air. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, after line 22, in 
the items for the Capitol police, to strike out: 

For contingent fund, $100. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 23, to insert: 

For services to be rendered and expenses incurred in protecting the Capi- 
tol building and grounds and the property therein, and for other contingent 
expenses, ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

tg next amendment was, on page 13, after line 15, to strike 
out: 

That he 
chat ouna of Goer shall dons in siserdance fi tis Sensarat 
resolution adopted by the Fifty-third at its first session, November 
1, 1893: Provided, That duri The last six days of a session such engrossing 
nd enrolling of bills and joint resolutions may be done otherwise than as 
prescri in said concurrent resolution, upon the order of Congress by con- 
current resolution. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 8, to insert: 
Hereafter no employee of sublet to, or hire, another to do or 


shall 
perform anv nart of the Eaee=as attached to the position to which he 
was appointed. 
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_ Mr.COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by insert- 
ing after the word ‘‘ Congress,” in line 9, the words “ either of the 
Senate or House,” and at the end of the amendment to insert, *‘ ex- 
cept in case of sickness;” so that the paragraph will read: 

Hereafter no employee of Congress, either of the Senate or House, shall 
sublet to, or hire, another to do or perform any part of the duties or work at- 
tached to the position to which he was appointed, except in case of sickness. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 2, to 
insert: 

The Librarian of Congress shall make to the next regular session of Con- 
gress a full report touching a omens reorganization of the Library of Con- 
gress, and whether a separation of the law library from the Remaining por- 
tion of the Library is desirable, in view of the completion of the new Library 
building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 4, on 
page 24. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 24, line 4, before the word ‘“ thou- 
sand,” I move to strike out ‘‘ six,” and insert “ seven;” so as to 
read: 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting un- 
der the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinations and 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 25, line 4, after 
the word ‘‘ horses,” to insert ‘‘to be used only for official purposes,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses, namely: For care and subsistence of horses, to 
be used only for official purposes, and repairs of wagons, carriage, and har- 
ness, rent of stable and wagon shed, care of clocks, telegraphic and electric 
apparatus, and repairs to the same, and for miscellaneous items not includ- 
ing the foregoing; in all, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 10, after the word 
‘* Congress,” to strike out ‘‘ and the Statutes at Large of the Fifty- 
third Congress, two” and insert ‘‘ three;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For expenses of editing and distributing the laws enacted during the third 
session of the Fifty-third Congress, $3,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 12, to insert: 

For expenses of editing and distributing the Statutes at Large of the Fifty- 
third Congress, $1,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 7, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert “‘law clerk, $2,000;” and in line 13, before the 
word “‘ thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘ twenty-four” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
six;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of customs: For chief of division, $2,750; assistant chief of division, 
$2,000; law clerk, $2,000; three clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of class 
4 acting as drawback clerk, $200: two clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; 
two clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1.000 each; three clerks, at $900 each; 
and two assistant messengers; in all, $26,890. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, after the word 
‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘one sewer and folder, at $2.50 per day,” and 
insert ‘‘two sewers and folders, at $2.50 per day each;” and in 
line 19, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘thirty thou- 
sand four hundred and eighty” and insert “thirty-one thousand 
two hundred and sixty-five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of stationery, printing, and blanks: For chief of division, $2,500; 
four clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; two clerks 
of ¢ 1; two clerks, at $900 each; two messengers; two assistant messen- 
gers; one foreman of binde , at $4 per day; four binders, at $3.20 per day 
each; and two sewers and folders, at $2.50 per day each; in all, $31,265.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. \ : 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 16, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to employ E. W. Sells from and 
after the 3d day of March, 1895, as an expert in bookkeeping, to examine into 
and report to him on the methods of bookkeeping of the Treasury, and to 
render such other services as he may direct, $1,000, the same to be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. — . 

The readin .< the bill was continued to line 16, page 32. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In a letter dated February 23, 1895, from 
Secretary Carlisle to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
BURN], a member of the committee, he says it is absolutely neces- 
sary that he should have $250,000, in view of the large number of 
public pevow a9 In view of that statement, I ask that the esti- 
mate of $250,000 may be given, at least for the present. I move, 
after the word ‘‘ hundred,” in line 18, page 32, to insert the words 
‘“‘and fifty;” so as to read: 

And the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, computers, account- 
ants, assistants to the photographer, copyists, and such other services as the 
ne of the Treas’ may deem necessary and specially order, mae 
peers in the office of the Supe Architect exclusively to carry into 
effect the various appropriations for public buildings, to be for fromand 
equitably charged agains= such appropriations: Provided, t the expendi- 
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tures on this account for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, shall not exceed 
$260,000; and that the Secretary of the Treasury shall each year in the annual 
estimates report to Congress the number of persons so employed and the 
amount paid to each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury be printed in the Recor. 

The letter is as follows: e 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 1895. 


iy to your verbal yomeest made to the office of the Supervising 
Architect o this Department for information as to the necessity of increas- 
ing the amount of money which the Secretary of the Treasury may expend 
in the employment of skilled draftsmen, engineers, computers, etc., in the 
office of the Supervising Architect from $200, to $250,000, | have the honor 
to transmit herewith a copy of a letter dated January 22, 1895, and addressed 
to Hon. A. M. DocKERY, House of Representatives, which gives the informa- 
tion asked for Bre: and I may add that the reasons presented in said letter 
are emphasized by reason of the large amount of additional work that will 
be imposed upon the Supervising Architect's Office because of the legisla- 
tion —— present Congress. 
pectfully, yours, 


Stir: In re 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. J. C. 8. BLACKBURN, United States Senate. 


The reading of the bill was continued to line 9, on page 33. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 6, page 33, I move to strike out ‘‘one 
clerk of class 4;” in line 7 I move to strike out ‘‘ three” where 
it first occurs and insert ‘‘five;” in the same line I move to strike 
out ‘‘three” where it last occurs and insert ‘‘ two,” and in line 9 
I move to strike out ‘‘two hundred” and insert ‘‘four hundred;” 
so as to read: 


Office of Comptroller of the Treasury: Fcr Comptroller of the Treasury, 
$5,500; Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,000; chief clerk, $2,700; one 
chief law clerk, $2,700; four law clerks revising accounts and briefing opinions, 
one at $2,100, and three at $2,000 each; two confidential clerks of class 4, in- 
cluding one for the Assistant Comptroller; five clerks of class 3; two clerks 
of class 1; two messengers; and one assistant messenger; in all, $40,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on See was, on page 38, line 23, after 
the word “‘ teller,” to strike out ‘‘ and one principal bookkeeper 
at;” in line 24, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘each;” in 
the same line, before the word ‘‘ bookkeeper,” to strike out “‘as- 
sistant;” on page 39, line 2, before the word “clerks,” to strike 
out “fifteen” and insert ‘‘seventeen,” and in line 5, before the 
word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert ‘‘seven;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For the force omneres in redeeming the national currency (to be reim- 
bursed by the national banks), namely: For superintendent, $3,500; one teller, 

500; one bookkeeper, $2,400; one assistant teller, $2,000; two clerks of class 

; three clerks of c 3; four clerks of class 2; seventeen clerks of class 1; 


ten clerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, at $90) each; three assistant messengers; 
and one charwoman; in all, $61, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 22, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘ and $200 additional while the office is held 
by the present incumbent,” and on page 45, line 2, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ one” and insert ‘‘ three;” soas to make 
the clause read: 


Office of the Director of the Mint: For Director, $4,500; examiner, $2.500: 
computer, $2,500; assayer, $2,200; adjuster of accounts, $2,000; one clerk of 
class 4; one clerk of class 3; one clerk of class 2, who shall be a sten pher; 
four clerks of class 1; one translator, $1,400, and $200 additional while the 
office is held by the present incumbent; one clerk, $1,000; one copyist; one 
moteeneer assistant in laboratory, $1,000, and one assistant messenger; in 
all, $29,360. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire at some time, either 
this afternoon or evening, to call up a privileged resolution, 
namely, the resolution declaring that the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. MarTIN] was not legally elected, and to submit some re- 
marks thereon. I inquire of the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether he would prefer that I should do so now or during the 
evening session? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should prefer the Senator should do so 
during the evening session. We shall have a recess after a while, 
and meet at 8 o’clock, and we shall probably have enough time 
at the evening session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Some time after 8 o'clock, at the pleasure 
of the distinguished chairman of the committee, I shall ask to take 
up the resolution to which I refer and shall submit a few remarks 
thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations that he try to secure some agreement for the 
convenience of Senators as to the order of business until this bill 
is di of. There are several important oo matters 
and matters in executive session which should be disposed of, 
and I believe the Senator will make greater progress with this bill 
by trying to have a time fixed to-morrow morning when a vote 
shall be taken on it, and perhaps in that way we shall be able to 
avoid an evening session. There are several important matters of 
legislation in the last section of the pending which will give 
rise to discussion, and if Senators should know when a vote is to 
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be taken, and just what the order of business is to be, it would 
serve their convenience, it seems to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me that we ought to be able to 
dispose of this bill at a session to-night. The trouble is, if we 
have no session to-night, there are no conference reports which 
could be considered which would facilitate the final disposition of 
appropriation bills. We are compelled to have some time in con- 
ference. We can not get the sundry civil bill back from the 
House of Representatives in time to go into conference on it to- 
night. We have this bill before us, and we have the deficiency 
bill already reported. It is printed and ready for action. Then 
there is the naval appropriation bill to be considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. t tried to get a copy of the deficiency appro- 
priation bill a few moments ago, but was told that it was not yet 
printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose it has been returned from the 
Printing Office by this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly that may be so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought we could facilitate business by 
taking a recess after a while and meeting again at 8 o’clock this 
evening and finish the pending bill to-night, and the first thing 
to-morrow morning we can have an executive session, as there 
are matters to be di 1 of in executive session; and we may 
have a short executive session before we take a recess, so as to have 
reports made and the nominations which have been sent in re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees, and after the executive ses- 
sion in the morning we can take up the deficiency bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we can have an agreement that we shall 
finish this bill to-night, and that no other business shall be trans- 
acted this evening, I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not intend that any other business shall 
be transacted beyond what is provided for in any understanding 
we make, and such an understanding will be distinctly and em- 
phatically kept. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Whatever understanding is reached as 
between the Senator from Missouri and the Senate regarding an 
evening session, I trust that this exception may be made, that if 
time shall allow we shall go to the Calendar and consider private 
pension bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Such as are not objected to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think they ought to be acted upon,as 
some of them have to go back to the House of Representatives, 

Mr. MANDERSON. The understanding ought also to include 
any bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs chang- 
ing military records. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 

Mr. PALMER. Any mere formal reports. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. ask that at the session this evening the 
legislative bill may be disposed of, and no other business trans- 
acted, unless we have time to consider unobjected pension cases—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. And, Mr. President, I think the resolution 
to which I have referred 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the remarks of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That resolution is a privileged question, I 
think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to accommodate myself to the 
wishes of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hitt inthe chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri for a moment. I think in his statement as to the agreement 
he omitted to include the bills for the correction of the records of 
individual soldiers. I think they should be included. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to including those bills 
in the agreement, certainly all cases in which there is no contest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereare probably half a dozen of those bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be included in the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end 
of the following clause from line 19 to line 25 on page 50: 

For salaries and expenses of 303 additional deputy collectors, including sta- 
tionery, said deputies to be employed in the same manner as now provided 
Ps. and are necessary in order to carry into effect the act of August 28, 
1804, imposing a tax on incomes, $408,600. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether 303 additional deputy collectors is the number which 
we provided for in the bill which has passed the Senate? 

. COCKRELL. The number is the same. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
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on page 51, line 16, after the word ‘‘each,” to strike out ‘‘one 
clerk, $1,000,” and insert ‘‘ two clerks, at $1,000 each,” and in line 
20, before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-two” and 
insert ‘‘twenty-three;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Baltimore: For assistant treasurer, $4,50C; 
cashicr, $2,500; 3 clerks, at $1,800 each; 2 clerks, at $1,400 each; 3 clerks, at 
$1,200 each; 2 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 messenger, $840; 3 vault watchmen, at 
$729 each; in all, $23,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 17, after the word 
* dollars,” to insert “ assistant teller, $1,600;” in line 22, before 
the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ nine ” and insert “‘ ten,” and on 
page 53, line 2, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ thirty- 
two thousand three” and insert “thirty-five thousand one ;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, $4,500; 
cashier, $2,500; paying teller. $1,800; assistant teller, $1,600; bookkeeper, and 
receiving teller, at $1,500 each; one clerk, Fee three coin, coupon, and cur- 
rency clerks, at $1,500 each; ten clerks, at $1,200 each; one messenger, $840; one 
janiter, £600; and three watchmen, $720 each; in all, $35,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the clauses 
making appropriations for the mint at Denver, Colo., on 58. 

Mr. TELLER. I move, in line 11, to strike out the word ‘‘nine- 
teen” and insert ‘‘twenty.” The Director of the Mint has sent me 
word that that should be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is correct. Thatsamendment should 
have been inserted by the committee. It was a misunderstanding 
not to have inserted it in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, on page 58, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ nineteen” and insert “ twenty;” so as to read: 

For wages of workmen, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, after line 3, to 
insert: 

Until the mint and assay office at Denver goal become a coinage mint in 
accordance with law, the present mint shall continued as an assay office 


and the business now transacted at said mint shall be continued therein, anc 
the appropriations heretofore and herein made shall be applicable to such 


mint. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 18,-to strike 
out: : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to keep a fund in 
coin and gold and silver bars from which de’ tors of gold and silver bullion 
at the said assay office can be paid as soonas the values of deposits have been 
ascertained by melt and assay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p 
**dollars,” to insert “five hund 
read: 
okt lncoline zeroes, tne’ Nedaaa” ts ocordcocge unk eeaceger 
porter, and other incidental expenses of the Secretary's office, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I give notice that I shall reserve for a separate 
vote in the Senate the clause from line 16 to line 23, on page 65, 
relating to the salaries of the Utah commissioners. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 79, line 25, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert ‘‘seven;” 
and on page 80, line 1, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘of 
which sum $2,000 may be used for computations on new tables of 
the moon and of the stars;” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of computers on piecework in preparing for publication the Ameri- 


can Ep risand Nautical Almanac and improving the Tables of the Planets, 
$7,000, of which sum $2,000 may be used for computations on new tables of the 


moon and of the stars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 25, after the word 
‘“‘ clerk,” to insert “ private secretary to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, $2,000;” and on page 84, line 24, before the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘“‘seventy-four” and insert ‘‘ seventy-six;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior. 
$8,000; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500; Assistant Secretary, $4,000; chie 
clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional as superintendent of the Patent Office build- 
ing; nine members of a Board of Pension Appeals to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at = each; one special land inspector connected 
wit the administration of the ep Seer service, to be appointed by the 

of the Interior and to to his direction, $2,500; one clerk 
in charge of documents, $2,000; six chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, 
one of whom shall be disbursing clerk; private secretary to the Secretary of 
the Interior, $2,000; five clerks of class 4; seven clerks of class 3; one custo- 
dian, ir bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Interior may 
determine, $2,000; one bookkeeper for custodian, $1,200; seven clerks of class 
2; fourteen clerks of class 1, two of whom shall sten or t 
writers; one returns-office clerk, $1,200; one female clerk, to be Vv 
the President, to sign land patents, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 ; seven 
copyists; one telephone operator, ; three messengers; six assistant mes- 
sengers; f borers; two mechanics, one at $900 and one at $720; 





65, line 2, before the word 
;” so as to make the clause 


sub, 
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two corgeniems. at $900 each; one laborer, $600; one packer, $660; one conduc- 
tor of elevator, at $720; four charwomen; one captain of the watch, $1,000; 
forty watchmen, additional to two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watch- 
men, at $120 each: one engineer, $1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000; and seven 
firemen; in all, $176,770. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 25, after the word 
** following,” to strike out ‘‘in lieu of;” in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ clerks,” to ifsert ‘‘now;” on page 85, line 1, after the word 
** Office,” to insert ‘* and to be retained in the office of the Secre- 
tary without any additional appointment, namely: Two clerks, 
at $2,000 each (now borne on the rolls of the Pension Office as 
chiefs of division); two clerks, at $2,000 each (now borne on the 
rolls of the Pension Office as principal examiners) ;” in line 6, before 
the word “ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert “six;” and in 
line 9, before the word “ hundred,” tostrike out ‘* forty-two thou- 
sand five ” and insert “ forty-three thousan1 three;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the following clerks now detailed from the Pension Office, and to be 
retained in the office of the Secretary without any additional appointment, 
namely: Two clerks, at $2,000 each (now borne on the rolls of the Pension 
Office as chiefs of division); two clerks, at $2,000 each (now borne on the rolls 
of the Pension Office as principal examiners); six clerks of class 4; two 
clerks of class 3; six clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class 1; one clerk at $900; 
in all, $43,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 18, after the word 
** following,” to strike out ‘‘in lieu of;” in the same line, after the 
word “clerks,” to insert ‘‘now,” and in line 19, after the word 
‘* Office,” to insert ‘‘and to be retained without any additional 
appointment;” so as to make the clause read: 

For the following clerks now detailed from the Pension Office and to be re- 
tained without any additional appointment, namely: One clerk of class land 
one clerk at $900; in all, $2,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 20, before the word 
‘*clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-nine” and insert “thirty,” and 
on page 87, line 1, before the word “hundred,” to strike out 
‘seventy-five thousand three ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-seven thousand 
one;” so as to make the clause read: 

General Land Office: For the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
$5,000; one Assistant Commissioner, to be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Sena . who shall be authorized to sign 
such letters, papers, and documents, and to perform such other duties as 
may be directed by the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in the 
absence of that officer or in case of a vacancy in the office of Commissioner. 
$3,500; chief clerk, $2,250; two law clerks, at $2,200 each; three inspectors of 
corverepegnneent and district land offices, at $2,000 each: recorder, $2,000; ten 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; two law examiners, at $2,000 each; ten prin- 
cipal examiners of land claims and contests, at $2,000 each; thirty clerks of 
class 4; fifty-seven clerks of class 3; ar vet clerks of class 2; sixty-one 
clerks of class 1; forty-five clerks, at $1,000 each; fifty comyintas two messen- 
gers; nine assistant messengers; twelve laborers; and packers, at $720 
each; in all, $477,150. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In line 20, page 85, I move to strike out the 
ee. ‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-one,” making thirty-one clerksof 
class 4. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next ar:endment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on e 87, line 3, after the 
word “following,” to strike out ‘in lieu of;" in the same line, 
after the word “‘ clerks,” to insert ‘“‘ now;” and in line 4, after the 
word ‘‘ Office,” to insert ‘‘and to be retained without any addi- 
tional appointment;” so as to make the clause read: 


For the following clerks now detailed from the Pension Office, and to be 
retained without any additional appointment, namely: One clerk of class 2; 
four clerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, at $900 each; in all, $9,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 16, after the word 
**four,” to strike out ‘‘ additional to one clerk of class 4 in charge 
of the educational division, $200;” and on page S, line 2, before 
the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert ‘“‘four;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Indian Office: For the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $4,000; Assistant 
Commissioner, who shall als» perform the duties of chief clerk, $3,000; finan- 
cial clerk, $2,000; chief of division, $2,000; principal bookkeeper, $1,800; five 
clerks of class 4; twelve clerks of class 3; one draftsman, $1,600; one stenog- 


rapher, $1,600; one stenographer, $1,400; ten clerks of c 2; twenty-two 


clerks of class.1; nine clerks at $1,000 each; twelve copyists; one messenger; 


two assistant messengers; one laborer; one female messenger, $840; one mes- 
senger boy, $360; and two charwomen; in all, $110,420. 


Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will not 
insist upon the amendment. When the Indian appropriation bill 
was under consideration the educational feature consumed twice 
as much time as all other features of the bill. The gentleman at 
the head of this particular division I chance to know as a gentile- 
man of decided ability, of high character, and this addition of 
$200 would make his salary $2,000. Ido not see how a gentleman 
of his qualifications and capacity can well afford to give his time 
to this service for less than that amount. The provision in the 
bill as it came from the other House is wise in that respect, and I 
hope it may be retained. This gentleman is the chief of the edu, 
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cational division of the Indian Office; the bill pro to give him 
$200, which would make his salary $2,000 instead of $1,800. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there is any estimate for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am not sure whether thereisorisnot. Ihave 
not examined to see. It appears in the bill as it came from the 
other House at $2,000. That is $200 more than the committee pro- 
pose to give. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the matter be passed over until I can 
look over the estimates. 


Mr. HARRIS. Let it be over. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 90, line 3, after 
the word ‘‘for,” to strike out ‘‘revision” and insert ‘‘considera- 
tion, both upon the law and the facts,” and in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘ provided,” to insert an additional proviso, as follows: 


Provided further, That in making such review and restatement there shall 
be no computation for interest. . 


So as to read: 

Provided, He may, if he deems such action advisable, refer said account to 
the Auditor for the Interior Department for a restatement thereof in accord- 
ance with the conclusions of law reached by him; which account, when made 
by the Auditor for the Interior Department, shall be transmitted to the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury for consideration, both upon the law and the facts,and 
by him, when completed, transmitted to the Attorney-General for report to 

at its next regular session, as above provided: Provided further, 
That in making such review and restatement there shall be no computation 
for interest. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the chairman of the committee would 
make some explanation of the paragraph which begins on line 4, 
page 89, and runs over to line 7, on page 90. I desire to inquire 
whether the account referred to here has already been stated in 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been stated in part by certain em- 
ployees there, clerks. They have made a statement of it, and that 
statement has been very severely criticised. This provision is 
simply to have a thorough review of it as to the questions of fact 
and law. I think it is a very important provision. I think in 
the interest of justice and fair dealing—— 

Mr. PLATT. The whole matter is to come to Congress for its 
final consideration of the statement which shall have been agreed 
upon in the Interior Department? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis right. I think it is very important that 
it should come here. 

Mr.COCKRELL. We came very near getting into an unpleas- 
ant position about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask what is the office of Anditor 
of the Interior Department. This says the Attorney-General, etc., 
and the Auditor for the Interior Department, and there is a sub- 
sequent reference on the top of page 90 to the Auditor for the 
Interior Department. I am in ignorance as to what auditor that 
is, whether it is one of the regular Auditors of the Treasury for 
the Interior Department, or whether there is such an office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The officer is called the Auditor for the 
Interior Department. ‘‘The Auditor of the sor for,” as we 
had it under the old system, has- been abolished, and the officers 
are the Auditor for the War Department, and the Auditor for the 
Interior Department, and the Auditor for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that the law now? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. They are only designated in that 
way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has that change been made by Congress? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; we have no first, second, third, 
fourth, or fifth auditor. There is an Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment, an Auditor for the Post-Office Department, and each De- 
partment, except the minor ones, has an auditor. Then there is 
an auditor for certain minor departments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Hasit all been done on appropriation bills? 

Mr. CULLOM. No; by separate legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was done under measures reported from 
the joint commission. 

Mr. CULLOM. Separate bills passed the Senate reported from 
the joint commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 8, after the word 
‘*following,” to strike out ‘‘in lieu of;” in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘clerks,” to insert “‘now;” and in line 9, after the word 
‘* Office,” to insert ‘‘and to be retained without any additional 
appointment;” so as to make the clause read: 


For the following clerks now detailed from the Pension Office, and to be 
retained without any additional eases, namely, one clerk of class 1, 
and four clerks at $1,000 each; in all, $5,200. 


The reading of the bill was continued to line 24 on page 92. 





Mr. COCKRELL. If it is the pleasure of the Senate now to 
have a short executive session and then take a recess until 8 
o'clock I have no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. On what page do we stop? 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the bottom of page 92, just before the 
provisions for the Patent Office. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
_Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After ten minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, and, on motion of Mr. CocKRELL (at 5 o'clock and 50 
minutes p.m.), the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p.m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8767) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal — ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We left off on page 92, at line 25. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 94, after 
line 12, to insert: 

Classification division, Patent Office: For additional force for the Patent 
Office, namely: For chief of classification division, $2,000; two first assistant 
examiners, at $1,800each; two second assistant examiners, at $1,000 each: two 
third assistant examiners, at $1,400 each; twenty-four fourth assistant ex- 
aminers, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,000 each; one copyist, at $900, and 
one assistant messenger, at $720; in all, $44,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, line 11, after the wor 
** done,” to strike out: 


Under the supervision of the Commissioner of Patents, and in the city of 
Washington, or within such a reasonable distance therefrom as the Secretary 
of the Interior may consider to be not disadvantageous to the Department; and 
the Commissioner of Patents, under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, shall be authorized to make contracts for the work authorized in this 
and the presemina as aph upon competitive bids, after proper notice by 

ublication: Provié t the Public Printer may also make a proposa! for 
oing said work: And provided further. 

And insert: 


As provided by the ‘‘ Act providing for the public printing and binding and 
for the distribution of public documents.” 

So as to make the clause read: 

For producing copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents, for pro 
ducing copies of designs, trade-marks, and pending applications, and for the 
reproduction of exhausted copies of drawings and specifications; said work 
referred to in this and the preceding paragraph to be done as provided by the 
“Act proving for the public printing and binding and for the distribution 
of public documents:” Provided, That the entire work may be done at the 
Covernanant 5 eing Carse if, in the judgment of the Joint Committee on 
Printing, or if there shall be no joint committee, in the judgment of the Com 
mittee on Printing of either House, it shall be deemed to b 
terests of the Government, $61,129. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 20, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘three;” in line 22. after 
the word “including,” to strike out “one in lieu of,” and on page 
97, line 6, before the word ‘‘ and,” to strike out “ fifty thousand ” 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-one thousand eight hundred;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


e for the best in 


Bureau of Education: For the Commissioner of Education, $3.000; chief 
clerk, $1,800; one statistician, $1,800; collector and compiler of statistics, $2,400; 
one specialist in foreign educational systems, $1,800; one specialist in educa 
tion as a preventive of pauperism and crime, $1,600; three clerks of class 4 
two clerks of class 3; one translator , $1,600; four clerks of class 2: seven clerks 
of class 1, including a clerk detailed from Pension Office: two clerks, at $1,000 
each; seven copyists; one skilled laborer, $840; two copyists, at $800 each; one 


copyist, $720; one assistant messenger; two laborers; two laborers, at $14) each: 
one laborer, at $400; and one laborer, at $360; in all, $51,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 6, to strik: 
out: 


For one clerk of class 4, to obtain, receive, collate, and, under the direction 
of the Commissioner of Education, to furnish the Secretary of the Interior 
with the information in relation to the operations and work of the colleges of 
agriculture and mechanic arts that will enable the Secretary to discharge the 
duties imposed on the Secretary of the Interior by the act approved August ® 
1890, to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more con 


plete endowment and support of the colleges forthe benefit of agricultur: 
and mechanic arts established under the provisions of an act of Congress a} 
proved July 2, 1862, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 12, after the word 
** class,” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘two;” in line 13, before 
the word “ detailed,” to strike out ‘“‘in lieu of a clerk” and insert 





““now;” in line 14, after the word ‘‘ Office,” to insert ‘‘and to be 
retained without any additional appointment;” and in line 16, be- 
fore the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘ four;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Office of Commissioner of Railroads: For Commissioner, $4,500; bookkeeper, 
$2,000; assistant bookkeeper, $1,800; one clerk of class 2; one clerk, $1,000, now 


etailed from the Pension Office and to be retained without any additional 
appointment; and one assistant messenger; in all, $11,420. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, line 7, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the office of the Secretary 
oF the Interior from $73,000 to $74,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 16, before the word 
“of,” to strike out “ superintendent” and insert “‘chief;” in line 
17, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert 
‘* five;” in line 22, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” 
and insert ‘‘two;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to 
strike out ‘‘nine” and insert ‘‘sixteen;” on page 106, line 17, be- 
fore the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight” and insert 
‘‘five;” in line 18, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
three” and insert “‘fifty-six;” and in line 21, before the word 
‘* hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty-three thousand three” and insert 
‘*sixty thousand eight;” so as to meke the clause read: 


Office First Assistant Postmaster-General: ror First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; chief of salary and allowance division, $2,500; 
superintendent of post-office sappee. $2,000; wap ine of free delivery, 
$3,000; assistant superintendent of free delivery, $2,000; three clerks of class 
4; nine clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; sixteen clerks of class 1; eight 
clerks, at $1,000 each; three clerks, at $900each; six assistant messengers; nine 
laborers; two s, at $360 each; superintendent of the money-order system, 
$3,500; chief clerk, $2,000; six clerks of class 4; eight clerks of class 3; five 
clerks of class 2; six clerks of class 1; six clerks, at $1,000 each; two clerks, at 
$900 each; one assistant messenger; one engineer, $1,000; one assistant engi- 
neer for additional building for Auditor for the Post-Office Department, $1,000; 
one fireman; four watchmen; one conductor of elevator, $720; four char- 
women; one female laborer, ; and ten laborers; superintendent of Dead- 
Letter Office, $2,500; one clerk of class 4, who shall be chief clerk; one clerk 
of class 4; three clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; twenty-four clerks of 
class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 each; fifty-six clerks, at $900 each; one assistant 
borers, at $480 each; in all, $260,860. 


messenger; six laborers; four female 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for contingent expenses 
of the Post-Office Department, on page 110, line 22, before the 
word “ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ six hundred;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For purchase, exchange, and keeping of horses, and of repair of wagons and 
harness, to be used only for official purposes, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 6, before the word 
‘* books,” to strike out ‘‘and miscellaneous;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For law books for office of the Solicitor of Treasury, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Department of 
Labor, on page 114, in line 24, before the word ‘‘ while,” to strike 
out ‘‘ experts” and insert ‘‘ employees; ” so as tomake the clause 
read: 

For per diem, in lieu of subsistence of special agents and employees while 
traveling on duty away from home and outside the District of Columbia, at 
a rate not to exceed $3 per day. and for their transportation, and for employ- 
ment of experts and pemuperney assistance, and for traveling expenses of offi- 
cers and employees, $49,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 5, before the word 
‘* additional,” to strike out ‘‘ nine” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Circuit court of appeals: For ten additional circuit judges, at $6,000 each. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] 
has looked into the matter very carefully and advises some changes 
in this part of the bill. I have not had time to look into all the 
laws that have been passed creating the circuit courts, but I ask 
that the changes may be made, so that we may have time to in- 
vestigate the matter more thoroughly in conference. Instead of 
eleven circuit judges in line 3, 116, I move to make the num- 
ber of circuit judges ten, and twelve additional circuit judges in 
line 5, instead of ten, as proposed by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 116, line 3, before the word “ cir- 
cuit,” strike out “eleven ” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 
ee courts: For ten circuit judges, to reside in circuit, at $6,000 each, 


Also, on 116, line 5, before the word “‘ additional,” strike 
out ** ten” and insert ‘‘ twelve;” so as to read: 
Circuit court of appeals: For twelve additional circuit judges, at $6,000 each. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as «mended was to. 
The next amendment of the Co: ttee on Appropriations was, 
on page 116, line 8, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
* eighty-one ” and insert ‘‘ eighty-seven; ” so as to read: 
In all, $87,000. 


’ 
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Mr.COCKRELL. Inline8, the committee amendment, $87,000, 
should be changed to $99,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment is with- 
drawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 116, line 25, after the word ‘‘ claims,” to strike out: 


For the following until January 1, 1896, namely: 
For chief justice and four associate justices, at the rate of $5,000 per annum 


Cc , 
For clerk, at the rate of $2,000 per annum; 
For stenographer, at the rate $1,500 per annum; 
For attorney, at the rate of $3,500 per annum; 
$16,750 interpreter and translator, at the rate of $1,500 per annum; in all 


And insert: 

For chief justice and four associate justices, at $5,000 each; 
For clerk, $2,000; 

For stenographer, $1,500; 

For attorney, $3,500; 

For interpreter and translator, $1,500; in all, $33,500. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Coan of Private Land Claims: For chief justice and four associate justices 
at, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, after line 20, to insert: 

That section 1$ of an act entitled “An act to establish a Court of Private 
Land Claims, and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in cer- 
tain States and Territories,” approved March 3, 1891, is hereby amended so 
as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 19. That the powers and functions of the court established by this 
act shall cease and determine on the 3lst day of December, 1897, and all papers, 
files, and records in the possession of said court belonging toany other public 
office of the United States shall be returned to such office, and all other 
papers, files, and records in the pongeeee of or @ rtaining to said court 
shall be returned to and filed in the Department oft the Interior.” 


Mr. MARTIN. I reserve the point of order against the amend- 
ment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will please 


indicate the ground of the point of order. 
aor ae IN. It is independent legislation upon an appropri- 
ation bill. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Kansas 
that this provision is very much desired and very needful; and 
it ought to be put in here even if it is independent legislation. 
This court has a large amount of business and its term will ex- 

ire before another act can be passed extending it if we wait and 
et it go over this session. It would be very disastrous to the set- 
tlement of claims already initiated if this extension is not made. 
I hope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. This provision, then, does extend the court be- 
yond its Ey limit of time? 

Mr. TELLER. It will expire next December, and it extends it 
two years, which is little enough. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ithinkitis importantthat it should be extended. 

Mr. TELLER. It has the approval of the Department. 

Mr. PEFFER. Has the reading of the bill been completed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been completed, the Chair 
will state. The Chair is not advised whether the Senator from 
Kansas insists on the point of order. 

Mr. PASCO. I want to appeal to the Senator from Kansas to 
withdraw his point of order. A great many land cases in the 
Western States are now pending before this court, and it is of the 
very greatest importance that it should be continued. It would 
leave the business unfinished. A large part of the business comes 
from the section of country where my friend the Senator from 
Kansas lives, at least in the States adjoining his own, though per- 
haps none of it from the State of Kansas. I hope that the point 
of order will not be pressed. 

Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can say to the Senator from Kansas—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have nothing, then, to say except that this 
amendment is very important. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 14, on 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from California [Mr. 
sires to offer an amendment at this point. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will come in when we get through with 
the committee amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wanted to reserve the right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no necessity to reserve it. It will 
be open to amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The reading of the bill was continued until the end of section 6, 
beginning on page 124, as follows: 

Sec. 6. Section 3711 of the Revised Statutes is amended, to take effect on 
and after July 1, 1895, to read as follows: 

“So. 8711. It shall not be lawful for any officer or person in the civil, mili- 
tary, or naval service of the United States in the rict of Columbia to 
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purchase anthracite or bituminous coal or wood for the public service except 


on condition that the same shall, before delivery, be ins and weighed 
or measured by some competent person, to be appoin by the head of the 
Depart:nent or chief of the branch of the service for which the purchase is 


made from among the persons authorized to be employed in such Depart- 
ment or branch of the service. The person so ~SrT shall ascertain that 
each ton of coal weighed by him shall consist of 2,240 pounds, and that each 
cord of wood to beso measured shall be of the standard measure of 128 cubic 
fec+. Each load or parcel of wood or coal weighed and measured by him 
shall be accompanied by his certificate of the number of tons or pounds of 
coal and the number of cords or parts of cords of wood in each load or parcel.” 

Mr.COCKRELL. I ask that that section may be stricken out, 
so that it may be put into conference. There is some doubt as to 
the exact meaning of it. f ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to strike out section 6, which has 
been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 126, line 3, after 
the word ‘‘repealed,” to strike out “contests and rights already 
initiated shall not be affected by this repeal” and insert *‘ contests 
and rights now pending and undetermined, not including any 
cases disposed of under section 7 of the act entitled ‘An act to 
repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March 3, 1891, shall not be affected by this repeal;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Sec. 8 Section 2 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1880, for the relief 
of settlers upon the public lands, is repealed. Contests and rights now pend- 
ing and undetermined, not including any cases disposed of under section 7 of 
the act entitled “An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1891, shall not be affected by this repeal. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to amend the amendment before it is 
acted upon. In line 6, after the word ‘‘ under,” I move to insert 
‘‘or barred by the operation of;” and at the end of the amendment, 
in line 9, after the word ‘‘repeal,” to insert ‘‘nor shall any pro- 
vision of said section 7 be affected or modified by this act.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. _ 

The SecreETaRY. In the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee, in line 6, after the word * under,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or 
barred by the operation of;” and in line 9, after the word ‘‘re- 
peal,” to insert ‘‘nor shall any provision of said section 7 be 
affected or modified by this act;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. Section 2 of the act of Congress approved May 14, 1880, for the relief 
of settlers upon the public lands, is repealed. Contests and rights now pend- 
ing and undetermined, not including any cases disposed of under or barred 
by the operation of section 7 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other me , approved March 3, 1891, shall not be 
affected by this repeal, nor shall any provision of said section 7 be affected or 

The amendment was agreed to. 


modified by this act. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
section 10. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 10, line 14, after the word ‘‘ port,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ except vessels carrying trafficin bond on trans- 
fer ferries.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 10, line 14, after the word “port,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ except vessels carrying traffic in bond on 
transfer ferries;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 10. On and after July 1, 1895, each master of a vessel arriving in the 
United States from a foreign port, except vessels carrying traffic in bond on 
transfer ferries, s b ea ee 4 Me landing and before entering his ves- 
sel at the custom-house, mail to the Auditor for the Treasury Department, 
Washington, a true copy of the manifest of his vessel, and shall on entering 
his vessel make affidavit that he has mailed such copy, and that the same is 
true and correct; and he shall also mail to the said Auditor a true copy of the 
corrected manifest filed on any post entry of his vessel. Any master who 
neglects or refuses to mail to the Auditur the required copy of the original 
or corrected manifest shall be subject to the same fines and penalties fixed 
by law for his failure to deliver the manifest of his vessel to the collector: 
Sean That this section shall not apply to ports where there is a naval 
oliicer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 127, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 11. Section 17 of ‘An act making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 


ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending | 
June 30, 189, and for other purposes,” approved July 31, 1894, is amended to | 


read as follows: 

“The transcripts from the books and proceedings of the Department of the 
Treasury and the copies of bonds, contracts, and other papers provided for in 
section 886 of the Revised Statutes shall hereafter be certified by the Secre- 
a an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury under the seal of the Depart- 
ment.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, to change the number of 
section 11 to section 12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.COCKRELL. On page 88 an amendment was passed over 
in the appropriations for the Indian Office, beginning in line 16. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 88, line 16, after the words ‘“ class 
four,” the Committee on Appropriations propose to strike out 
** additional to one clerk of class 4 in charge of the educational 
division, $200.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist 
upon that amendment being agreed to. This bill carries a num- 
ber of chiefs of division with a salary of $2,000 a year. I doubt 
whether there is one who performs more important functions than 
those which devolve upon the chief of the division of education in 
the Indian Office. I hope the Senator will allow the amendment 
to be disagreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The reason the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate reported to reduce the amount was that the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs asked it. He said it would be the 
grossest kind of injustice to give one of these men $2,000 when 
there were a number of others performing equally important and 
valuable services who would not be thus recognized, but who 
would be specifically discriminated against. I do sincerely wish 
that I could cama yield to the appeals of the Senator from 
Tennessee, but when the Commissioner comes before us and tells 
us that this will be a discrimination—that it will be an act of in- 
justice, of inequality, and of wrong to a number of other clerks 
of the same class to pick this one out and give him $200 a year 
additional, when the others are doing equally important and valu- 
able work and are not thus recognized—it would be a specific dis- 
crimination in favor of this chief of division and a discrimination 
against the others. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas not aware of the fact that the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs had expressed any such opinion. He hay- 
ing done so, I think the Senator from Missouri is fully justitied 
in assuming the attitude he does in respect to this amendment, 
but I was controlled very largely by the fact that when the Indian 
appropriation bill was under consideration in this body the prop- 
osition it contained in respect to the education of the Indians con- 
sumed three times as much time and three times as much consid- 
eration and was given three times as much importance as all the 
other considerations seemed to have been given in that branch of 
the public service. I, of course, entertaining the opinions I do 
about the importance of this provision, shall voteagainst agreeing 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives; but I have no 
fault or complaint, in view of the information that the Senator 
from Missouri has, for his adhering to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations striking out the words which 
have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Before the bill leaves the Committee of the Whole 
I wish the Senator from Missouri would explain to me what sec- 
tion 10, on page 126, means, upon whose recommendation it was 
placed in the bill, and what purpose it is intended to serve. It is 
going to impose a very onerous duty upon some vessels. 








Mr. COCKRELL. That isa matter which was very thoroughly 
investigated by the Treasury Department in regard to vessels ar- 
riving in port and making their returns. This provision was pre- 

ared under the direction and sanction and with approval of the 
‘reasury Department. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me call the Senator’s attention and that of 
my colleague [Mr. HALg] to the provision for one minute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no check on the collectors at those 
ports where this is required, where there are no naval officers. 

Mr. FRYE. Takethe island of Campo Bello, which is an island 
opposite the city of Eastport, where masters of vessels are arriv- 
ing and leaving a dozen times a day from Campo Beilo and East- 
port. Must that master send a manifest to the Secretary of the 
Treasury every time he comes into the port of Eastport, and make 
oath that he has done so? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does he not do so now? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no idea that he does. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand he does send it to a different 
| place. Instead of sending it to the Secretary of the Treasury, he 
| sends it to a collector or the naval officer. 





Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will insert in this section the words 
| ‘other than ports of the Dominion of Canada,” then in confer- 
| ence, if the House conferees explain the matter to the entire sat- 

isfaction of the Senator from Missouri, they may drop my amend- 


| ment out. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 
Mr. HALE. I think that is very fair, and that it ought to be 
done. 
Mr. FRYE. In line 14, after the word “ port,” I move to insert 
** other than ports of the Dominion of Canada.” 
Mr. FAULKNER. We have put in an amendment after the 
word ‘‘ port.” 
Mr. FRYE. | This will come in ahead of that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Before the amendment just adopted, after the 
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word “ port,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ other than ports of the Do- 
minion of Canada;” so as to read: 


On and after July 1, 1895, each master of a vessel arriving in the United 
States from a foreign port, other than ports of the Dominion of Canada, ex- 
cept vessels carrying traffic in bond on transfer ferries, etc. 

Mr. FRYE. That will do. If the Senator from Missouri finds 
in conference that there is good reason to subject the masters of 
those little vessels running across there all the time to that incon- 
venience, the provision may remain as it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. : Sen 

Mr. CULLOM. The section seems to be right as it now stands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now ask the Senate to return to the clause 
beginning in line 16, on page 65, in relation to the Utah Commis- 
sioners, to which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dugois] desired to 
offer an amendment. 4 ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. On page 65 I move to strike out all after line 
15, down to and including line 7, on page 66, and to insert what I 
send to the desk. _ s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the clause from 
line 15, on page 65, to line 7, on page 66, inclusive, as follows: 

For the salaries of the five Commissioners appointed under an act entitled 
“ An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutesof the United States 
in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,”’ a —— March 22, 1882, at 
the rote of $2,000 each per annum, $5,000; Provided, That Commissioners here- 
after appointed shall be residents of the Territory of Utah. 

For the following expenses of the Commission, namely: For traveling ex- 
penses, printing, stationery, clerk hire, and office rent, $3,500: Provided, That 
out of this sum the Commission is hereby authorized to pay the secretary of 
the Territory, who is its secretary and disbursing agent, a reasonable sum 
for such service, not exceeding at the rate of $300 per annum, for the fiscal 
year 1896. 

And insert: 


That the duties now performed by the election board, created by the ninth 
section of the act of Congress, entitled ““An act to amend section 5352 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to bigamy and polygamy, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882, shall hereafter be performed 
under the provisions of sections 238 to 282, inclusive, of the compiled laws of 
Utah, 1888, and acts amendatory and supplementary thereto: Provided, The 
qualifications of voters and officeholders shall remain as now, or as may be 
prescribed hereafter, by the laws of Congress. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President,I raise the point of order on 
the amendment of the Senator from Idaho that it changes exist- 
ing law, that it has been reported by no committee, and that it is 
general legislation. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to be permitted to make a brief 
statement before the Senator raisesthe point of order. I wish the 
Senator would withdraw his point of order for a moment, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, if the Senator desires to make 
an explanation, I withdraw the point of order until he can do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn, and 
the Chair recognizes the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I trust the point of order will 
not be raised on the amendment, The time has gone by when it 
is necessary for the Government to provide any money to carry 
on the elections in Utah or to send officers there to superintend 
and supervise elections. We have recognized the fact that the 
object for which the law creating the commission was enacted has 
passed away. Utah is not what it was when this legislation was 
enacted; polygamy has been abandoned, and we are all so well 
satisfied that those citizens are as good as any others in this coun- 
try that we have passed a bill admitting Utah toStatehood. Iam 
glad to say that I stood fast and firm at all times, after conditions 
changed in Utah, for the admission of that Territory. Let us 
wipe out these reminders of the bitterness and strife of the past. 

The laws of Utah in the sections which are mentioned in the 
amendment are sufficient to safeguard the elections there, and it 
is not fair that a board created under different circumstances 
should now, as that Territory is coming into the Union, supervise 
its first election. 

I have a telegram here from leading citizens of that State, men 
who have been bitterly opposed to the Mormon people for years, and 
from Mormons, including Judge C, 8. Zane, Judge C. C. Godwin, 
John Henry Smith, and Governor Thomas, saying that this Com- 
mission should be abolished. It is a thorn in their sides now; no- 
body wants it; there is no necessity for it; and that Territory can 
come into the Union under its own laws. 

I do not think, under the circumstances, after this Congress has 
passed a bill for the admission of Utah, that a point of order 
should be raised which will fasten and keep it under this Commis- 
sion. 

I ought not to say more, Mr. President, for time is precious and 
we should avoid an extra session if possible. The people of our 
section who are honest and manly know that the people of Utah 
will be a credit to the Union, and they desire the abolishment of 
this Commission in order that those people may manage their own 
political affairs and elections. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from 
Idaho, I am delighted to say to the Senate, and I think it will be 
in accordance with their views, that the Commission now in power 
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there is composed entirely of residents of the Territory of Utah. 
I have been very anxious, of course, to see Utah made a State, and 
Iam proud to say that, under my chairmanship of the Committee 
on Territories, that Territory has been authorized to hold an elec- 
tion for that pu , Which will ultimately, within a few months, 
bring it into the sisterhood of States. 

The amendment of the Senator from Idaho is such an amend- 
ment that it is impossible for anyone to tell what will be its effect. 
It has not been examined by any committee. The amendment 
provides that the election in Utah shall be held under laws which 
I doubt whether any Senator on this floor knows are to-day in 
existence, or whether they are repealed, or whether they are such 
laws as he would approve of. That shows the necessity of the rule 
of the Senate that unless an amendment which changes existing 
law is examined by a standing or select committee of the body it 
shall not be in order, although it may not be general legislation. 
I therefore make the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to have stated to the Sen- 
ate the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. I have 
not heard the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. DuBois. 

Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, have not investigated the stat- 
utes referred toin the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Idaho. I will state that Ihave been in favor ever since I have 
reached this body of theadmission of Utah to Statehood. Iwillalso 
state that I havenever had the slightest sympathy with those parties 
who have in the Congress of the United States attempted to pre- 
vent the admission of that Territory to Statehood upon the theory 
that its morals were not as good as those of the gentlemen object- 
ing. I have thought that that question is one which the parties 
demurring could not afford judiciously to raise. 

In so far as this particular amendment is concerned, I do not 
know that it has any material application to the question of State- 
hood. _I think if the Commissioners referred to in the bill perform 
their duties as the law intends they shall perform them that 
probably it will rather facilitate than interfere with the admis- 
sion of Utah to Statehood. 

I do not understand further than from the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Idaho, and as I have no antecedent familiarity with 
the amendment he proposes, that there is any difficulty in carry- 
ing out the full provisions of the bill regarding admission, even if 
these Commissioners are permitted to pursue their course until 
the State assumes its full sovereignty; and I believe that in this 
Congress Utah for the first time has had an opportunity to as- 
sume Statehood. I might remark that I am in favor of Statehood 
for all of our Territories. I think the time has come when we 
should have nothing but States within the United States. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I desire only to add to what I 
have already said that the sections mentioned in the amendment 
are the election laws of Utah, which are entirely adequate, and 
are satisfactory to the people there. There is no need for the 
Board of Commissioners, which is now in existence; it is an in- 
terference, and it does harm. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. As we are passing from the condition of things 
which I equally with the Senator believe that we should depart 
from, is it not better to let the other side down moderately than 
to do anything that may result in a severe fall? Had we not 
better let Utah join the Union, andif commissions heretofore ap- 
pointed are unwisely created let us pay those who have performed 
the labor allotted to them by Congress the just measure of their 
exertions, but I deem it undesirabie to interfere with those against 
whom no local protestation has been made. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Utah will be admitted no matter whether these 
Commissioners are there or whether the people of that Territory 
are left to themselves. 

No man in Utah wants this Commission now, and when we pro- 
pose to retain it we are not legislating in the interests of the peo- 
ple of Utah. The time has passed for it. It stands now as a re- 
minder of bitter contests of the past, which we who took part in 
them have buried. We are looking to the present and futureand 


not the past. My amendment can be ruled out on a point of or- 
der. Iam aware of that. I beg again that the Senate will be 


allowed to vote on my amendment. 
tors here will recall the strong ition which I took in former 
years in favor of stringent laws for? Utah. I was right then, and 

am equally right now, in insisting that conditions have changed 
completely, and that the people of Utah shall be allowed to man- 
age their own elections, the same as the people of other States are. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to say in reply to the Senator from 
Idaho that I have never heard any complaint during the last twelve 
months in reference to this Commission, and certainly no réquest 
has come to the Committee on Territoriesin reference to this sub- 
ject, and the provisions of the enabling act are made in reference 


I know it will carry. Sena- 
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to the action of this Commission, which ought not now to be changed 
without consideration. 

a insist that under the point of order this subject is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As the Senator is debating it to some ex- 
tent, notwithstanding the rule, I should like to ask him a question. 
He claims to a certain extent the paternity of the State of Utah. 
I should like to ask him when that State will probably be born 
into the Union? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think it will be born into the Union some- 
where from about the 20th to the 30th of next November. The 
vote on the ratification of the constitution framed by the conven- 
tion which meets in March, is to be taken under the enabling act 
on the second Tuesday of November, and if that vote is in favor 
of the adoption of the constitution, and it is republican in form, 
and so certitied to the President, within twenty or thirty days 
thereafter he will issue his proclamation for the admission of the 
State and the legislature will be elected at the same time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then Utah will cease to be a Territory 
during the present fiscal year, and the sooner it becomes a State 
the better. I think we shall all be pleased, on both sides of the 
Chamber, for I do not think the other side can claim the monopoly 
of a desire to make Territories into States. 

The record on this side of the Chamber is pretty clear in that 
regard, as these full seats evidence; but it seems to me that if 
Utah is to cease to be a Territory and become a State probably be- 
fore the 30th day of November there should be a limit to the life 


of the Commission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is limited in every word. It is only ata 
certain rate. Whenever the State comes in the Commission goes 
out of existence. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Commission ceases. 

Mr. MANDERSON I fear that is not fully guarded by the 

rovision. 
: Mr. COCKRELL. Every line contains the words ‘‘ at the rate.” 
It is not like the others. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If that is well understood I have no ob- 
jection, but I hope it has been very fully guarded. 

‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
er. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to move an amendment on page 23, line 
19, by striking out the words ‘‘one thousand six hundred” and in- 
serting *‘ two thousand.” 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 19, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘one thousand six hundred ” jand insert ‘‘ two thou- 
sand;” so as to read: 

One secretary, $2,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the sum of $2,000 is that which is 
provided in the estimates for the office of the secretary of the 
Civil Service Commission. Itwas lowered in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on a point of order which certainly was not well taken, 
Ithink. The point of order was that it changed existing law; 
that is, that the original statute creating the office in 1883 fixed 
the salary at §1.600. But that was not the existing law. Theex- 
isting law was the last legislative act, which fixed it at $2,000. It 
has been $2,000 for more than ten years. 

The point of order which was made against this particular office 
was not made against that of the private secretary to the Presi- 
dent, the Assistant Secretary of State, the chief clerk of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, the First Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
and - number of others, a list of which I will print with my re- 
marks. 


Salaries in excess of statute limit. 

















Page | Title of offi | Legal| ary in | Law fi Ja 
o itle of office. | cole | Aly in | w fixing salary. 
bill. arr bill. | 
} ¥ wae c 
21 | Private secretary to President Kid $3, 500 $5,000 | R.S., page 155. 
2 Secretary Civil Service Commis- | 1,600 | 2,000 | Sup. R.5., page 393. 
sion. | 
22 | Assistant Secretary of State___... 3,500 | 4,000 | Sup. R.S., page 2. 
40 | Chief clerk of Bureau of Statistics.| 2,000) 2,250 | R.S., page 235. 
79 — Assistant Secretary of the | 3,500/ 4,000 | Sup. R.5., page 2. 
| nterior. | 
79 | Chief clerk,Interior Department-_| 2,200 | 2,500 R,8., page 440. 
$1 Comatietner General Land Of- | 3,000 | 5,000 Sup. R.8., page 2. 
ce. 
81 | Chief clerk, General Land een. 4 2,000 | 2,250 R.8., page 440. 
8&3 | Commissioner Indian Affairs......1 3,000 | 4,000! R.S., sage 462. 
84 | Commissioner of Pensions -----...- 3,000 | 5,000 | Sup. t page 2. 
84 | First Deputy Commissioner of | 2,500) 3,000 | R.5., page 472. 
| Pensions. i 
#4 | Chief clerk, Pension Office -.......- 2,000 | 2,250 | R.S., page 440, 
86 Commissioner of Patents -.-......- 4, 500 + 000 | R.S., page 477 
98 | Chief clerk, Post-Office Depart- | 2,200 ,500 | R.S., page 393. 
ment. 
98 7: Assistant Postmaster-Gen- | 3,500; 4,000 | Sup. R.S.,page2. 
| er 
99 | Pee ndent Money-OrderSys-| 3,000| 3,500 Do. 
tem. 
89 | Sneath tactetens Poustmaster-Gen-| 3,500; 4,000 Do. 
100 — Assistant Postmaster-Gen- | 3,500) 4,000 Do. 
eral. 
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Sal 





Title of office. = ary in Law fixing salary. 
i. | 











$1,800 | $2, 000 | | Sup. R.S., page 590. 
2,200 | 2,500 | R.S., page #51 


Vy Bparcieg clerk, Department of 


105 | Chief clerk, Department of Jus- 
tice. 








Total number of salaries in the bill that are in excess of the st e lis mit 20. 
Aggregate amount of excess, $13,250. 


This officer was singled out of the whole list to have the point 
of order made against him. The secretary of the Civil Service 
Commission is the chief executive officer of the Commission. 
The present incumbent was appointed in 1886 by President 
Cleveland. He has held office ever since. The salary was $2,000 
when he took the office, and it has never been changed by any 
succeeding Congress. He is an able and efficient officer. There 
is no possible reason why he should be subjected to the injustice 
of this change. 

Moreover, as I have said, he is the executive officer of the Com- 
mission. He stands next to the Commissioners. 

It is proposed by this reduction to make hissalary less than that 
of many of the clerks under him. Some of theclerks have $1,800; 
ten of them have $1,600, as much as it is proposed to give the sec- 
retary. Itis not only unjust but absurd to strike down his sal- 
ary $400, and I hope the Senate will put it back where it has been 
for the last ten years, where it ought to be, and where the esti- 
mates demand that it should be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I sincerely hope the amendment will be agreed 
to. I have had the pleasure of the acquaintance of the man who 
is secretary, and he is a very able and efficient officer. I think I 
understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say what I nnder- 
stand is true, that he has been getting $2.000 for sev eral years. 

Mr. LODGE. Ever since he has been there. The salary was 
$2.000 when he was appointed by President Cleveland. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill proceeds in line 19 to say “eight 
clerks of class 4.” Clerks of class 4 get $1,800. It must have been 
an. oversight, or else it is a very ill-judged es to put the sai- 
ary of secretary, an office of immense labor and which requires a 
mi: - of decided ability, $200 below eight clerks under him. 

COCKRELL. T ‘here is no objection being made to th re 
ame sadmatalh It is perfectly in order. It was appropriated that 
way last year. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


LopGe}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask the Senate to take up the resolution 
relative to the election of Mr. Martin, of Kansas. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have not got through with the appropria- 
tion bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that there are 
amendments still pending to the bill under discu ¢ m. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to interrupt the consideration of + 
appropriation bill in order to submit the remarks which I gave 
notice 1 should submit to-night upon the resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I call for the reading of the unanimous-consent 
agreement, 

Mr. HUNTON. Iaskthe Senator from New Hampshire to with- 
draw his request until I can offer an amendment, which will tak 
but a few moments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam waiting for the request of the Senator 
from Connecticut Saag HAwWLey] to be complied with. If I am 


| speaking out of order I shall not speak. 





Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me a moment 
Mr. KYLE. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iheard the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Cocx- 
RELL] announce the agreement for this evening. I understood i 
to be that we should proceed until the legislative bill was disposed 
of, and then that we should take up the pension cases and military 
cases, individual cases of correction of record, and then the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire was to speak. But Iam told now that 
at the time the Senator fromi New Hampsizire reserved to himselt 
the right to speak at any stage of the debate. I did not hear that. 
If that be so I have nothing to say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was no orderabout it except that the 
legislative bill was to be disposed of. That was agreed upon 
Then the Senator from New Hampshire was to have the right to 
speak. It was not said that he should not speak before the bill 

was disposed of. That was not it. Then,if there was any time 
left it should be devoted to peysion cases, etc. I confess very 
frankly that I do not think the point would be well taken against 
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the Senator from New Hampshire, that he has no right to speak 
now. My a is that he would have the right to s at 
any time, but I hope he will not do so now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not make any point at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I think there is no doubt that the Senator from 


New Hampshire is entirely in order, but I desire to ask him | 


whether he is —_ to yield to an amendment which I think 
the committee would have no objection to, and which involves 
the insertion of simply one provision. I understood the agree- 
ment to be that the Senator from New o_o a might speak 
during the pendency of the appropriation bill; that there was no 
restriction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer to go on at this time. If the Sen- 
ator from California were allowed to offer his amendment other 
Senators would wish to offer their amendments, and I might as 
well agree that the bill should be finished before I begin. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the request, and assure the Senator 
from New Hampshire that I will listen to his address. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was afraid the Senator from California 
would go away, after he had offered his amendment, without listen- 


ing to what I have to say. 
r. WHITE. I assure the Senator that that was the reason. 
[Laughter. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from New Hampshire 
would have been very nearly through his speech by this time if 
he had not been interrupted. p 

Mr. SQUIRE. I have no desire to interrupt the Senator from 
New Hampshire, but I think I ought to be allowed at some time 
to offer an amendment which I desire to submit. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [rise to a question of order. Has the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire the floor? If he has, he ought not to 
be interrupted by other Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 


SENATOR FROM KANSAS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 6th instant, as follows: 

Whereas at the time of the alle election of JOHN MARTIN as Senator 
from Kansas the legislature of the State had not been duly organized; and 

Whereas at the joint convention which made said election no majority of 
ve legally elected members of the legislature voted for Mr. MARTIN: There- 

ore, 

Resolved, That there was no lawful election of a United States Senator 
from Kansas by the joint assembly which met on January 25, 1893, and that 
JOHN MARTIN is not entitled to a seat as a Senator from the State of Kansas. 


THE KANSAS SENATORIAL ELECTION—POLITICAL ASCENDENCY IN THE 
PRESENT SENATE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, before the Fifty-third Con- 
gress expires it will be useful to consider how Democratic ascend- 
ency in this Senate has been secured and maintained. It began 
with a precarious Derhocratic majority of 7, counting on that 
side the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KyLE] and the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who claim to be Populists. It ends 
with a majority of only 2, depending solely upon the votes of those 
two Populist Senators. 

The death of a Senator, for whom we all mourn, has given usa 
Republican from North Carolina in place of a Democrat, and the 
three vacant seats for Montana, Wyoming, and Washington have 
been filled ee If the seats of the Senators from 
Kansas [Mr. Martin] and North Dakota [Mr. Roacu] were to be 
vacated, the legislatures of those States now in session would elect 
Republicans, and the Democrats, even if they retained the votes 
of Senators KYLE and ALLEN, would lose control of this body, and 
there would be a majority against them of 2. It has always 
been my judgment that these two seats should be vacated, and 
this result would surely happen if the Senate would properly ex- 
amine and act upon strong and indisputable facts. 

After the Presidential election of 1892, when it was seen that 
Mr. Cleveland was chosen President, with a House of Represent- 
atives overwhelmingly Democratic, special attention was given 
by the Democratic national committee to the approaching elec- 
tions of Senators in the various States, while the Republican na- 
tional organization seemed paralyzed in the presence of the defeat 
which had come. The result was that at the special session of 
the Senate on March 4, 1893, the majority of seven on the other 
side of the Chamber, to which I have alluded, was established. 
There came into this body, in the place of Republicans, three Sen- 
ators, whose elections I do not choose to criticise, Messrs. ALLEN 
of Nebraska, MircHEeL. of Wisconsin, and Wuire of California, 
and in addition Messrs. MurpHy of New York, Roacu of North 
Dakota, and Martin of Kansas. 


THE NEW YORK SENATE ELECTED IN 1891. 


The junior Senator from New York was legally chosen by a law- 
ful legislature in January, 1893. That legislature had, however, 
been elected Democratic only - reason of the redistricting of the 
State of New York by an act of the legislature which assembled 
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in Jan , 1892, the senate of which legislature had been taken 
from the my Sense party = wrongful manipulation of re- 
turns by the local and State Democratic canvassing » per- 
petrated after the election in 1891 under pressure from the gov- 
ernor of the State, who was also then a United States Senator. 

The crowning act of larceny was the famous Mylod return from 
Dutchess County, counted by the State board of canvassers in di- 
rect defiance of the mandate of the supreme court, for which, too 
late, they were adjudged in contempt of court and feebly pun- 
ished. An outline of this unique act of political robbery has been 
given by me in remarks in the Senate on the 26th and 29th of 
January, 1894, in connection with the repeal of the Federal elec- 
tion laws, and is also described in the report against that repeal. 
(Senate Report No. 118, part 2, Fifty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion, pages 34, 35.) 

After the Democratic majority of 7 in this Senate, made up as 
has been stated, was secured extraordinary efforts were made to 
preserve it. Senator MarTIN had been admitted March 4, 1893, 
upon a certificate of election, but notice had been given as follows: 

Mr. Hoar. The credentials of Mr. MARTIN seem to be in due form and to 
entitle him prima facie to be admitted toaseat inthe Senate. If there be any 
question as to his title upon the merits of the case the Senate can deal wit 
it afterwards. 

The history of the Martin case will be stated later, and to 
make a statement of that case is the main purpose of the present 
remarks. 

It is, however, now worthy of note that although the legisla- 
ture of Kansas contained 165 members, it was com d almost 
entirely of Populists and Republicans, and had only three Demo- 
cratic members. Yet such was the joint cunning of the Demo- 
cratic national committee and Mr. MARTIN that they successfully 
hoodwinked the Populists; Mr. Martin made the closest connec- 
tion with the Democratic leaders of this body; after his admis- 
sion renounced all pretence of Populist affiliation, possessed him- 
self of all the national patronage given to Kansas, and became one 
of the most uncompromising and relentless Democrats in Con- 
gress. I am glad the Populists of Kansas have been thus de- 
ceived by Mr. Martin. They cheated to get him in by a fraudulent 
election; he has treated them as one who would be the recipient 
of such an election might be expected to do. But I have not yet 
reached the facts in the Martin case. I am to speak first of other 
transactions. ; 

THE EXCLUSION OF THE APPOINTED SENATORS FOR MONTANA, WYOMING, 
AND WASHINGTON, 

There had been a failure to elect Sentators in three States— 
Montana, Wyoming, and Washington. The Democratic majority 
of 7 existed in a Senate of 85 members instead of a full Senate 
of 88 members. There came for admission from those States, 
under appointments from the governors, Messrs. Lee Mantle, Re- 
publican, Asahel C. Beckwith, Democrat, and John B. Allen, Re- 
publican, and the question of their right to admission was con- 
sidered by the Senate at its special session, and on March 27, 1893, 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections reported in favor of 
admission, and there was a minority report. After full debate 
there was failure to act at the special session, which adjourned on 
April 15. The cases went over to the extra session which met on 
August 7, 1893. On August 23 the vote was taken in the case of 
Lee Mantle on a substitute motion declaring him not entitled to 
his seat, and the motion was carried; the yeas being 35, and the 
nays 30. Senator CALL, who would have voted ‘ yea,” was paired 
with Senator GORMAN; and Senator DoLPH, who would have voted 
‘* yea,” was paired with Senator VooRHEES. There being acontro- 
versy as to the correctness of certain pairs which had been an- 
nounced, Senator MANDERSON changed his vote to ‘‘ yea,” and 
moved to reconsider. 

On August 28 a motion was made to table the motion to recon- 
sider, the result being yeas 31, nays 28. To accomplish this re- 
sult Senators GORMAN and VOORHEES changed from their position 
on August 23, the former pairing with Senator Turpin, who would 
have voted “ nay,” and the latter voting “‘ yea.” Directly after this 
vote the resolution declaring Mr. Mantle not entitled to his seat 
was adopted, the yeas being 32 and the nays 29, and it was car- 
ried by reason of the change of the twoSenators mentioned. The 
reasons given by them were that the decision of August 23 hav- 
ing been made, they believed that it ought to be acquiesced in and 
not reversed by any subsequent proceedings. 

On the same day the resolution declaring Senator Allen, of 
Washington, not entitled to his seat wascarried by the same vote, 
82 yeas and 29 nays. I will not detain the Senate at this time to 
comment further upon the method by which Messrs. Mantle, 
Beckwith, and Allen were excluded from the seats which a candid 
vote of the Senate would have given them. 

I notice in his seat the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON], who changed his vote and made a motion to reconsider. I 
desire to ask him whether I have stated the facts correctly, that 
there was a dispute about the pairs immediately upon the first 
vote being taken, and whether he on that account made a motion 
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to reconsider and gave notice that another vote would be taken 
upon that subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have avery distinct recol- 
lection of the circumstances attending the voting upon the reso- 


lution to seat Lee Mantle as a Senatorfrom Montana. There was 
a great deal of confusion during the voting in the announcement 
of pairs. A considerable dispute arose, I remember, in theabsence 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] as to what his — 
tion might be upon that question, and I remember that taking 
part in that discussion were Mr. Puan, the colleague of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois], 
Mr. Dusots, as I remember, claiming that the colleague of the 
Senator from Alabama, who stated how Senator MorGAN would 
vote, should be considered as having his statement import verity. 
The dispute was of such a character and the vote so close that it 
seemed to me that the result could hardly be considered as a fair ex- 
pression of the views of the Senate, and thereupon, having voted 
‘*nay ” on the proposition to adopt the resolution that Lee Mantle 
was not entitled to a seat in this body, I changed my vote, but I 
announced afterwards that I made that change for the purpose of 
moving a reconsideration of the vote. 

Mr. PASCO. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. Was it discovered that there was any mistake in 
the pairs as the result of that reconsideration? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That never was developed one way or the 
other, because the statement, I think, was never made as to how 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] might vote. 

‘ Mr. PASCO. No mistake ever was developed, as a matter of 
act. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think perhaps no mistake was developed 
except that this fact did occur afterwards. My recollection is 
that the Senator from Alabama . MoRGAN] voted in accord 
with his colleague, Senator PuaH, in favor of the seating of Lee 
Mantle. I think I am correct in that recollection, and yet I 
think the effort was made to pair the senior Senator from Alabama 
against him, the other way. 

Mr. PASCO. Now, may I ask the Senator from Nebraska an- 
other question? Chan ave been referred to upon one side of 
the question. Were there not also changes on the other side of 
the question? Was there not one Senator in this body who made 
a@ speech one way and voted that way, and then upon the recon- 
sideration voted the other way; and was not that upon the other 
side of the question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is so frequently the case in this body 
that Senators speak one way and vote the other that I do not re- 


call that particular instance. I certainly changed my vote on 
the second proposition, voting finally as I believed, and that vote 
was that Lee Mantle was entitled to his seat and that the gov- 


ernor had the power to appoint, the legislature not having elected. 
Mr. PASCO. The vote of the Senator from Nebraska was per- 
fectly understood. He made the change for a parliamentary pur- 
e, in order to move a reconsideration; but as the Senator from 
ew Hampshire has referred with emphasis to some changes 
which occurred upon the other side of the question, I think the 
Senator from Nebraska must remember that there were also 
changes the other way; and that there was one distinguished 
Senator who sits near him now who made a very able speech 
against the right of Mr. Mantle and then changed his vote. My 
recollection is that there were other changes besides that upon 
the other side. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam informed aside by the Senator who 
has his seat next to me at this moment [Mr. PEFrrEeR] that he did 


change, and that his change was largely prompted by thevery ex- 
ee of sentiment that seemed to come to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland and the Senator from Indiana. That prob- 


ably accounted for the change in the vote of the Senator from 
Ka 


nsas. 

Mr. PASCO. My recollection is that that was not the reason the 
Senator from Kansas gave at that time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. He is here and can speak for himself. I 
am guessing, perhaps, at the reason rather than stating it. But 
there is no doubt about the proposition that on the second vote 
upon this question it certainly could not be claimed that any 
man’s vote on the motion to reconsider, or rather the motion to 
table my motion to reconsider, could be based upon the proposi- 
tion that the matter had been adjudicated by the Senate, because 
that first vote was no more res adjudicata than a verdict of a jury 
is res adjudicata when there is a motion in arrest of judgment to 
set aside the verdict or for a new trial, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The point I wished to emphasize by asking 
the Senator from Nebraska to make a statement was that this was 
not res adjudicata when the vote took place on the 23d of August, 
but that notice was immediately given that there was to be 
another vote. The Senators from land and Indiana have, I 
understand, claimed as a reason for their change that they con- 
sidered the subject resadjudicata. We are not to expect so much 
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stability from the leaders of the new Populist _ as we have a 
right to expect from the staid, experienced, and practiced leaders 
of the other two great parties. erefore I do not conceive that 
the change which the Senator from Maryland and the Senator 
from Indiana made is in any respect to be justified by the change 
which was made for reasons given by the distinguished leader of 
the Populist party who sits upon this side of the Chamber. 
THE CASE OF SENATOR ROACH OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

What, if anything, had been done by the Democratic national 
committee to prevent the election of a Senator by the legislature 
of the State of Washington, where there was 18 Republican ma- 
jority, or by the legislature of North Dakota, where there was 13 
Republican majority, is not known, and doubtless never will be 
known, because investigation has been successfully prevented by 
the Democratic leaders of the Senate; but I believe that but for 
interference and political manipulation of the basest sort noth- 
ing could have prevented the choice of a Republican Senator in 
North Dakota, and secured the election of the present sitting 
member [Mr. Roacu]. The Republican speaker of the house and 
a half dozen confederates with him treacherously abandoned their 
own party and helped elect a Democratic Senator. The speaker 
of the house became dishonored and disgraced. He left North 
Dakota, as I learn, and came to the city of Washington looking for 
a Federal office from President Cleveland. 

Failing to receive his e ted reward he wandered to parts un- 
known. Only one of the Republican traitors was reelected, and 
he, doubtless, only by the expenditure of the substantial proceeds 
of his treason. I sincerely wish that the Senator from Maryland 
would tell us all he knows about this famous case, inquiry into 
which he has so adroitly, ones: and persistently managed to 
—— by objections, to which I now call the attention of the 

nate. 

In this case, on the 28th day of March, 1893, a resolution was 
offered by Mr. Hoar, and allowed to go over, as follows: 

CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR ROACH. 


Mr. Hoar submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
investigate the epee recently extensively made in the public press 
charging WILLIAM N. Roacu#, a Senator from the State of North Dakota, 
with the offense of criminal embezzlement, to report the facts of the trangac- 
tions referred to, and further to report what is the duty of the Senate in re- 
| ae thereto. For that purpose the committee shall have authority to send 

or persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a stenographer, and 
to act through a subcommittee.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table. 
printed and go over. 

Mr. Hoar. Does the Senator mean to have it lie on the table and go over 
under the rule? 

Mr. GORMAN. To go over under the rule. 

Mr. Hoar. That does not put it on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be printed. 


On the 8th of April a second resolution in a modified form was 
offered, as follows: 
CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR ROACH. 
Mr. HoAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Let it be 


“ Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
examine the allegations recently made in the public press charging WILLIAM 
N. Roacn, a Senator from the State of North Dakota, with certain criminal! 
offenses committed while cashier or officer of a bank in the city of Washing- 


ton, and to ascertain the facts and circumstances so far as to enable the com- 
mittee to determine and report what are the duty and power of the Senate 
in regard thereto; and for that purpose the commuttee shall have authority 
to send for persons and papers, to employ a stenographer, to sit during the 
recess of the Senate, and to act through a subcommittee; and its expenses 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate.” 

. HoAR. This resolution is proposed as a substitute for one introduced 
by me the other day, and has been agreed upon, after a conference between 
several Senators on both sides of the Chamber,as the proper form. I will let 
it lie over, however, one day in order thatit may be seen by Senators. 

Mr. Harris. Let it be printed, Mr. President. 
The VicE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be printed. 


The resolution was taken up April 14 and debated at some 

length. The following remarks were made: 
CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR ROACH. 

Mr. Roacu. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
* * * Idesire to say at this time that I am perfectly willing and desir- 
ous that this investigation shall be proceeded with. That has been my posi 
tion from the beginning. I stand here now to say that much, and torepeat it. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. This modified resolution was drawn by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, submitted to the Senator from North Carolina {Mr. Vance}, 
the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and agreed to by 
him; and it was sup upon this side that it would be agreed to by the 
Senate without debate and without objection upon either side of the Chamber. 

In view of the statement now made by the Senator from North Dakota, I 
venture to ask the Senator from North Carolina if, after the resolution shall 
have gone to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of theBenate, and shall have been reported back by that committee, there is 
any objection to its adoption without debate, so far as the Senator is advised 
as tothe views of the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber? 

Mr. VANcgE. Mr. President, I can only speak for myself, of course. When 
the committee report the resolution back to the Senate I shall have no objec- 
tion to its adoption. 


Later in the day, however, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] gave notice of a substitute, as follows: 


Mr. Gorman. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit me, I will 
say that if we have a quorum when this resolution comes up I shall offer 
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substitute for the resolution, which I shonld like to have read before the 
Senate proceeds. s 

The Vier-Prestprnt. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Committees on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
inquire into and consider the question whether the Senave has authority or 
jurisdiction to investigate charges: made against a Senator as to conduct or 
offenses occurring or committed prior to his election not relating to his duty 
as Senator or affeeting the integrity of his election.” 


The following proceedings also took place on the same day: 


Mr. CHANnpuER. The facts in relation to Mr. Roach are to be found, in the 
first place, in the New York Recorder of March 14, 1893. The same factsare 
stated in the Philadelphia Pressof March 15,1893. The facts narrated in these 
two newspapers are taken from an interview in the Evening Star of August 
15, 1879, with Mr. J. A. J. Creswell, then president of the Citizens’ National 
Bankof Washington, D.C. ‘There is an interview in the Recorder with Mr. 
Jacob Tome, an owner of two-thirds of the stock in the bank, which corrob- 
orates the statements made in that paper. 

There is also contained in the Recorder an interview with Mr. Thomas C. 
Pearsall, who succeeded Mr. Roach as cashier of the Citizens’ National Bank, 
mnd Ae confirms the narrative. 

Moreover, the facts are to be found upon the records of the Government 
in the office of the Comptroller of the Currency, in the reports made by the 
Citizens’ National Bank to that officer. Further, there have been published 
im the newspapers interviews with the Senator from North Dalota [Mr. 
Roacu}. There is an interview in the Recorder and also one in the New 
York Sun of March 21, 1893. Inthe Recorder interview the Senator from 
North Dakota first said he had nothing to say; later he said he remembered 
the Creswell interview in the Star, but had forgotten the details; that if he 
had had any controversy with the bank it had all been settled. Then the 
tollowing questions and answers appear: 

* Tt is stated that the larger part of the money taken was returned to the 

kk. 

“Yes; I believe it was. , 

* Has it all been returned? 

“T think so; but it was along time ago, and I can not say positively. 

“No indictment was ever brought? 

“ No; there was never any a to prosecute.” 

The New York Sun of March 15, 1898, has a half-column interview with the 
Senator from North Dakota, where he says nothing pertinent to the issue 

resented by the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, except that 

e has not been afugitive from justice, and that the printed story is “full 
of absurdities and extravaganees.” There is no other denial. 

The New York Sun is, I suppose, recognized as a Democratic paper, 
friendly to the Demoeratic party, to the majority wpom this floor, and to the 
present Administration; and in an editorial in this Democratic r, the 
Sun, of Tuesday, March 21, 1893, all the facts in reference to the Senator 
frem North Dakota are reiterated, and the question whether or not he 
ought to hold his seat in the Senate is discussed. 

Mr. President, there is this further fact, which I think ought to be stated 
in justice to the mover of the resolution, the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. Hoar], and to the other Senators on this side of the Chamber, that the 
tor from North Dakota received a suggestion a long time ago that he 
should make a statement upon the subject, and he rep. that it was his 
own jadgpnant that he ought to do so, but that he was guided in refraining 
by the advice of Democratic Senators. 

So it appears that we received no light upon this subject, as has usually 
been the case when charges have been made against a Senator or against a 
public official, by a statement from the person accused; the mouth of the 
person accused was stopped, and he was prevented from making a statement 
to the Senate which, if made, might have rendered it wholly unnecessary to 
bring this subject to the attention of the Senate. 

it remains to be considered whether, if the facts recited in the resolution, 
and which are of public notoriety, and which are recorded u the books of 
the Comptroller of the Currency, are true, the character of the offense is not 
one, sufficient to compel an ao moon 

Mr. Wuits of Louisiana. Will it in t the Senatorif Iask a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly not. 

Mr. Wurre of Louisiana. Will the Senator state to me what the books of 
the Comptroller of the Currency show—what is on those books? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator desires the particulars I can inform him. 

Mr. Wurrrof Louisiana. Do those books connect the name of the Senator 
from North Dakota with this transaction in any vy 

Mr. Caanpuier. The books of the Comptroller of Currency, as I under- 
stand, show thatthe repeated reportsfrom the bank carried along for months 
and years a defalcation of “late cashier.” 

Mr. Wurrs of Louisiana. I am obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Inasmuch as the Senator has asked me the particulars—— 

Mr. Wurre of Louisiana. My in is satisfied by the Senator's ans . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will take m to read from the New York Sun, not 
the full statement which is there contained, because I do not wish and have 
not wished to anticipate the facts, but this on of the Sun's statement: 

“In October, 1879, the report of the of the 
the sworn statement of theofficers of the Citizens’ National Bank, containing 
this item: ‘ Defalcation of late cashier, $18,483.54." ” 

And now! repeat, not only has the mouth of the Senator himself been 
closed, but we have had no denial by any human. being of the substantial 
truth of those newspaper statements. They have been before the public for 
many Mie l= hwy Soe ve been of such a character that even if the Senator 
from North ta not chosen to qualify them or deny them qualifica- 
tion or denial would have been u from some quarter, but no 
quarter down to this hour has there been any denial of the substantial cor- 
rectness of the charges made in the New York Sun and other newspapers. 


* + * a * iF + 
Mr. GorMAN. * * * I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 


of executive business 

Mr. Harris. If the Senator from land will withdraw the motion for 
one moment I will move that the resolution and the pending amendment be 
laid the table, and iet us dispose of that question to-day. 

Mr. RMAN. I withdraw the motion. 
Pe HARRIS. I move that the resolution and amendment be laid upon the 

The Vice-Prustprntr. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Tennessee that the resolution and amendment be laid on the table. Upon 
this question the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ; 

Mr. Doupn. I that the resolution and amendment be read, so that we 

know precisely on what we are to vote. 
ne VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar on th 10th in- 


The Vice-PresipEnT. The amendment will be read. 


The Secretary read the substitute, submitted this day by Mr. GorMAN, as 


follows. 

‘* Resolved, That the Committee on Pri s and Elections be directed to 
inquire into and consider the question whether the Senate has authority or 
jurisdiction to investigate charges made against a Senator as to conduct or 
offenses occurring or committed prior to his election, not relating to his duty 
as Senator or affecting the ern of his eleetion.” * * * 

Mr. Harris. * * * JI withdraw my motion to layon thetable. * * * 

The Vicn-PRestpPEent. The Senator from Maryland moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROCEEDINGS OF APRIL 15, 1893. 

Mr. GoRMAN. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. Hansproven. I hope that the Senator from Maryland will ae to 
me. I desjre to occupy the attention of the Senate for a few moments. 

Mr. GorMAN: If it isa personal matter I will yield, but the Senator must 
ae and appreciate that we ought to proceed with the business be- 

ore Us. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It isa personal matter. I think it can he construed as 
@ personal matter. 

Mr. GoRMAN. Then, of course, I will yield. 

Be wt PRESIDING Orricenr. The Chair recognizes the Senator from North 
ota. 
- Mr. Hansproucs. I will occupy the attention of the Senate a very short 
ime. 

Mr. President, I trust the Senate will not adjourn until it gives my col- 
league the opportunity which he has asked, to have an investigation of the 
serious allegations and accusations made against him. I believe when my 
colleague rose in his place in the Senatc_yesterday and said he courted an in- 
vestigation here, that through him the State of North Dakota was spealting 
and demanding aright that its representative in this body beheard. That,i 
seems to me, is a very high ideal of State rights. 

Mr. Voornesrs. Mr. President, I rise toa question of order. The Senator 
from North Dakota is not —— a question of personal privilege. He 
isarguing a question that it would require unanimous consent for him to 
pursue. 

The PRESIDING OrricEeR. The Chair will state to the Senator from Indiana 
that the floor was given to the Senator from Maryland; that he yielded the 
floor, and the Chair recognized the Senator from North Dakota. As to the 
preite of the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota, that is a matter 

e must judge of himself. Itis notaquestion of order. TheChair recognizes 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. Hansproven. I think that this matter is personal to me, as it relates 
to my colleague and to the State I have the honor in part to represent here. 

Mr. President, I claim that no political party has a right to come here and 
deny the privilege asked for by my colleague. I hope, as I said in the begin- 
ning, that the Senate will not adjourn without giving him the opportunity 
he has asked to be investigated. do not want him to go baek to his people 
and to rest under this cloud all summer until we conveus here again next 
winter. I believe the Senate will grant him the request he hasmadehere. I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts : Hoar] may be adopted. 

Mr. Vesr. L object. 

My. GormMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Dakota asks unanimous 
consent—— 

Mr. GorMAN. I move that the Senate proceed— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CocreRre tn. I object, and that ends it. 

The PRESIDING OrriceR. The Chair is of the opinion that the Senator from 
North Dakota, being on the floor, had a right to make the request as part of 
his remarks, and that his request the Chair is bound to submit to the Senate. 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. CooKRELL. There is. 

Mr. Harris. Pending which, a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business was unquestionably in order. 

The PREstprIne Orrircer. Before a motion can be made to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business by a Senator the Senator must be recog- 
nized by the Chair. The Chair has recogni no one but the Senator from 
North ‘ota. The Chair understands that there is objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. CocKRELL. There is; I object. 

The PREesIDING OrricER. Objection is made. 


* * * of & . ” 


Mr. GoRMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. After one hour and thirty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

On the same day, at 6.15 o’clock p. m., Congress adjourned with- 
out action. The case has not since been taken up, and the former 
cashier of the Citizens’ National Bank of the city of Washington 
continues to represent North Dakota in the appropriate garb of a 
Democratic Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of parlia- 
mentary privile a question of order. 

The E-P IDENT. The Senator from Alabama will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ascertain from the gy ey of the 
Chair whether the resolution of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, which has been read, is to be acted om now. Is it before 
the Senate for consideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been called up by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, and he has proceeded to ad- 
dress the Senate u that resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not yielded the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was hearing the question 
of order of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I sua the Senator to raise the ques- 
neon ms a ape ae of course; but I have not yielded the 

oor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has answered the i 
of the Senator from Alabama. The Chair thinks the Senator 
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New Hampshire is in order in addressing himself to the resolution 


which has been read. As to the further disposition of thesubject 
the Chair will determine that later. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state my purpose in making the ques- 
tion of order. 1 understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
claimed that this 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the Senator would state his question 
of order without argument. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not arguing anything. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is listening to the state- 
ment of the question of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire stated this 
afternoon that he rose to a question of privilege, and I wish to 
know the parliamentary situation, whether the Senate is now con- 
sidering that resolution as a question of privilege, or whether the 
Senator from New Hampshire is proceeding by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 





I do not see any question of order raised 


et. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a question of order about it, because 
if the Senator claims the right to the floor as a matter of privi- 
lege I claim that the resolution is not a privileged question, and 
call for the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When I get through I shall have no objec- 
tion to taking up the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine the other 
question when it arises. The Chair will state at this time that 


the Senator from New Hampshire has been recognized upon his | 


resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the resolution is before the Senate as a 
question of privilege any Senator who chooses can take the time 
of this body by answering his argument, and he would not have to 
ask unanimous consent for that a It would be a right of 
his, a legislative right, under the rules of the Senate to have the 
resolution considered until it was finally disposed of in some form 
or other. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would jast like to state that we have 
agreed to pass the legislative appropriation bill this evening, and 
it was the distinct understanding in the agreement that to-night 
we would take up and dis of the bill and that the Senator 
from New Hampshire should speak. Now, I hope no one will ob- 
ject to the harmless speech that he has delivered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not objecting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no earthly harm in it, and I hope 
the Senator will not try to make any point of order upon it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not objecting to the speech, whether 
harmful or harmless. Iam objecting to nothing the Senator from 
New Hampshire has said, and I do not think I shall object to any- 
thing he is going to say, but I insist that when this proceeding is 
going on I have a right to know whether I or any other Senator 
has the right, under the rules of this body, to insist upon the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution without asking the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Alabama will permit 
me, I think the Senator from New Hampshire is proceeding solely 
by unanimous consent to make his address on the subject of the 
resolution, and that no one except the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will speak to tis subject of the resolution under the general 
unanimous-consept agreement as to business this evening. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I want to know, whether that is 
the fact or whether it is not the fact. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Alabama or the Senator 
from New Hampshire or both, whichever or either may have the 
floor, for permission to say a word. As I understand it, the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has the floor, and there being any ques- 
tion before the Senate, under the rules of the Senate he can speak 
Sa any subject, even if he should confine himself to the reading 
oO 


‘* Paradise Regained.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
New Hampshire has addressed himself to the pending resolution. 
The Chair will determine the other question later raised by the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not challenged the right of the Senator 
to — upon the appropriation bill—— 

Mr. HOAR. Regular order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or to say anything he wanted to say at all. 
But I have a right to-know what is before the Senate. L have a 
right to know whether a vote is going to be taken on the resolu- 
tion or whether the next vote that comes up is to be taken on the 
appropriation bill. That is all I want to know, and I havea right 
to a ruling from the Chair upon that question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that no action can 
be taken on the pending resolution under the agreement indicated 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator from New Hampshire is 
speaking by unanimous consent only. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks so, 





| 


Mr. HARRIS. Under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood that the consent was that he was 
to examine into the credentials or into the seatof the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. MARTIN}. He seems to take a large liberty. 

Mr. C DLER. In discussing this question I have a right 
to exercise the utmost latitude, but I beg to assure the Senator 
from Alabama that I have no intention on this resolution to dis- 
cuss the extraordinary facts of the election in Alabama last No- 
vember. It would take to the end of the session to do justice to 
that extraordinary election. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has already spoken through his 
mouthpiece upon that question and I have treated with contempt 
and disdain his attack. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator feels better now and will 
let me go on. 


HOW INVESTIGATION IN THE CASE OF SENATOR MARTIN OF KANSAS HAS 


BEEN PREVENTED. 

In the Kansas case, that of Senator MARTIN, now sitting. notice 
had been given, as heretofore stated, by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on March 4, 1893, when Senator Martin 
was sworn in, that his seat might be contested. On April 3 the 
memorial of Joseph W. Ady, protesting against Mr. Manrrin’s 
right to a seat, was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. On April 12 the Senator from North Carolina [{Mr. 
Vance] reported a resolution to investigate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be authorized to investigate the right of Mr. Joseph W, Ady, 
who claims a seat in this body as Senator from Kansas; and, if in their judg- 
ment it be necessary, to employ a stenographer, send for persons and papers, 
to administer oaths, and to sit during the recess of the Senate. * * * 

Which was referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, 
and Senator GORMAN said: 

There is no objection to the rasolution so far as I know. 

On April 13 the resolution was reported by the Senator from 
Lou siana, Mr. WHITE, with an amendment, as follows: 

The expense thereof to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

But the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] objected to its 
consideration. 

On April 13 the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN} presented a 
memorial of the Kansas legislature. mn April 14 the resolution 
reported by Senator Vance, with the amendment proposed, was 





“the st 

The subcommittee took no action during the recess of the Sen- 
ate, owing doubtless to the call on June 30 for the early reassem- 
bling of Congress, on August 7, 1893. 

Shortly after that date the majority of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections announced to the minority that the Martin 
case would not be considered during the extra session called to re- 
peal the silver-purchasing clause of the act of 1890. On the 2ist 
S August, however, Senator CHANDLER offered the following reso- 

ution: 

Resolved, That there was no lawful election of a United States Senator from 
Kansas by the joint assembly which met on January 2, 1895, and that John 
Martin is not entitled to a seat as Senator from the State of Kansas. 

When the regular session of Congress met on the first Monday 
in December, 1893, requests were made for certain orders, which 
were granted, as follows: 


Ordered, That Mr. Ady be allowed to place before the committee in the 
first instance, in the shape of official records or ex parte affidavits, such proofs 
as he chooses to submit within thirty days after January 1, 18%: that Mr. 
Martin be allowed thirty days thereafter to submit additional evidence; that 
all further evidence on either side shall be submitted within fifteen days 
ye and that thereafter briefs on both sides shall be submitted within ten 

ays. 


Mr. Ady duly submitted his proofs, which were printed for the 
use of the committee,and are now in type, and on March 24, 1894, 
Mr. Ady submitted his brief. Mr. Martin had previously sub- 
mitted an argument on June 12, 18938. Both of these documents 
were duly printed for the use of the committee. 

The minority of the committee began to press for action as soon 
as the vacancy on the committee had been filled, after the death 
of Senator Vance, and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
had been appointed chairman. 

The committee formally decided, however, not to consider the 
case during the pendency of the tariff bill. After that bill had 
passed both Houses and gone to the conference committee requests 
were made for consideration of the case by the committee, but the 
majority decided not to consider it until the tariff bill had been 
finally dealt with. As soon as it was disposed of Congress ad- 
journed without action by the committee on this case, namely, 
on the 28th day of August, 1894. 

U the reassemnbling of Congress on the first Monday in De- 
cember, 1894, the minority of the committee requested considera- 
tion of the case, which was not granted. The subject was form- 
ally brought up for consideration on January 29, 1895, and the 
majority of the committee suppressed the case by a decisivn, as 
follows: 

Voted, That it is the opinion of the committee that the further consideration 
of the case of Ady against Martin be indefinitely postponed. 
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THE FACTS IN THE KANSAS CASE. 

It is impossible successfully to contend that this case has been 
fairly and justly dealt with by the Senate and its Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. The prolonged sickness and the death 
of Senator Vance may have been an excuse for some delay, but 
on that very account extraordinary diligence should have been 
afterwards used to hear and determine the important question of 
the right of a Senator to a seat in this Chamber. 

That the refusal was decided upon in the face of facts which, 
if they had been confronted, would have required the ejectment 
from his seat of the sitting member [Mr. MARTIN] it is the pur- 
pose of my additional remarks to show. The facts are not com- 
plicated. 

A Kansas legislature was chosen November 8, 1892—40 senators, 
125 representatives, 63 being a majority in the house and 83 a 
majority of the whole 165. 

On Tuesday, January 10, 1893, the members assembled at To- 
peka. The senate was duly organized as one body without contro- 
versy; buttwo houses were organized, each claiming to be lawful. 

The Douglass house had 64 members holding certificates from 
the secretary of state. Three other members holding certificates 
afterwards appeared, making 67 members. 

The Dunsmore house had 58 members holding certificates and 
10 persons without certificates. These 10 claimed the places of 10 
certified members who were in the Douglass house, asserting that 
of the latter 4 were ineligible because they were tmasters 
when elected, and that the rest had not been legally elected. 

The senate recognized the Dunsmore house and refused to 
recognize the Douglass house; and so did the governor of the State. 

On February 25, 1893, the Kansas supreme court decided that 
the Douglass house was the lawful body, and on February 28 
the members of the Dunsmore house joined the lawful body and 
the Dunsmore house ceased to exist, none of the 10 unlawful mem- 
bers of that house either being admitted or claiming seats in the 
lawful body at any time. 

On Tuesday, January 24, 1893, the senate voted for United States 
Senator, no person receiving a majority. The Douglassand Duns- 
more houses each voted for United States Senator, Joseph W. Ady 
receiving a majority in the first and John Martin receiving a 
majority in the second body. 

On Wednesday, January 25, there was a joint assembly, Lieu- 
tenant-Governor ean, See The senate roll was called; 
15 senators did not vote, 24 voted for John Martin, and 1 for M. 
W. Cobun. 

The lieutenant-governor then directed B. C. Rich, clerk of the 
Dunsmore house, to call the roll. The members of the Douglass 
house did not respond or vote. Fifty-six members of the Duns- 
more house who had held certificates from the secretary of state 
voted—51 for John Martin, 3 for Cobun, 1 for Mr. Close, 1 for Mr. 
Snyder, 1 was absent, and 1 did not vote, making the 58. 

en members of the Dunsmore house who did not have certifi- 
— from the secretary of state voted, 9 for Martin and 1 for 
nna. 

After the roll call thus made had been completed 2 members of 
the Dougiass house, Wilson and Rosenthal, asked to vote; were 
allowed to do so, and voted for Martin. 

The vote then stood, Martin, 86; Cobun, 4; Close, 1; Snyder, 1; 
Hanna, 1; making 93. 

Before the result of the vote was announced Senator Lucien 
Baker arose, and in behalf of 15 senators and 65 representatives 
asked the right to vote. The lieutenant-governor refused to allow 
them to vote, declared the result to be as above stated, and that 
John Martin was elected, and then he left the chair. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. I have been 
following the Senator’s remarks. Does he mean to say that in 
that joint convention, where there were rival bodies, two houses 
of representatives, both present, that the presiding officer, after 
the roll call of one house been completed, in order to get votes 
enough to make a quorum, allowed two members of the other 
house, which he not recognized, to vote, and that then, after 
doing that, when other members of that House requested the 


privi ge of voting, he excluded them? 

Mr. HANDLER. The Senator correctly understands the case. 
That is exactly what took place, as the language I have read very 
clearly indicates. . 

. HALE. Is that an undisputed fact, and, if so, what fol- 
lowed u that? — 

Mr. C LER. I will show the Senator if he will listen a 
moment. The fact is undisputed that 24 Senators voted for Mar- 
tin, one for Cobun; that the roll was then called, and only mem- 
bers of the Dunsmore house voted. I again read: 

After the roll call thus made had been completed two members 
of the ones house, Wilson and Rosenthal, asked to vote; 
were allo to do so, and voted for Martin. 

The Senator is correct in the suggestion that it took those two 
votes to make in joint assembly up to that time 83, being a ma- 
jority of the whole legislature. I proceed: 

The excluded senators and members continued in session, elected 


George L. Douglass presiding officer, and proceeded to cast their 
votes as follows: 


Joseph W. Ady 
ee OES WO iv cnn ertikbb eoctin bus abuts oviaskeddhetstosdentcmesaace 3 
And thereupon Mr. Douglass declared that there had been no 
election of United States Senator, and the assembly adjourned. 
A CLEAR CASE OF NO ELECTION. 
The total votes cast, which justify the conclusion that there was 
no choice, appear above, as follows: 







John Martin 86 
I i i cal I 4 
ae ree en ee, ce oe ale adidiiaibedencdaniiimen 1 
Snyder 1 
Hanna 1 
J. W. Ady 7 
“170 

Deduct the surplus and illegal votes, being-....................----....---- 10 
EE PER. actin ncn canine cbnsiecindiatbedansibba ahkaunakes nakhsoitte 160 
RIE TI SE NIN. san arammictthin aiid indiidsein amet ineminatiniuiiiheseine-aiabls 81 
id initia nett hap auilinniicmaeimcippiiaenaiihs miseuaiinaaananol 86 
Re SE so iconiewoisnseneianies knaneieneenbiiais 9 
eee Geen nee Dow Wee 8... ni ccutibicdesoctingecrdicecnseacee 7 


Or 4 less than were necessary for an election. 

An attempt has been made to show that Martin in the assembly 
as cut short by the lieutenant-governor was elected without count 
ing the 10 illegal votes, as follows: 


PN itn ail, CASS Su cUeWbbadh < eebvise adbieanandcsldacendsucauaaubuhuein 77 
at leitch came eines oi ens aosacniaphibiares ives guits aehinnebiincip ets i acne satelcseccanta ad 4 
LES wiekilcteinbaliaiihiciniels na acthdbi nels gimnnibaindadiie awudith quien adbieils sand 1 
NN eet Ree atNS alia nikaic teen dh uithi a idee site asds ties can yavcecnsentas 1 

SI aii acai ck cab iihiihcealaccaiisnnibllbbilasistlablbbndsbadinabab “83 
votes cast by ] members, and being exactly a majority of the 


whole 165 members of the legislature. 

But to make this calculation it is necessary to count the 2 votes 
of Wilson and Rosenthal from the Douglass house, while exclud- 
ing the 65 other members of that house and the 15 senators. 

o justify taking in the 2 while excluding the 80 is impossible. 
THERE WAS NO SUCH ORGANIZATION OF THE KANSAS LEGISLATURE AS THB 
2 NATIONAL LAW REQUIRES. 

From the foregoing facts it is not difficult to reach two conclu- 
sions. First, the time had not arrived when the legislature of 
Kansas could lawfully elect a United States Senator. The legis- 
lature had not been organized within the meaning of the United 
States law, which is as follows: 

Sno. 14. The legislature of each State * * * shall, on thesecond Tues- 
day after the meeting and organization thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in 
Congress. 

It is true that there was a lawful senate, and it is true, as ap- 
pears from the ease. decision of the supreme court of Kan- 
sas, that there was a lawful house. But it is also true that there 
was in addition to the lawful house an unlawful house, and that 
unlawful house was recognize by the senate and by the governor, 
while the lawful house received no recognition as such, either 
from the senate or from the governor. 

Manifestly there was no organization of a legislature within the 
meaning of the national statute, so that the time began to run, at 
the end of which, by the national law, it was the right and the 
duty of the members of the legislature to elect a United States 
Senator. In no just sense could the legislature be said to be or- 
ganized under the conditions above described. It isnot contended 
that in all cases where a lawful senate and a lawful house are or- 
ganized it must be shown that they communicate with each other 
and recognize each other. That fact is to be presumed in the ab- 
sence of counterproof. But as soon as such counterproof appears, 
and the anomalous condition is shown that the !awful house has 
made no connection with the senate, but that the senate, on the 
other hand, is in connection with an unlawful house, there can 
not be said to be in any proper sense an 0 ization of the legis- 
lature within the meaning of the United States statute. i 
point Ido not intend to enlarge upon. Iam thoroughly convinced 
of its validity. 

IN ANY EVENT THERE WAS NO LAWFUL ELECTION OF SENATOR. 

But, conceding that there was an organized legislature on Tues- 
day, January 10, 1893, entitled, on the second Tuesday thereafter, 
namely, on January 24, and on the day after, the 25th, to elect a 
Uni States Senator, it seems clear that there was no lawful 
election. Review the facts. The members of the three houses 
met in one room. The voting began. A of the senators 
voted, the other part omitting to vote. The members of the un- 
lawful house voted, the members of the lawful house omitti 
to vote when the roll was called by the clerk of the unla 
house, whom they did not recognize as clerk. Then two mem- 
bers of the legal house asked to vote, and their votes were re- 
ceived. Next, the senators who had not voted and the members 
of the legal house asked to vote, but the lieutenant-governor re- 
fused to receive their votes, although he had received the two 
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votes from the members of the legal house, and then he declared 
Mr. Martin elected. 

Can it be by any possibility contended that the lieutenant- 
governor had any right to so deal with the joint assembly; to re- 
ceive the votes of members of the illegal house; to receive at his 
discretion the votes of two members of the legal house, and then 
to exclude the remaining 62 members of the ‘legal house and 15 
senators? The idea is preposterous. The case is clear. Either 
there was no lawful joint assembly on that day, because the leg- 
islature was not organized, or it was the duty of the lieutenant- 
governor to receive the votes of all the members of the two houses. 
To base the right of a Senator to his seat upon this floor, as Sena- 
tor Martin’s right is based, solely upon the assumed authority of 
the lieutenant-governor, as exerci in this case, to receive votes 
enough to elect Mr. Martin and make a majority of the legal 
votes of the whole legislature, and then to arbitrarily stop the 
balloting and declare Mr. Martin to be elected, is as dangerous 
and vicious a proceeding as has ever been heard of in the history 
of fraudulent elections. 

That the lieutenant-governor undertook to make the unlawful 
and arbitrary decision now imputed to him is apparent from 
ans the following extracts from the testimony submitted by 

r. Ady. 

Mr. President, I will omit the reading of this testimony in con- 
sideration of the anxiety of the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to proceed with the appropriation bill, but it is 
ample to show the absolute accuracy of the statement which I 
have made and to cover the point which the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] has emphasized. 


TESTIMONY AS TO THE JOINT ASSEMBLY. 


Statement of James A. Campbell, one of the representatives, 
sworn to January 5, 1894, also joined in by 52 out of 64 members 
of the lawful house. Extract as to what took place in the joint 
assembly on January 25, 1893, as follows: 


President Daniels declared that no one having received a majority in each 
house the ballot should proceed for United States Senator, and directed Sec- 
retary Brown to call the roll of the senate, which was done. Twenty-five 
senators answered to this roll call, as follows: 

John Martin, 24; M. W. Cobun, 1; 15 senators notvoting. President Daniels 
then said: Chief Clerk Rich will call the roll of the house for the same pur- 
pees whereupon Mr. Rich process ed with the call of the roll of the so-called 

nsmore house, which included the names of 15 persons as above stated 
who never became members of the house of representatives, and did not in- 
clude the names of 11 persons then eye seats in the house of repre- 
sentatives whose right to a seat was denied by the 11 so-called “ fiat members.” 

None of the 67 members of the house of representatives, constituted as 
above stated, r mded to the roll call of Mr. Rich, because they did not rec- 
ognize him as chief clerk of the house, and did not intend to in any way rec- 

ize the onto of the so-called Dunsmore house. After the conclusion 
of the roll call by Mr. Rich, Mr. Wilson, member of the house of representa- 
tives from the One hun and twenty-third district, Meade County, arose, 
addressed President Daniels, and cast his vote for John Martin; immediately 
following this action Mr. Joseph Rosenthal, fepresentative from the One 
hundred and twenty-first district, Haskell County, arose, addressed President 
Daniels, and cast his vote for John Martin. President Daniels then called at- 
tention to the fact that a number of senators had not voted upon roll call, and 
to a rule requiring them to vote upon roll call when present; whereupon Hon. 
Lucien Baker, senator from the Third senatorial district, Leavenworth 
County, arose in his place and addressed the chair. He was not recognized 
by the chairman until the secretary of the senate had announced the vote in 
the senate as follows: 

“* Martin, 24; Cobun1; present and not voting, 15." Senator Baker remained 


standing during this announcement and again addressed the chair and was 
ized by President Daniels and said, ‘* Mr. President, asa member of the 
senate I desire to cast my vote for United States Senator.” President Dan- 


iels said, ““ The senate vote has been announced by the secretary of the senate 
and the senator is out of order.”’ To this Senator Baker responded, ‘“ On be- 
haif of 15 members of the senate I demand the right to announce our votes 
and have them counted for our choice for United States Senator; I also de- 
mand in behalf of the 63 members of the legally organized house of represent- 
atives, each of whom holds a certificate of election to that body, the right to 
announce their votes for their choice for United States Senator. While the 
63 members of the legally organized house of representatives who are now 
oa and desire to vote for United States Senator do not recognize Mr. 

ich as the chief clerk of the house of representatives, and do not recognize 
his right to call the roll of the house, they desire to have their votes counted 
a States Senator, and 1demand in their behalf that they be allowed 

0 so now.” 

President Daniels said: ‘‘ The senator from Leavenworth is out of order; 
Chief Clerk Rich will announce the result of the vote of the house;" where- 
upon Mr. Rich announced the vote in the so-called Dunsmore house. Iam 
positive in my recollection that Senator Baker made the demand on behalf 
of himself and other senators and the members of the legally organized 
house before the result of the vote had been announced, and the members 
of the legally organi house were present in the immediate view of the 
chairman requesting leave to participate in the proceeding, their speaker in 
the chair and their chief clerk at the desk, and had the chief clerk been 
called upon to call the roll of the house of representatives they were all 
ready to cast their vote for United States Senator, as were also the fifteen 
Republican members of the senate, who,I am informed and believe, only 
failed to vote on the first call of their names until they could see whether 
all the members of the house of representatives would be permitted to par- 
ticipate in the election. 

‘ter this had all occurred President Daniels said: “I will announce the 
result of the ballot. Total votes cast 93, of which Hon. John Martin received 
86, Mr. Cobun 4, Mr. Close 1, Mr. Hanna 1, and Mr. Snyder 1.” He then de- 
clared John Martin elected without we a roll call of the house of 
representatives, and without any of the 67 members who then constituted 
that house participating in the vote except Hon. James Wilson and Hon. 
Joseph thral, who were permitted to cast their votes for John Martin 
after the roll call was over, as above stated. 


s S 2 ° 8 3 9 
Immediately after declaring the election of Mr. Martin. President Daniels 


declared the joint session dissolved; whereupon Senator Baker immediately 
offered the following resolution, which was adopted by a vote of 15 senators 
and 62 resentatives, who were present and demanding the right to vote 
and had been prevented from participating as above stated: 

‘** Whereas there have participated in this joint assembly of the members 
of the le ture for the election of a United States Senator, presided over 
by Hon. Percy Daniels, president of the senate, the followin: rsons who 
are not members elected to the legislature: O. M. Rice, Fred. 5 trown, de 
W. Howard, W. H. Mitchell, John Morrison, I. N. Goodvin, Ed. Shellabarger, 
W. H. White, D. M. Howard, and H. Helstrom, and who hold no certificates 
of election; and 

“Whereas 15 regularly elected members of the senate, each holding legal 
certificates of election, and 63 regularly elected members of the house, each 
a legal certificates of election, who have all taken their seats in their 
respective houses, were denied the right to participate in the election of a 
United States Senator: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved by the legally elected and certified members of the legislature. 
That Hon. George L. Douglass be elected president of the joint assembly of 
the members of the legisiature for the oui of United States Senator, 
Hon. Percy Daniels, lieutenant-governor, having abandoned the chair, and 
that we continue to vote for a Senator in Congress to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death of Senator Preston B. Plumb.” 

President Douglass immediately assumed the chair and called the joint ses- 
sion to order, whereupon Senator Brown was elected secretary pro tempore 
of the senate,and the senators and representatives present proceeded to 
cast their votes for United States Senator, which sendtied in 77 votes being 
cast for Hon. J. W. Ady for United States Senator, as follows: 

Senators voting for Mr. Ady were * * * —15. 

Members of the house voting for Mr. Ady were * * * —2 

The following-named gentlemen, members of the house of representatives 
as then organized, not voting: Chambers, Meagher, and Powers. 

—" Wilson and Rosenthal had already voted for Mr. Mxrtin, as above 
stated. 

Thereupon President Douglass announced that Hon. J. W. Ady had received 
77 votes for United States Senator, and that no person had received a majority 
of all the votes cast in the joint convention, whereupon the joint convention 
adjourned until 12 o’clock of the following day. 


Statement of Hon. 8S. R. Peters, made January 24, 1894. Ex- 
tract showing the proceedings of the joint assembly on January 
25, 1893: 


After the roll call ofthe Dunsmore house had been completed, and while 
Mr. Rich was casting up the vote and before he had made any report of the 
vote to the presiding officer, Hon. James Wilson appeared in the center of the 
aisle separating the Dunsmore house from the Douglass house and addressed 
the presiding officer, who recognized him as the gentleman from Meade 
County, after which Mr. Wilson made some preliminary remarks and then 
cast his vote for Hon. John Martin for United States Senator, which vote 
was received and counted. Thereupon Hon. Joseph Rosenthal, who was 
seated among the members of the Douglass house, arose and addressed the 
presiding officer, who recognized him as the gentleman from Haskell Connty. 

Mr. Rosenthal then stated, in substance, that he had not voted when his 
name had been called by Mr. Rich because he did not recognize the Dunsmore 
house as a legal house and did not recognize Mr. Rich as a person authorized 
to call his name, but that he desired to vote for United States Senator, and 
after some further remarks did cast his vote for the Hon. John Martin as be- 
ing his choice for United States Senator, and his vote so announce: was re- 
ceived and counted. Immediately thereafter the presiding officer, Lieuten- 
ant-Governor pe | Daniels, then called attention to a rule of the joint as- 
sembly requiring all members of the same who were present to vote unless 
excused, but said he would not enforce that rule on the present occasion. 
Whereupon at once, and immediately thereafter, Hon. Lucien Baker, Sena- 
tor from Leavenworth County, arose, addressed the presiding officer, who 
recognized him as the Senator from Leavenworth. 

Senator Baker then protested against the recognition of the Dunsmore 
house by the presiding officer and his refusal to recognize the lawful house 
of representatives, presided over by the Hon. George L. Douglass, and after 
making some further remarks said that he desired to cast his vote for United 
States Senator, that he had not voted when his name was called because to 
do so would be to some extent a recognition of the legal existence of what 
was known as the Dunsmorehouse. The presiding officer immediately ruled 
that the roll call of the senate had been completed and that it was now too 
late for the senator from Leavenworth to cast his vote. 

The presiding officer then turned to Mr. Rich and received from him a 
statement of the vote of the Dunsmore house, but before he had announced 
either the vote of the Dunsmore house or of the senate, Senator Baker avain 
addressed him and wasagain recognized by him as the senator from Leaven 
worth, and after such recognition began an argument in favor of his right to 
vote and of the right of 14 of his colleagues who had not voted, and also the 
right of 62 members of the lawful house of representatives who were present 
and who desired to vote and who had not voted, and demanded of the pre- 
siding officer that these together with himself be allowed torecord their voted 
for United States Senator. Thepresiding officer, Lieutenant-Governor Percy 
Daniels, at once ruled that the request came too late; that the voting has 
closed, and turning from Senator er and the Republican members of the 
senate and house of representatives presided over by Hon. George L. Doug- 
lass, and facing the portion of the hall occupied by the Dunsmore house. an- 
nounced the vote of the senate and the Dunsmore house, and declared Hon. 
John Martin elected. 

A motion was then made by Senator King that the joint assembly be now 
dissolved, which motion was — put by the presiding officer and declared 
carried, and he then at once vacated the position occupied by him in the speak 
er’s stand and a portion of the members of the senate and the member 
the Dunsmore house started to leave the hall. The members of the joint 
assembly who had been denied the right to vote, at once, by acclamation, 
elected Hon. George L. Douglass president, and upon the roll of the senate 
and house of representatives being called, voted for Hon. Joseph W. Ady, he 
receiving 15 votes from the members of the senate and 62 votes from the 
members of the house. Hon. George L. Douglass then announced the result 
of the vote, and on motion the joint assembly was declared adjourned until 
the next day at 120’clock noon. 

That I was a member of the senate of the State of Kansas in 1875, and was 
a member of the House of Representatives of the United States in the Forty 
Je Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses, and have hac con- 
siderable experience with legislative bodies, rules, and proceedings. That I 
was in the f 
Kansas 









ly of the hall of the house of representatives of the State of 
all of the time of the proceedings hereinbefore detailed; I was stand- 

ing near Hon. James Wilson when he voted in the said assembly; that I was 
near Senator Lucien Baker when he demanded the right to vote; 

that I was within 20 feet of the speaker's stand and of Lieutenant-Governor 
Percy Daniels ae time he presided over the joint assembly. and that 
I was giving particular attention to the proceedings; and that the interim 
tween the time when Lieutenant-Governor Percy Daniels declared the 
joint assembly dissolved and the taking of the chair by Hon. George L. Doug- 
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lags as his successor was not to exceed two minutes, and that the proceedings 
thereafter were intended to be, and were in fact, a continution of the pro- 
coedi Of the joint assembly presided over during a portion of the time by 
the said Lieutenamt-Governor Percy Danie 

Statement of Frank L. Brown, chief clerk house of represent- 
atives, sworn to Jam 15, 1894. as to proceedings 
of the joint assembly on January 25, 1893: 


President Daniels said: “No aac we carving: received a majority ay 
of the total joimt session of the legislature of Kansas, a ballot now is in order 
on Senator. You will commence with the senate. Secretary Brown willcall 


the roll of senators for a vote on Senator. Each person 

place when he votes, and y the name of the person for whom he votes.” 
Secretary Brown called the rail of the senators, with the following result: 

2 senators voted, 24 of whom voted for John Martin and 1 for Representa- 

tive Cobun; and the secretary so announced. 


os Mt = « a = + 


President Daniels said: “*Chief Clerk Rich will call the roll of the house for 
the same purpose.” 
Mr. Rich pees tg the call of the names of a number of gentlemen, 


some of wham nompenter 
When Mr. Rich concluded alos a list of names Representative Wil- 
son, of Meade © 7 om and said: “Mr. President, asa member of the 
islature an M gouty I desire to cast my vote ‘for John Martin.” 
epresentative Rosenthal Haskell County, arose in his place and stated 
that while he did not recognize the right of Mr. Rich to call't the roll as chief 
clerk of the house of re tatives, neither did he recognize the house of 
representatives of whic Mr. Rich cekned to be chief clerk asthe ] 
yet he did recognize the then a ——— the - = officer to preside 
over this joint assembly, and that reason he ed to answer when 
his name was called by Mr. Rich. He stated tant tn he now ; deatred to vote for 
John Martin for United States Senator. 

President Daniels said: “‘ There area number of senators present who have 
failed to vote. I desire to call their attention to the senate rule which re- 
quires senators present, when a vote is taken, to vote.” 

The president, then, after consultation h a number of persons, stated 
that he w not enforce rule at this time. 

Senator Baker, of Leavenworth County, arose in his place and addressed 
the president, but was not recognized by the chair. 

President Daniels said: * “The 8 secretary of the senate will now announce 


should rise in his 


the vote.’ 
Secre Brown said: “ Martin 24,Cobun 1; present and not voting 15.” 
Senator Baker, of Leav manera County, whoremained standing during the 


announcement of the vote by the secretary of the senate, again addressed 
President Daniels, — recognized him, and Senator Baker said: “‘ Mr. Presi- 
dent. asa mem of the senate I desire to cast my vote for United States 


Senator.” 
President Daniels said: “‘ The senate vote has been announced by the secre- 
wey of the senate and the senator is out of order.” 

Senator , of Leavenworth County, said: “On behalf of 15 members 
of the senate I demand the right te announce our votes and have them 
Sean or ae ee United States Senator. I also demand, in behalf 
of 68 members of the ty oe organized house of representatives, each of 
whom holds a certificate jection to a body, the right to aunounce their 


votes for — choice for United Sta: Mr. President, while the @ 
members of the legally organized house of representatives, who are now 
t and desire to wae for United States Senator, do net recognize Mr. 
= wee chief clerk cf the house representatives, and do not secagtiee 
ome to-call the roll of the house, desire to have their votes recorded 
sapere pga tates Senator. hom, ond oes in their behalf that they be allowed 
so new.’ 


President Daniels said: “The senator from Leavenworth ny out of order. 

— Clerk Rick will announce the result of the vote of the ho 
r. Rich made an announcement of a vote. 

Prositiont Daniels said: “I will announce the a of the ballot: Total vote 
cast, 98; of —- Hon. an Martin received 86 ; Mr. Cobur.,4 votes; Mr. 
om. 1 vote ees Mr. Hanna, | vote; and Mr. Lee 1 vate. Jak John Martin, 
by, hereby 


a oo mel of the votes of this joint assem- 
United States 
a that aoe session — now as 
The president declared the motion carried, and the joint convention dis- 

solv 
Senator is of 7 on mma County, then offered the following resolu- 
(Resolution pre y incorporated in these remarks.) 

* * * 7” a * * 


The question passage of the resolution, a vote being had, 
eee , and so declared. 


mt Donglass assumed the chait of presiding ofticer, and called the 


senate was called for the purpose of ascertaining who were 
preneut, wath Ghee dellowing 
Num of senators present, 1. 
. - * - * * * 


Gentlemen absent or not to the roll call were: Messrs. Cham- 
bers, Meagher. 


Senator Baker moved that we now a ee: 


of a United States Senator, which 
of the senate pro Tempore, Seuntor Brown, then called the roll 
bat fe queen, with the he following Fesal: 
le number of votes of which Hon. J. W. Ady received 15. 


the 
votes cas 52, of which Hon. J. W. Ady received @. 
> 2 ” * * et = 


Mem bers 
aerator not voting were Messrs. Chambers, Powers, Meagher, 
ber cf ae emapane of tha detec wa 


the total num- 
. Ady had received 77 votes for 


United States Senator, and that no one had received a majori 
votes cast in the joint assembly, and therefore there was no e 
United States Senator. 


SENATOR MARTIN WAS NOT LEGALLY CHOSEN. 


The foregoing facts unquestionably show the invalidity of the 
election of JoHN MARTIN as United States Senator from Kansas. 
From the 4th day of March, 1893, down to this hour he has occu- 
pied a seat to which he has no right, and he will continue to oc- 
cupy it without right, and without any oe of the case in op- 

ition to him, until on Monday next, the 4th da T of March, this 
mocratic Congress comes to an ignominious en 


DEMOCRATIC METHODS HAVE RESULTED IN DEMOCRATIC DOWNFALL. 


Mr. President, it has been no pleasure to me, but the perform- 
ance of an imperative public duty, toreview the methods by which 
the present Senate has been made and kept Democratic. That 
Senators KyLz and ALLEN have acted with the Democracy is not 
fairly to be complained of, any more than that Senator 

publicans. How these three Sen- 


has acted frequently with the Rep 

ators will act in the next Congress remains to be seen, but without 
Senators KyLe and ALLEN there would not have been a Demo- 
cratic majority in this body at amy time or for any purpose, had 
it not resulted from the presence here of the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Roacu] (who never should have been allowed to re- 


of all the 
on of a 


main one day after the facts of his life were known), and from the 
retention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Marrin], whose elec- 
tion was made when the legislature of Kansas no right to 


choose a Senator, and whose election as made was unlawful, 
ulent, and void. 

That the illegal and precarious Democratic majority which has 
controlled the Senate and enda: the country for the last two 
years is approaching a merited end ought to be, and doubtless is, 
a matter of congratulation to the Democratic leaders in this Cham- 
ber, who unfairly secured and have improperly sustained them- 
selves in possession of Senatorial power. After the 4th of March 
next the Democratic majority of 7 in this body will be changed to 
an adverse majority of 6. Lucien ‘Baker, the State senator in Kan- 
sas who was refused the right to vote in the joint assembly which 
pretended to elect John Martin as United States Senator, will 
See to take the seat which Mr. Martin has wrongfully 

ontana, Wyoming, and Washington have already elected Repub- 
lican Senators to this and the nextSenate, and North Carolina, New 
Jersey, and West Virginia will furnish ‘the other votes necessary 
to make the 6 majority. 

The Senator from Maryland lately thought he saw the light of 
the sun of Democracy arismg in the heavens. It did not come 
from the glorious orb of day, but was only a fitful and lurid flash 
from a lower region. It has disappeared, and the dark gloom of 
defeat has again settled down upon the hopeless and ne 
Democracy. The unwise exercise of fraudulent ——— 
itsoverwhelming defeat in the fall of 1894, and will whelly aoe it 
out of political control in any branch of the National Government 
in the approaching canvass of 1896. 

Mr. COCKREL a Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Pr 

Mr. GRAY. Regular ie 

_ Mr. i tiene = President, I shall now speak on the appropria- 


Sn NT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from aioe York. 
Mr.HILL. Mr. President, wehave witnessed 


ud- 


a 
te 
° 
Ag 


by the courtesy of the Senate. 
ator from Kansas { Mr. lee was not propery b before the Sen- 
ate for action; it was not expected to be acted upon; but the Senator 
from New had s that he ‘something upen 
his stomach which he wanted to get off to-night, and becwuse of 


that it was Ee a ee arene ae 
off his bile. [Laughter. 

Mr. President, the reso. , as IL said, was not properly before 
the Senate. to oleae toe privilege to which the Sen- 
ator arose and 


ggested 
I tt was Shotaned that the question of 


Nebraska (Mr. ManpERSON 
pri at all times to the right of a Senator to a seat 
in the te. It was demonstrated here when the question was 


so raised, that it only pertained upon the presentation of the 
credentials, and the preliminary disposition of those; it did not 
pertain to any stage at which a ne 

substan then conceded that a Senator could to his i 


/ 
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partisan question, to stir up a partisan controversy of no apn 9 
avail, to accomplish nothing, except that he might, if could, 


stir up some prejudice against this Democratic side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. President, I think his most remarkable speech has not 
availed him so much as he thought it would. I think the spec- 
tacle of the Senator indulging im these coarse insinuations here 
to-night against brother Senators was uncalled for; that it will 
do him no good, and it. will not do his party any good. I re- 
gret that he has thus taken advantage of the courteous privilege 
accorded him, not as a matter of right but as a matter of privi- 
lege, thus to assail Senators, thus unfairly to take advantage of 
the o ity given him. I speak thus because I have been 
friendly with the Senator from New Hampshire. I have had 
nothing but the kindliest feelings toward him. I respect his 
ability; I respect his general course in the Senate heretofore; but 
I must condemn his course to-night. It has been unworthy of the 
honorable Senator. 

Mr. President, in the first place, the controversy which he has 
invoked is a useless one at this time unless it be that the Senator’s 
sole object was to stir up ome strife, to speak for political 
capital, to endeavor to make itical points, and nothing else. 
There was no good purpose to be subserved; no political necessity 
now existing required such utterances. The Senator's party had 
won upon the great questions of the tariff and upon the other 

uestions involved in the recent elections. The recent elections 

id not turn upon any alleged outrages committed here or else- 
where. Certainly the Senator will not be disposed to claim that 
his party won their victory because one particular Senator was 
not accorded all the technical rights to which someone thought he 
Was entitled. 

No, we have heard him claim and have heard Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber claim over and over again that 
they won the recent elections upon the great financial, industrial, 
and tariff questions involved, upon those great principles at stake, 
and because the people were out of work, because of the hard 
times which prevailed, not only in this country, but all the world 
over, and by reason of these things the people held the party in 
power responsible, just as they would have held the Republican 
party responsible had that party been in power. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator seeks to have us infer that the 
political overturning which has occurred was by reason of some 
methods of procedure here or elsewhere, and that those methods 
were rebuked by the party to which he belongs. Mr. President, 
that is notso. The result of the elections can not be construed 
in that way. Those elections turned upon great questions of prin- 
ciple which divided the political parties in this country. The 
political pendulum swings one way in this country t y and 
swings another way to-morrow. 

I know the Senator from New Hampshire, since he has been 
recently reelected as Senator from that State, has most of the time 
seemed to be in the greatest humor with himself, and has 
endeavored to impress his political sentiments very frequently 
upon this body. t us review for a few moments some of the 
statements he has made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido hope, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from New York does not intend to treat the remarks of the Senator 
from New Hampshire as anything more than in jest. Ganentes.) 
I am sure that the majority of the members of the Democratic 

arty on this side of the Chamber do not regard them in any other 
ight, and there is an agreement all around that we shall pass the 
pending appropriation bill to-night. 

Mr. HILL. Of course that is one view to take of the Senator’s 


speech. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 

Mr. HILL. No; I will not yield to anyone now. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from California will not 
interfere with the Senator from New York. I have been trying 
to get him out and draw him out for two years on the election in 
New York in 1891. 

Mr. HILL. Well, lam here to-night, and possibly you may wish 
before I get through that you had not drawn me out. (Laughter. } 

Mr. President, | know that there are two ways of treating the 
speech which has been made to-night, if we can dignify it by the 
term ‘‘speech.” One is to treat it as a joke, to treat it as one of 
the Senator’s peculiar efforts, which we have witnessed here time 
and time again, with no sincerity in it, with no justice in it, with 
no honesty m it, with no candor in it, and it by as the idle 
wind, and let it go. Perhaps that would ene been the wisest 
course. But that speech was so unusual in its character, so un- 
justifiable im its nature, so—yes, Mr. President, so poor in practi- 


cal results, that I think it wise to notice a few of the Senator's 
suggestions. 

e Senator referred to the election of my honored colleague 
[ Mir. Murray] to this body im the year 1898, and said, “‘ Yes, he 
was duly and regularly elected.” 


is no question about that. 
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There was no contested seats in that legislature of 1893. The 
members of the lower house—the assembly—were elected in 1892, 
the great popular branch of the legislature, in which the Democ- 
racy had about twenty-odd majority, who were properly and duly 
elected. We had just carried the State in the fall of 1892 by 
nearly 50,000 majority for the Democratic candidates, Cleveland 
and Stevenson, and it was right, upon a fair and honest appor- 
tionment, that the popular branch of the legislature should be 
Democratic, and it was Democratic. 

I suppose the Senator could not neglect the opportunity to in 
some way or other reflect upon my colleague, or to endeavor to 
reflect upon myself, because at that critical period of the political 
history of New York (1891) I was the chief executive of that State. 
I look back, sir, upon that period of my political life with perfect 
and entire satisfaction; and I would not change a single thing I 
did in that contest—not a single one. I did my full duty to my 
State and to my party, and I have no regrets to express. There 
Was no senate ‘‘stolen.” The was no ‘“‘robbery” of Republican 
districts. The Senator only repeats the partisan stories of his dis- 
—— and baffled political friends in New York State. 

e Senator from New Hampshire may know a little about 
New Hampshire affairs. I +hink I know something about the sit- 
uation in New York. Let meexplain just for a moment about the 
election of 1891 to show how unfair, how unjust, how inaccurate 
the Senator is. He referred to the Senate holding over from 1891 
to 1892 and to 1893. We had twenty-odd majority in the house 
elected in 1892 and nobody questioned the election. In 1891 we 
had carried the State for Governor Flower and the Democratic 
State ticket by 50,000 majority. Nobody disputed theelection. In 
that sameelection we elected 16 Democratic senators. The Repub- 
licans elected 14 senators. One Independent was elected by Dem- 
ocratie votes, aided by a few Republicans, and he acted with us 
practically from that time to the end of the session. One was dis- 
puted, and that is the one—the disputed one—to which the Sena- 
tor refers. So if the 14 Republicans had had added to their vote 
the one Independent who did not vote with them, and had also 
been given the one in dispute, they would then have only tied the 
Democracy; and we had the presiding officer, the lieutenant-gov- 
ernor of the State, who had the right to give the casting vote. 
At most the Republicans could not have had more than 15 Senators 
out of 32, unless the ome Independent had voted with them, and 
then they could only have tied the Senate, and the Democracy 
had the president of the State senate. 

Therefore the senate was properly ours, and if the Republicans 
had been given the one vote in dispute it would have affected 
only the one district. Still we should have had control of the 
senate. The Independent acted with us, and the one man in dis- 
= died during the contest that fall. If the Republicans had 

een entitled to him we would still have had a majority of two 
besides the lieutenant-governor. So, all there was in dispute that 
in any way affected the title of my colleague was simply one vote 
in the senate which held over to 1893. Then the house was elected 
in 1892 with twenty-odd majority, and I think my colleague's 
majority on joimt ballot was about 22. 

In the same election of 1891 we carried the State, as I said, under 
an apportionment that had been in existence for about fourteen 
years, kept there by a Republican legislature, which had refused 
time and time again to reapportion the State, although there were 
the plain provisions of the Constitution requiring them to de it. 
They violated their oaths of office; they laughed us to scorn when 
we repeatedly asked them to fulfill the constitutional requirement. 
We had carried the State of New York nine out of ten times at the 
elections which had preceded, and yet we could not carry the legis- 
lature of the State because of this unjust, unfair, and inequitable 
apportionment. I say that under the circumstances Democratic 
officials, Democratic members of the legislature, every Democrat 
in the State was bound to take every technical point and advan- 

possible in order to see that the rights of the party were vin- 
dicated and we were given fair play. 

There was a dispute over this one senatorial district. That is 
all. Nobody questioned the legislature. We in 1892 reappor- 
tioned the State properly, fairly, and equitably. I wish I had the 
apportionment here before me. We entered into the election of 
1892 and carried the State for Cleveland by nearly 50,000 plural- 
ity, and we carried the legislature. Let me tell you why! say we 
used our power moderately and fairly. We proceeded to appor- 
tion the State, giving each party its fair share of representation. 
So, sir, although under the previous apportionments when the 
Demoeratic party would carry the State with from ten to twenty 
to fifty thousand majority, we could not get the legislature, be- 
cause the apportionment was so unjust, yet we proposed an ap- 
portionment which was adopted, and it was so fair that in 1598 
when the ablicans carried the State by 25,000 plurality it re- 
sponded to popular sentiment and gave the Republicans the ma- 
jority of the legislature, and properly so. 

Sir, the test of a fair ‘apportionment is that it responds 
quickly to ic sentiment. en the Republicans carry the 








_— 


State by from ten to fifteen or twenty thousand majority they 
ought to have the legislature, and when we carry it by the same 
majority we ought to have the legislature. Thatisfairplay. It 
may not be such in New Hampshire, but it is in every honest 
State throughout the American Union. [Applause in the gal- 
leries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. HILL. Somuch for the “stealing” of the legislature, about 
which so much has been said. He speaks about this Mylod re- 
turn. It is true there were disputed technical legal questions in 
regard to it. Judges issued orders one way and the other. There 
were injunctions and. mandamuses and every sort of proceeding 
usually incident to election contests. Able counsel were employed. 
Finally the Senator says it was held that this return upon which 
we claimed the election of the one disputed senator was illegal. 
It is said that certain of our State officials were given a small fine 
because they violated one of the injunctions. Yes, they were given 
a small, contemptible fine. Because, while the technicalities of 
the law were against them, as construed by the court, yet the 
merits of the question were so strongly in their favor that the 
court made it a mere matter of payment of costs. That was all. 

Mr. President, is it any very great disgrace to be in contempt 
of court? Andrew Jackson himself was fined once a thousand 
dollars for contempt of court, in the city of New Orleans years ago, 
and you recollect that afterwards the fine wasrepaid tohim. There 
are times when citizens and officials are obliged to assert their 
rights and assert them boldly. against men who while professing 
honesty upon their lips turn around and rob their ae oppo- 
nents every time they get a chance, and yet lift up their hands and 
say ‘‘ We are holier than thou.” 

Mr. President, the Senator had better take the New York case 
of my colleague and mark it off his list of outrages. The charge 
of illegality, the charge of wrongdoing, the charge of injustice 
will not stick so far as New York State is concerned. Whatnext 
is asserted in this most remarkable speech to which we have just 
listened? 

The Senator says that some wrong was done out in Kansas. It 
is the same old cry that we have heard since 1856, ‘* bleeding 
Kansas.” They have tried to keep the Republican party alive by 
howling about the wrongs of Kansas. I do not intend to enter 
upon a detailed statement of the rights or wrongs or the technical 
»oints involved in that controversy. It is sufficient for me to 

now that Mr. MARTIN was elected by a de facto legislature. 

It is sufficient for me to know that he came here with the broad 
seal of the State of Kansas upon his credentials, and prima facie 
he had the right to sit in this Chamber, and he had the same right 
as any other Senator around this circle. Of course there will oc- 
casionally be a dispute in political matters. It is an incident to 
»olitical contests in this country, where political parties control. 

here were, of course, serious legal questions involved in that 
controversy. Ido not propose to take the time necessary to dis- 
cuss them. As 1 said, Mr. MARTIN was elected by the de facto 
legislature, his credentials were duly certified, he came to this 
body with the seal of the State, and he had a right to take the 
oath of office and to sit here until he was turned out by the ma- 
jority of this body. 

Who was a out in Kansas? A man named Ady, who 
ran against Mr. Martin. The Republicans of Kansas must have 
been convinced that Ady had not really any good claim to this of- 
fice. Why did they not turn around and vindicate him by send- 
ing him here to take the place of Mr. MARTIN, who is alleged to 
have defrauded him? o,no. The very fact that they hunted 
up another man, that they took another Republican from that 
State when they subsequently elected the legislature—that they 
turned over Mr. Ady’s grievances to himself and deprived him of 
any right to vindication—that very action upon their part is a 
concession on its face that he had no claim to the seat, because if 
all that is true, as stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
above all men Ady was the man who should have been vindicated 
by a return to this body. Yet they deserted him. They turned 
away from him. They conceded that he had no claim, and they 
turned around when they got the power and gave the honor to 
another Republican from that State, I have no doubt a very worthy 
citizen. 

The Senator knows that when the Democracy came to power in 
the spring of 1898 the Senate was a very close body. It was not 
expected that we should proceed to determine the question as to 
who was entitled to a seat from Kansas at the -first session, when 
we were called here merely to consider the question of executive 
nominations, The question was scarcely pressed by the other 
side, Then we were summoned here in extra session to dispose of 
the great question which arose by reason of the panic. Every 
Senator around this circle knows that our time was engrossed in 


the effort to re the Sherman silver act and to do something, 
as we su , for the benefit of the country. 
Every Senator here wanted to get away as soon as possible. Ido 


not think it was — by the other side with any sort of serious- 
ness, with a view that the question should be disposed of at the extra 
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session of 1893. On the contrary, I think I may safely say it was 
not so pressed. Then we came here afterwards and proceeded to 
dispose of the tariff question. We know how long it took; we 
know how anxious we were to get away, and the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as I understand him, concedes that when we ad- 
journed his side did not press then for a disposition of this con- 
tested case. We were not pressing it. Mr. MARTIN was here in 
his seat. If the other side were content to leave it that way we 
were also. 

Then we came here in December last. That then the matter 
was pressed is probably true. Undoubtedly our Republican friends, 
then seeking to get some advantage, pressed it, but it was deemed 
that it was opening up a fruitless discussion. Mr. MARTIN had 
but a few short months to serve. A contest would amount to 
little or nothing. MAartTIN would soon be succeeded by a Repub- 
lican of that State. Before the complicated legal questions and 
the complicated questions of fact could have been determined, 
MARTIN'S term would have expired. Those are the reasons and 
the only reasons why there has not been a disposition of this Mar- 
tin case. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, in his usual ingenious style, 
seeks to insinuate what he does not charge, that he thinks that in 
some sort of way the national Democratic committee have been 
doing something wrong. The Democratic national committee 
or any other fair-minded national committee would not of course 
want to submit to the judgment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. He would always convict them without proof, without 
trial, without hearing. He is a partisan Republican. He has no 
confidence in the Democratic party, in the best of us, and he 
would convict us without judge, trial, or jury. Without a parti- 
cle of evidence that the national Democratic committee ever 
spent a dollar in a single one of these contests, without a charge 
made in atzy reputable Republican newspaper in the country that 
anything has been done by the national Democratic committee 
that is wrong or crooked or questionable, it remained for the 
Senator from New Hampshire to step forward here in the closing 
hours of the session and insinuate that probably they did some- 
thing that would not bear investigation. That is the meanest sort 
of a way of sneaking a charge before the public without actuall 
having the courage to make it. The Senator is a peculiar indi- 
vidual and makes peculiar speeches. 

I will give him credit. He cuts and slashes like an Irishman in 
a mob, and he cuts all overand strikes his friends and his foes alike. 
If I understand his remarks, he virtually pitches into the national 
Republican committee for indifference and neglect of the rights of 
the Republican party in 1892-93. Of course they were asleep, he 
thinks. His attack is substantially upon a gentleman whom I 
think has just been elected a member of this body, Mr. Carter, of 
Montana. I do not know what the Senator wanted the Repub- 
lican national committee to do. Did he want them to raise a cor- 
ruption fund, such as they had when they carried the Presidential 
election of 1888? Does he complain because they did not do it? 

Does he complain because they did not enter into some sort of 
competition or bid for votes? Iam here to say that the national 
Democratic committee never expended a single dollar in any one 
of these Senatorial contests of 1892-93. There never has been a 
particle of proof of it. No reputable citizen of this country has 
ever made the charge. It is false in fact. I donot know what 
the Rebublican committee did. They may have been negligent, 
they may have been careless, they may have been indifferent; I 
know not. Ido not make the charge that they spent any money 
improperly, nor do I say that they would have spent any if they 
had hadachance. It is pretty evident that the national Repub- 
lican committee did not think they had much of a case either in 
North Dakota or Kansas. They attended to their business and let 
the contests alone, to be decided on their merits. They had no 
such anxiety, they had no such idea as seems to pervade the mind 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. I pass that over. 

About New York I have spoken and explained to the Senate 
just what the facts are. I care nothing about the statement of 
the Senator from New Hampshire that whatever was done in 
New York in 1891 was done under ‘“‘ pressure” from the Demo- 
cratic governor of New York. Sir, that I pressed for my party 
earnestly, under the forms of law and in accordance with the 
facts, because I believed it was right, lconcede. But for that I 
make no apology to the Senator from New Hampshire or to any 
other living man. I accept the consequences of that effort to put 
my ry friends in power in the State of New York, where they 
rightfully were entitled toit, because they carried the State year 
after year and they were entitled to the lawmaking power of the 
State, regardless of the obstacles and technicalities that were put 
in our way by men who had robbed us for many long years. 

Ido not blame the Senator from New Hampshire if he really 
wanted to assail me. I have been common propeny for the'at- 
tacksof Republicansfor a great number of years. If I could have 
been killed by their attacks I would have been dead politically 

and years We all have our ups and downs in politics. 

e are sometimes to the front and sometimes to the rear. The 








1895. 





Senator need not imagine that the Democratic party is dead. Our 
Democratic public men will come to the front again. The States 
of our public men sometimes go for one party and then for the 
other. If he thought that he could make more political capital 
by at ing me, all right. 

I ask no favors. I never make any appeal to any Senator to be 
lenient toward me. Every political act of my lifethe Senator is at 
liberty toinquire into, and every private act also. Iamalso willing 
to pardon the Senator for not se willing to restrain himself to 
give one parting kick at honest JoHN MarTIN, of Kansas. He 
could not resist the opportunity. It is his nature. Our session 
days are expiring, and he must say something to make Mr. Mar- 
TIN feel uncomfortable; and I trust he is gratified. I do not be- 
lieve he has helped himself in this Chamber. I donot believe he 
has helped his Few § I do not believe he has helped his cause by 
the spectacle which he has made of himself to-night. I could also 
forgive him for what he said about New York. I could forgive 
him for what he said about Kansas. I can not, however, forgive 
him for the cruel, the mean, the contemptible, the malicious at- 
tack which he made upon the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roacg}. 

He then added insult to injury, and said, ‘‘ You know I take no 

leasure in attacking Mr. Roacn.” There was not a Senator who 
neard him make that statement who believed a single word of it. 
If I wanted to retort I might say that perhaps they would believe 
the hyena who seeks to tear a man or child or woman limb from 
limb, if it could speak and say, ‘‘I take no pleasure in this at- 
tack,” just as quickly as they believed the Senator from New 
Hampshire when he said he derived no pleasure from the assault 
which he has so cruelly made. 

What is there against Mr. Roacn? Is his election contested? 
No. He came here duly elected by the legislature. Is there any 
flaw upon his title? No. The Senator said Mr. Roacu got some 
Republicans to vote for him in the legislature. That shows that in 
his own home he was regarded well by his neighbors and by his 

olitical opponents. It is the highest compliment paid to Senator 
Rose that he was able to be elected in a legislature that did not 
strictly have a majority of Democratic votes. His title, I say, is 
uncontested. He came here after an election duly had. He came 
here with a certificate of the governor of the State to his election. 
But political life develops the worst and best passions in men. 
Every prominent man has his political enemies in and vut of his 
own party. Mr. Roacu had ey been elected as a Demo- 
crat, without any false pretenses upon his part, in a legislature 
that was politically opposed to him. 

Our Republican friends—no, I will take that back; honorable 
men upon the other side did not seek to question his title. Only 
a few Senators saw fit to question his right to a seat in this Cham- 
ber. Why? Since his election had he done anything to forfeit 
his right to his seat? No; nothing whatever. With what evident 

leasure the Senator from New Hampshire dragged out to-night, 
in the hearing of these crowded eries, an old ancient charge 
against Mr. Roacu, barred by the statute of limitations, a charge 
of which he was never convicted by a jury of his peers, a charge 
of which there is no record against him worthy of the name of 
record; and the Senator from New Hampshire to-night spews out 
here to the Senate those old charges that have followed this hon- 
ored Senator from North Dakota to the Senate Chamber. What 
are they? That at some time or other, way back years ago, he 
had some trouble with a bank in the city of Washington. The 
moment the charge came here the Senator from North Dakota, 
like the honest man that he is and in my judgment always has 
been, demanded an investigation. There was no necessity for an 
investigation. Mr. RoacH could donomore. He submitted the 
matter to the Senate, and left it all to our discretion. 

In the first place I deny the right of the Senate to go back and 
hunt up the private record of any member elected to this body for 
the pu of expelling him fromit. The election of the Senator 
from North Dakota was conceded. He had conducted himself 
since that election as a perfectly honest, straightforward man. 
What was the doctrine sought to be brought out here by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire? That itis the duty of the Senate to go 
back years and years to try to find something in the private busi- 
ness relations or affecting the private character of a Senator upon 
which to expel him from this y. 

Mr. President, I deny that under the Constitution you can do 
any such thing, but even conceding the power to exist, how unwar- 
ranted it is to exercise it in such acase as this, how unjust to thus 
ere these things before the public. Is every act 
of aman to be dragged up and paraded in investigation simply 
because a Senator has been elected to a seat in the Senate of the 
United States? Ido not believe that the attack made to-night met 
with the approval of Senators upon the other side. The Consti- 
tution defines the qualifications of Senators; you can not add to 
them, you can not diminish them. 

Mr. President, during the two years that the Senator from 
North Dakota has been here we have watched him, a man as 
plain, unassuming, intelligent, fair, square, and honorable as sits 
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in this Chamber. It does not lie in the mouth of any man around 
this circle to throw stones at him. Fellow-Senators, has he not 
drawn your sympathy toward him? Have you not admired him 
as a patient and suffering man? Have you not watched his com- 
ing in and his going out? Have you not watched his conscientious 
votes given in this Chamber, time and time again? There was no 
excuse for this miserable and contemptible attack upon him to- 
night. It was a useless thing to do; yes, a cruel thing to do, be- 
cause nobody is now seeking to expel him. It was abandoned a 
long time ago, I think, and I supposed until I heard it here to- 
night, abandoned by common consent of the Senate. Has Senator 
Roach asked that no investigation be had? No; on the contrary, 
he sought it, but the Senate itself has not pursued it. 

Now, Mr. President, Mr. Roacu was properly elected and has 
a right to a seat in this Chamber; and his title is just as good as 
that of the Senator from New Hampshire or any other Senator. 
He can not be put out, I believe, by reason of anything that he 
ever did before his election. Even if he could, and conceding that 
point, you have read what the trumped-up charge was—upon which 
there was no conviction, no trial, no plea of guilty, no evidence. 
Yet merely for the purpose of making political capital the Sena- 
tor, hyena like, drags these charges to the front and parades them 
before the people to injure this honest man before the people of 
the country. It will fail to injure him, ignominiously fail, as it 
ought to fail. 

Who makes this charge against the Democratic party because it 
has not turned out Senator MurpHy; because it has not proceeded 
to kick out JoHN MarTIN, although he has the certificate of the 
governor of his State? Who wants to investigate all the private 
records of Senators here? Who holds up the Republican party as 
the model of purity, the model of fairness in elections, and the 
Democratic party as always bad and corruptand vile? The object 
of this attack is to make political capital. 

Mr. President, who makes this charge? Have you forgotten 
what took place in 1876? Have you forgotten what party it was 
that cheated Samuel J. Tilden out of the Presidency, who was 
elected by a majority of over a quarter of a million of the popular 
vote of this country? Do you recollect the conduct of our friend 
Senator CHANDLER when he went to Florida in 1876 to steal that 
State from the Democracy and give it over to the Republican 
party? Heisthe last man in the world to make this charge against 
the Democratic party. {Applause in the galleries. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the occupants of 
the galleries that the rules of the Senate forbid applause. If 
there is a repetition the Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the gal- 
leries are cleared. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I say there was no reason for these 
attacks to-night. There certainly was no reason for the attack 
upon the Senator from North Dakota, no decent or laudable ob- 
ject to be gained by it. Nobody was pressing to put him out. It 
was an uncalled-for and unnecessary proceeding only to gratify 
the malice, unquestionably, of our friend from New Hampshire. 

Mr. President, I am not here anxious to bandy epithets about 
the stealing of States and the stealing of the Presidency. I would 
not have adverted to these things, I would not have spoken of 
what had been done in the past, of any crimes against my party, 
except for the provocation given here to-night, and I am justified 
in doing it. 

Mr. President, I have not countenanced, I never will counte- 
nance any political frauds whereby the rights of Democrat, Re- 
publican, or Populist shall be infringed upon. I believe in fair 
play in politics. I like manly and honorable contention. I like 
an honest, square man who meets me boldly upon issues involved 
between political parties. I hate a hypocriteabove all other men. 
I do not like men who are always saying, ‘‘ Iam holier than thou,” 
who are constantly doing mean, contemptible things against their 
political sen and the first to make vile charges against 
others which they can not sustain—men who covertly insinuate 
what they lack the courage to directly charge. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire need not de- 
ceive himself when he speaks of the coming Republican majority 
here. His party has not comein this Chamber to stay. The tide 
will turn, sir, as it has turnedin the past. The Democratic party, 
sir, is the party of the people. It is the party of the Constitution. 
It is the party that believes in equal rights and equal privileges. 
It is the party that stands up for the rights of the humblest citi- 
zen. Itis the party that believes in honest elections, in fair play, 
in just apportionments. It believes in reasonable and equitable 
methods of taxation. It is opposed to monopolies. It is opposed 
to plutocracy. It is opposed to shams and false pretenses. That 
party, sir, although now temporarily in the minority, will surely 

ise again, and probably much — than the Senator from 
New 


ampshire imagines. [{Applause. | 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President 
Mr. COCKRELL. I insist now that the agreement shall be 
kept. There is no necessity for any issues. I hope now that no 
one will feel offended by the paper pellets that the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire has been tossing over here at the 
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Democratic party and Democrats, and that we shall be allowed to 
oon. No harm has been doneanybody. The Senator has grati- 
ed his highest ambition, and he has had a reply to his speech, 

and I do hope we shall go on with the bill, as was the unanimous 

agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. If there be anyfagreement, the Senator from Mis- 
souri has broken it himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Martin} 
wishes to speak. The Senator from Missouri does not intend to 
prevent him from speaking? 

~ COCKRELL, I shall expect the agreement to be carried 
out. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject. There is no agreement in d to 
this business. This matter was never submitted to the Senate. 
It was claimed as a matter of privilege, and the proceeding went 
on in that light until I made the point of order. No consent was 
ever obtained from the Senate that any man should get up here 
and make a political speech in the midst of the pending appro- 
priation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair took the statement of the 
Senator from Missouri, who is in charge of the pending bill, in 
regard to the resolution and the speech of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. The Chair has repeated what was stated by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. The Chair knew nothing of any agreement 
until it was stated in the early part of the evening. 

Mr. MARTIN. What is the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York spoke on the 
appropriation bill. The Senator from Missouri can not keep the 
on from Kansas or myself from speaking on the appropria- 
tion bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, the reply that I wish tomake to 
the harangue of the Senator from New Hampshire will be very 
brief. Ihave prepared and filed with the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections a statement of the grounds upon which I claim 
a seat in the Senate of the United States, and I ask the consent of 
the Senate that I mee print it in the Recorp as a part of the very 
brief statement that I shall make. I trust there will be no objec- 
tion to that a 

The VICE-P IDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


In the matter of the memorial of Joseph W. Ady for an investigation of the 
election of United States Senator in the State of Kansas, to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of the late Senator Plumb. 

To the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 

I have read and examined Miscellaneous Documents Nos. 37 and 43, being, 
respectively, the “Memorial of Joseph W. Ady for an investigation of the 
election of United States Senator in the State of Kansas,” and the ‘* Memorial 
of 77 members of the Kansas legislature relating to the election of United 
States Senator from Kansas,” presented to the Senate on 10th and 13th of 
April, 1893, and referred to your committee. These documents challenge the 
validity of my election as a Senator from the State of Kansas. In compli- 
ance with your request that I submit in writing a statement of all the facts 
on whick I claim a ht to a seat in the Senate, with such comments as I 
might choose to make, I submit the follo 3 

nder the constitution of Kansas the State senate consists of 40 members 
and the house of representatives of 125members. ‘ion for senators and 
representatives was held as required by law in November, 1892, Correct 
lists of the members of both houses, to whom certificates of election were is- 
sued by the secretary of state, are printed at page 2 of Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 48, above referred to; but it is conceded by all that Joseph 

Rosenthal was elected from Haskell County (one hund and twenty-first 

district) instead of Mr. Stubbs. The constitution requires tho ture to 

meet in regular session on the second Tuesday in te odd-num- 
bered year, and it did so meet on the 10th of January, 1 No questica is 

raised res the qualification of any member of the senate. Of the 40 

senators elected 22 were politically ed as Populists, or members of the 
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Fifteen members of the senate were politically classified as Republicans, 


namely: 
Senator Baker, Third district. Senator Parker, Sixth district. 
wn, Thirty-eighth dis- Second district. 
trict. Rob teenth district. 
mter, Thirteenth dis- Scott, th district. 
trict. Sterne, Seventeenth district. 
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rly be classified as follows: Sena- 
r O'Bryan, of Twenty-ninth dis- 
the united vote of Democrats and ‘s 
r, Fourth district, “‘ anti-Buchan”’ Republican, 
} by Republicans and Pegple’s party men against the regular Repub- 
lican nominee. 


The 125 persons to whom certificates of election were issued as members of 
the house of representatives may be politically classified asfollows: Republic- 
ans, 64; — $s party, 58; Democrats, 3. One of the Republicans, Mr. Wil- 
son, of Meade County tOne hundred and twenty-third district), was elected 
over the regular Republican nominee as an independen’ 
ported by the People’s party. 

The People’s party members claimed that three Republicans, Messrs. Bow- 
ers, of Grant; Campbell, of Doniphan, and Sherman, of Shawnee, were ineligi- 
ble, being United States postmasters at the time of their election. The same 
claim was my wf erred against Mr. Elting, of Ness, but the contest in 
his case was finally placed upon the und of fraudulent votes. The Peo- 
ple’s party members also claimed that Messrs. Ballinger, of Coffey; Claycomb, 
of Greenwood; O. B. Douglass, of Gray; Dix, of Reno; Kline, of Jackson; Rich- 
ter, of Morris, and Stromauist, of M rson, had not been legally elected and 
were not entitled to seats; and they claimed also that instead of the ll 

rsons last above named Messrs. F. B. Brown, of Grant; J. W. Howard, of 
niphan; D. M. Howard, of Shawnee: Goodvin, of Ness; Rice, of Coffey; 
Gleason, of Greenwood; John Morrison, of Gray; Mitchell, of Reno; Shellabar- 
ger, of Jackson; White, of Morris, and Helstrom, of McPherson, had been 
elected and were entitled to seats from their respective counties or districts. 

The People’s party members also contended that the persons holding certifi- 
cates whose title to seats was disputed ought not to take part in the i- 
zation of the house; but that their respective rights should be held in y- 
ance until the house itself, after due organization, should pass upon and 
determine such rights. Ten of the eleven contestants above named appeared 
at the opening of the session as claimants for seats; and the People’s pa’ 
members contended that if those — who held certificates were admi 
to seats ding a settlement of the question of their title as members, then, 
and in that case, the contestants were equally entitled to seats until their re- 
spective claims should be determined by the house. 


t candidate, sup- 


The 125 members ations certificates (including Mr. Rosenthal in place of 
Mr. Stubbs) met in the hall of the house at the hour fixed by the constitution 


for the house to assemble. Two separate organizations were effected, but 
before either was consummated, members of both political parties engaged 
ina c of some length respecting the questions at issue between their 
respective parties. The People’s party organization was duly effected by 
counting as present and participating therein the Republican and Demo- 
cratic members who had taken part in the preliminary ings, and 
without counting any of the persons who were merely as contestants not 


Oe ceeantes of election. 
This ages 1 to5 of the journal of the house 


ap’ conclusively at 

known as the “Dunsmore house." © 64 Republicans holding certificates 
of election effected an organization which was known as the “ Douglass 
house.” Hon. J. M. Dunsmore, of Neosho County, was elected speaker of 
the Dunsmore house, and Hon. George L. Douglass, of Sedgwick County, was 
elected er of the Donglass house. Ben. C. Rich was elected chief clerk 
of the * ore house,” and Frank L. Brown was clerk of 
the * Douglass house.” 

Each of the two o izations referred to being completed, the question as 
to which house should be recognized by the senate and by the governor 
arose, and (whether right or wrong as matter of law) the fact was and is that 
the senate ed the Dunsmore house, and refused to recognize the 
Douglass house, and that the governor recognized the Dunsmore house and 
ref to recognize the Douglass house. The journal of the Dunsmore house 
shows that messages or communications from the senate were received almost 
daily from January 10 to and including the 23d of February, and that sundry 
messages were received from the governor, including his biennial a 
required by the constitution to be communicated to the legislature. This bi- 
ennial message was sent to the Dunsmore house on January i7, and appears 
in full in the journal of that body. It was not sent tothe Douglass house, 
and the journal of the Dougiass house does not contain it nor even refer to 
it. The journals of these two houses are printed separately. 

The extent to which the ‘‘ Dunsmore house” was recognized by the senate 
will be seen from the fact that it daily received messages from the senate, by 
the secretary of that body, transmitting sundry matters of information, in- 
cluding fifty or more senate bills, and a large number of concurrent and joint 
resolu ,in which the concurrence of the Dunsmore house was requested; 
and in like manner the senate regularly received from the Dunsmore house 
messages and communications from the lth of January until a month or 
more subsequent to the election of United States Senator. The Dunsmore 
house concurred in the passage of sundry senate bills, and_adopted many of 
the senate concurrent resolutions; and the governor, still recognizing the 
Dunsmore house as the legal house, gave his official approval to twelve or 
more bills which were originally passed by the senate and concurred in by 
the Dunsmore house. 

The Dansmore house, assuming that it had been legally and constitutionally 
organized, appointed a “‘committee on elections,” to which committee the 
several contest cases were submitted. This committee duly inquired as to 
the facts in each case, and made report of their fin and conclusions. 
These reports appear in full in the journal. They were duly ae by the 
house, and nine contestants, whose claims to seats were establis before 
the election of United States Senator, were admitted and sworn in place of 
certified meaner ge Sones: 

Jonuary 20, F. B. Brown, Grant County, One hundred and twentieth district. 

J. W. Poward, Doniphan County s t. 
Shawnee County, Thirty-fifth district. 
y County, Thirty-second district. 
7, Jackson County, Thirty-cighth district. 
LN. vin, Ness County, Ninety-ninth district. 
January 23, W.H. Mitchell, Reno County, Seventy-seventh district. 
eenaety 24, John Morrison, Gray County, One hundred and twenty-second 


January 25, W. H. White, Morris County, Fifty-seventh district. 

I have taken to thus correctly state the status of the house of repre- 
sentatives, or of the two houses, as they existed at the time of the election un- 
der which I claim my seat as a member of the United States Senate, because 
of the claim made in the documents before mentioned that my election was 
by means of nn oe aes entitled to vote as members of 
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oo eas tetas tek het this time the ae Tiel 
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mauevent resolution No. 7, providing that the two houses should meet in 
Se ee noon on uary 25 for the election of a United 
tes Senator,” which resolution was transmitted to the Dunsmore house 
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on January 21, where it was received and considered and concurred in, as 


shown by the Dunsmore house journal. 

On Wednesday, January %, pursuant to the a of said act of 
Congress, and said “senate concurrent resolution No.7,” thesenate, ther 
with its president, secretary, and sergeant-at-arms, appeared in the of the 


was organized, the lieutenant- 


house of representatives. The joint assem 
ng. The president of the 


governor (as president of the senate) presi ans 
assembly recognized the ** Dunsmore house,” with itsspeaker and chief clerk, 
asthe legal house of representatives. Mr. Speaker Douglass, of the Doug- 
lass house, and Frank L. ywn, chief clerk of that house, were also present, 
but were not recognized as such officers by the lieutenant-governor, nor by 
the joint assembly. The roll of the senate was called by its secretary, when 
the 22 People’s party senators, end Senators Dillard, O'Bryan, and Taylor an- 
swered to theirnames. The 15 Republican senators were all present, but re- 
mained silent. y i 

The roll of the house was then called by Chief Clerk Rich. The roll so 
called contained the names of 55 Republicans who held certificates of election, 
three Democrats (including Mr. Rosenthal) who held certificates, 58 People’s 
party members who held certificates, and the 9 persons who had been 
seated by the Dunsmore house in the place of that number of Republican 
members whose seats had been declared vacant. Of this number of persons, 
the 55 Republican members and the 3 Democratic members, although all 
present in the room, failed to respond to their names. The58 People’s party 
rrembers who held certificates, and the 9 persons who had been seated by 
the Dunsmore house all answered to their names. Was there then a legal 
“joint assembly’ in session, such as is required by the act of Congress? 
This question I answer in the affirmative. Let figures prove it. 

Twenty-one members constitute a majority and alega! quorum of the State 
senate. There were 25 senators present who answered to their names. The 
lieutenant-governor and the secretary of the senate, its legal officers, were 
there and in the discharge of their respective duties. There were 58) mem- 
bers of the house of representatives present to whom certificates of election 
had been duly issued, whose seats had not been questioned, who ——— to 
their names. Whether Speaker Dunsmore and Chief Clerk Rich were or 
were not the rightful officers of the “ house of representatives,” need not 
be discussed by me; nor need I take into account at all the 9 persons who had 
been seated by the Dunsmore house as members. A full senate consists of 
40 members and a full house consists of 125 members, the aggregate being 
165, a majority of which is8. 

It is not disputed, even by the “ memorial of the 77 members ” who seek to 
have my election set aside, that 58 legal and duly certificated members of the 
house of re tatives and 25 members of the senate were present and 
answered at the time and place authorized by law for the purpose of electing a 
United States Senator. These 25 senators and 58 representatives, 83 in all, 
equal the number required by the act of Congress to constitute a “ joint as- 
sembly.” Was there “a majority of all the members elected to both houses 
= and voting” at the election under which I claim my seat as Senator? 

is willa r from the record of further proceedings of the joint assembly. 

The records show, and the memorials Mr. Ady and the 77 members of 
the house of representatives recite, that on said 25th of January the proceed- 
ings of the senate and of the Dunsmore house of the preceding day were read 
by direction of the lieutenant-governor, who thereupon announced that no 
person had received a majority of all the votes of both houses, and that the 
joint assembly would proceed to elect a United States Senator for the unex- 
pired term ending March 4, 1895; that he directed the secretary of the senate 
to call the roll of the senate, and upon such call 21 of the 22 People’s party 
senators, and Senators Dillard, O’Bryan, and Taylor (24 senators in all) voted 
for me, and Senator Senn voted for Hon. M. W. Cobun. The 15 Republican 
senators were also called, but remained silent. 

The president of the assembly then directed Chief Clerk Rich to call the 
roll of members of the house, and he called the rofl as before, namely, 55 Re- 
pubdtican members who held certificates of election, 3 Democratic members, 
58 People’s party members, who held certificates of election and whose seats 
were not questioned, and also the names of the 9 persons who had been seated 
by the Dunsmore house.* Upon said roll being called, 54 of the 55 Republican 
members remained silent and 2 of the Democratic members remai silent. 
Fifty-seven of the 58 People’s party members holding certificates responded 
and voted (Mr. Coulson, of Harper County, Seventy-second district, not vot- 
ing), and the 9 persons who been seated as members of the Dunsmore 
house also voted. Excluding wholly the votes of these 9 persons who had 
been admitted by the Dumsmore house in place of that many persons who 
had received ificates of election, and of course excluding the vote of Mr. 
Helstrom already mentioned, and there will remain 59 duly certificated 
members of the house “present and voting,” namely, Mr. Resenthal, Dem- 
ocrat; Mr. Wilson, Republican, and 57 People’s party members, whose votes 
were as follows: ; 

Members of the house who vote for John Martin were: 


Messrs. Barnes, of Sheridan: Messrs. Lupfer, of Pawnee; 
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Benefiel, of Kingman; 
Bone, of Crawford; 
Brown, of Pratt; 
Bucklin, of Thomas; 
Burgard, of Wyandotte; 
Chappall, of Osage: 

of Os s 
Clark, of Bourbon; 
Cobun, of Barton; 


McCliman, of Nemaha; 
McConkey, of Ottawa; 
McKinnie, of Mitchell; 
Morris, of Clark; 
Morrison, of Labette; 
Moss, of Lyon: 
Newman, of Clay; 
Noble, of Butler: 
Pancake, of Scott; 


Seenemavine: 7 ienye Ran 3 rot Bode ck; 
, ol : wson, of Sedgwick; 
Dolan, of Saline; Replogle, of Ellis; 
Doubleday, of Sumner; Rosenthal, of Haskell; 
Everley, of Cloud; Ryan, of Crawford; 
Garrison, of Barber; Sekavec, of Elisworth; 
Gest, of Jefferson; Semple, of Franklin; 
Graham, of Osage; Treu, of Wabaunsee; 
Green, of Cowley; Tucker, of Linn; 
Grissom, of Stanton; W. , of Phillips; 
Heim, of Smith; Walters, of Cherokee; 
Hill, of Osborne; Watson, of Washington; 
Basoteer, of Labette; Wilson, of Meade; 
Kelley, of Dickinson; Whittington, of Lincoln; 
Kenton, of Rice; Woodworth, of Atchison; 
Kerr, of Norton; Yearick, of Sherman; 
and Speaker Dunsmore—53. 





*The Dunsmore house journal shows that the name of Mr. Helstrom, of 
McPherson, was also called by Mr. Rich, and that he voted (making 10 not 
eek cor aeatn, and the “memorials” referred to recite the same fact; 
but as . Helstrom had not then been seated by the Dunsmore house his 
name evidently occurs through some oversight. But whether so or a 
neither the validity of Mr. Sicletrom’s vote nor the validity of the votes o 
the other 9 contestants need be to determine the legality of my 
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Messrs. Campbell, of Stafford; Drew, of Stevens, and Ruble, of Sedgwick, 
voted for Hon. M. W. Cobun—3. 

Mr. Barnett, of Jewell, voted for Fred. J. Cleose—1. 

Mr. W t, of Edwards, voted for S. H. Snider—1. 


Mr. Me ney, of Wyandotte, voted for Frank Doster—1 , 
The foregoing figures and votes show the number and names of ‘‘ members 
elected to both houses " of the legislature who were “ present and voting.” 


Summarized, they show the status of the “ joint assembly ” and of the aggre- 
gate vote receive 


by each person voted for, namely: 





| Present 











Votes | Votes Scat- 

} and for for tering 
| voting. | Martin. Cobun.| votes. 
p-5) 24 | 1 a 
ww 58 3 3 
S4 77 | 4 3 





Let it be observed again that the foregoing figures do not include the votes 
of any persons other than those to whom certificates had been issued by the 
secretary of state, except the vote of Mr. Rosenthal, of Haskell, and his right 
to a seat is unquestioned by anyone. : 

For the purpose of this statement I am not called upon either to admit or 
deny the legality of the Dunmsmore house asa branch of the legislature. I 
have presented the facts upon which the legality of that organization was 
claimed by itself, and upon which (as [ understand it) it was recognized by 
the governor and the senate as a legal branch of the legislature: and it may 
not be improper te add that it maintained its separate organization. wided by 
the votes of the contestants, who were given seats in place of those persons 
whose election had been challenged upon the ground of illegality, and that 
such organization was preserved and legislative business regularly trans- 
acted until after the decision of the supreme court had been announced, 
which decision is published in the memorial of Joseph W. Ady (Mis. Doc. No. 
37), in the hands of your committee. 

I may add further, to show the actual condition as it existed at the time, 
that the Dunmsmere house and the Douglass house,so called, effected their 
respective orgunizations in the same hall, and that thereafter they continued 
to occupy the same hall or room, which is known as the hal! of the house of 
ee mest of their sessions being held at the same hours. 

‘ifty-cight members of wet meee known as the ** Dunsmore house” 
received and held the same evidence of title as representatives as that re- 
ceived by the 64 Republican members of the Douglass house.’’ The act of 
Congress dees net require that there shall be a jomt “convention ’ of the 
two Houses. Its language is, that “the members of the two houses shail 
convene in joint assembly.” Neither this committee nor the Senate of the 
United States need be informed by me why the lauguage quoted was de- 
liberately employed: but it may not be improper to remark, that prior to the 
passage of that act (25th July, 1866) it happened in several States that the 
two houses of the legislature failed to agree upon a time for a joint couver - 
tion, the object ef one of the houses, in such cases, being to prevent the-elec 
tion of a United States Senator from such State. 

It requires no argument te show, that, under the language used in the act 
of 1866, ‘a majority of all the members elected to both houses being present 
and voting” in the “joint assembly,” required by that act to be hela. a ma- 
jority of all the members elected to at least one of the houses must be pres- 
ent and participating. In the case under consideration, the Kansas State 
senate as an organized body, witha membership “present and voting "’ to the 
number of four more than a majority, attended im the hall of the house af 
representatives on the day required by the act of Congress. Its validity as 
a senate, as regards number or organization, is net questioned in cither of 
the memorials referred to your comm ©. In addition tothe 25 members of 
the senate present, there were 50 members of the house of representatives 
also mt, and all legally elected and legally qualified. These membersof 
the legislature, 8% in ali, “being present and voting,” constituted the joint 
assembly. 

Upon what ground, then, is the validity of my election as Senator from 
Kansas challenged? At pages 4 and 5 of , 7 members of the 










“ Memorial of 77 
Kansas legislature,” presented to the Senate by Senator SHenman and re- 
ferred to your committee, there appears to be a history of the proceedings 
in the joint assembly. It would seem from some of the statements mude by 
the memorialists that they base their protest to my election upon grounds 
which, if true, are wholly untenable; but I have taken pains to inquire fully 
as to the facts in the case, and am satisfied that some of the statements made 
in the memorial at pages mentioned are not true. They say that “68 legally 
elected members of the house did not respond to their names as called by 
Benjamin ©. Rich, for the reason that they did not recognize him as chief 
clerk,” etc. Iam advised that no such objection, nor any objection of any 
kind was made before or at the time Mr. Rich called the roll of members. [ft 
may be remarked incidentally, also, that 10 of the “68 members referred to 
were not called at all by Mr. Rich, their names not being on his roll, for rea- 
sons heretofore stated. I quote from 5 of said memorial the following: 

“ Senator Baker thereupon arose, and, before the result of the vote had been 
announced, asked permission on behalf of himself, 14 senators, and 65 members 
of the house of representatives, to vote for United States Senator, but the 
president refused to permit him or any of the persons for whom he had asked 
— to vote, and made the following announcement of the result: 

hole number of votes cast, 93; of which John Martin received 86; Cobun, 4: 
Close, 1; Hanna, 1; and Snider, 1.” 

Iam advised that Senator Baker did not arise and ask leave either for him- 
self or for other persons to vote until after the president of the assembly had 
declared the result of the election, and that the president informed Senator 
Baker at the time that his request to vote came too late, the result having 
been already announced. But, if the statement made in the memorial be cor- 
rect, the fact remains, and is not controverted by anything insaid memorial, 
that 25 senators were present and voting, and that 59 duly elected and quali- 
fied representatives, including Messrs. Rosenthal and Wilson, were als» pres- 
ent and voting. Had Senator Baker and the other 14 Republican senators 
voted on roll call, or had they been allowed to vote upon their request, their 
votes would not have changed the result of the election: nor, if the #2 Repub- 
licen members of the house had voted, either on roll call or on request, would 
their votes, either alone or in connection with the 15 nonvoting senators, have 
chaaged the result. 

These 15 nonvoting Republican senators and the 62 nonvoting Republican 
representatives constitute the “77 members of the Kansas legislature * whose 

jal is in the hands of this committee. If Messrs. Chambers, of Co- 
manche, and Meagher, of Leavenworth, the 2 nonvoting Democrats, be added 
to the 77 nonvoting memorialists, making 79 in all. they would not together 
have constituted a majority of all the members elected to both houses, being 
4short of the number necessary to constitute a “ joint assembly " under the 
act of 1866, and their united vote would not be sufficient to elect any person a 
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Senator, unless at least 4 other members had been present and the whole 83 
members had voted in the same joint assembly. 

At page 5 of said memorial occurs the following singular paragraph: 

“ Fifteen senators and 62 legally elected members of the house of represent- 
atives protested against his ruling, and inst the declaration of the result, 
claiming that of the 86 votes cast for John Martin 9 were by men who were not 
members of the house of representatives, and that John Martin received but 77 
legal votes, and that 77 was not a ority of the 169* legally elected members 
of the senate and house of representatives, who were present and participat- 
ing in the joint assembly and insisted that there had been no election; but 
the Hon. Percy Daniels, president of the joint assembly, refused to recognize 
the protest of the said members, and the said Percy Daniels then, upon mo- 
tion, declared the joint assembly dissolved, and abandoned the chair.” 

Iam advised that neither “15 senators” nor ‘62 legally elected members 
of the house” protested against the ruling of the president of the joint as- 
sembly, nor against his declaring the result of the election, until after the 
joint assembly had adjourned and 25 of the senators, with the lieutenant- 

overnor and other officers of the senate, had retired from the hall of the 

ouse. What appears at pages 6and7 of said memorial occurred after the 
adjournment of the joint assembly and after the senators and officers of the 
senate had retired, as already stated. But if such protest had been made be- 
fore the adjournment of the joint assembly I apprehend that the result of 
the election would not and could not have been changed thereby. 

What grounds, then, do the memorialists present against my title to a seat 
as Senator? It would seem from the statement in the last paragraph quoted 
above from theirmemorial that they entirely Pinpereeen therule uired 
by the act of Congress of 1866. The memoriali say “that John rtin 
received but 77 legal votes, and 77 was not a majority of the 160 (165) legally 
elected members of the senate and house of representatives who were present 
and participating in the joint assembly." The memorialists seem not to un- 
derstand that while it requires “a majority of all the members elected to 
both houses, being present and voting,” to constitute the “ joint assembly,” 
that a majority of such joint assembly is sufficient to elect a Senator. 
course 77 legal votes is nota mneeny of all the members elected to both 
houses; but 7 legal votes is largely in excess of a majority of 83, and 83 con- 
stitutes a majori .< all the members elected to each house. 

It seems to me that upon the facts and figures presented by the memorial- 
ists themselves, rightly considered and rightly understood, there can be no 
question of the legality of the election under which I claim the ht toa 
seat in the Senate of the United States as a Senator from the State of 

It is proper for me to notice the claim presented in the memcrial of the 77 
members, at 6, that there had been no election for Senator. Itisclearly 
stated in said memorial, at page 5, that Lieutenant-Governor Daniels, after 
announcing the result of the election, “declared the joint assembly dissolved, 
and abandoned the chair.” It was then, and after the lieutenant-governor 
had ‘abandoned the chair” (page 6), that Senator Baker offered the preamble 
and resolutions, reciting ‘that persons not members of the legislature” had 
been permitted to vote, and that “15 senators and 62 members of the house 
had been denied the right to vote,” and resolving that the nonvoting sena- 
tors and representatives would “‘ continue to vote for a Senator in Congress 
to fill the vacancy,” etc. 

And the memorial thereupon states that Hon. George L. Douglass was 
elected president of the joint assembly, and that said joint assembly adjourned 
over until noon of the next day. The memorial then gives what aS to 
be the proceedings of said “joint assembly” held on Januar , at which 
certain other “ whereases ” and *‘resolutions” are said to have been adopted 
declaring, among other things, that ‘if the 77 members had been permitted 
to vote there would have been no election of a United States Senator,” and 
declaring further “that there has been no election of United States Senator,” 
etc., and See appointment of a committee by Mr. Douglass “to 
crane aformal statement and emphatic protest to the Senate of the United 

s.” 


All this is put forth seriously as if constituting matter both grievous and 
wrong. The memorialists had no right to ———— use a did not 
vote. The 15 senators and 53 of the 62 representatives were duly called twice 
in the joint assembly presided over by the lieutenant-governor, once to as- 
certain who were present and once to vote for some person for United States 
Senator. The memorial (pages 4 and 5) is silent as to the first roll call, but 
at pase 5 it shows the second roll and admits that the memorialists 
failed to respond. No reason is given why the 15 Senators did not respond, 
but it states that the 68 members of the house did not respond “‘ because 
they did not Mr. Rich as chief clerk,’ nor did they recognize the 
nee of the “‘ body of which he was an officer.” 

re Teese reasons worth considering? If they are, then it may be proper to 
say that, there being no secret: of the senate present in Mr. Douglass’s joint 
assembly, Senator Brown called the roll of senators; and the memo: and 
the Douglass house journal both show that the supposed joint assembly over 
which Mr. Douglass presided contained only 77 members, and that for want 
of ‘‘a majority of all the members elected to each house” there was no ] 
joint assembly and the 77 votes said to have been cast for Mr. Ady were in- 
effectual for any purpose. But asingular statement appears at page 7 of said 
memorial, which may be briefly stated thus: . 

The undersigned (77) members of the senate and house were present in rep- 
resentative hallon J. anuary 25and demanded aright to vote in the joint assem- 
bly presided over by Hon. Percy els, and were refused, but did vote for 
Hon. J. W. Ady after said presiding officer had abandoned the chair; * * * 
and we submit that the result of the vote in the joint assembly isas follows: 





Senators | Members 
yoting. | of house. 


OR Gnnilia chet ~ dbus Mer scnecnibainsgincee 24 2 


Ca. We BIRT Séccinensnn conch cnngn spe ndscosesnpecia b 62 


Bis eT ID sccntn cirsibiilinn sa enavmepiydacynend 1 inibininesaan tenedlaaipinaine 





The arithmetic of the memorialists is no better than their 
difficult tosee how 26 and 77 constitute ‘* 107,"* but the memo’ its so state it. 

But the table appearing at 7 of the memorial, and above summarized, 
is deceptive. There was no joint assembly or pretended joint assembly in 
which all of the 40 senators voted. In the legal joint assembly, presided 
over by the lieutenant-governor, 25 of the 40 senators voted as hereinbefore 
stated, and the other 15 remained silent. In the tended * joint assembly,” 
presided over by Mr. Douglass, no senator vo for Mr. and no'sen- 
ator voted for Mr. Cobun. In the joint assembly, presided over by the lieu- 
tenant-governor, the votes of 59 legally qualified and unquestioned members 
of the house were given for Mr. Martin, and none for Mr. Ady. . 

The above table shows that in the “joint assembly” presided over by Mr. 
Doug 62 members of the house vo for Mr. Ady and that 2 voted for 


* This is evidently a misprint for “ 165.” 


ments. Itis 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 28, 





Mr. Martin. The Douglass house journal shows that there were ae 62 
votes cast by members of the house in that joint assembly, and that they 
were all cast for Mr. Ady, and it says distinctly that ‘‘ Messrs. Seamer, 
Powers, Meagher, Rosenthal, and Wilson were absent or not voting.” 
those so absent Messrs. Rosenthal and Wilson had voted for Mr. Martin in 
the joint assembly presided over by the uns Goveraa, and Messrs, 
Chambers and a er are the two Democrats who declined to vote in the 
joint assembly which elected Mr. Martin. 

Said journal also shows that immediately upon Mr. Douglass being elected 
as president of the * joint session’ the roll was called—that of the senate by 
Senator Brown, when 15 senators only responded, and that of the house by 
Chief Clerk Brown—and that only 62 members of the house responded, mak- 
ing the total number present 77; and it alsoshows that on that roll call of the 
house ‘‘ Messrs. Chambers, Rosenthal, Meagher, Powers, and Wilson were ab- 
sent or not responding ” to the roll call. So that at no time, as shown by the 
Douglass house journal itself, were there present in Mr. Douglass’s joint as- 
sembly more than 77 members all told. 

I respectfully submit that upon the documents already submitted to your 
committee and upon well-settled rules of law governing elections of United 
States Senators, as well as __ principles of goatice and right, that my right 
to a seat in the Senate ought not to be disturbed. 

Respectfully submitted. 


TOPEKA, June 12, 1893. 


JNO. MARTIN. 


8. 

Ordered, That Mr. Ady be allowed to place before the committee, in the 
first instance, in the shape of official records or ex parte affidavits, such proofs 
as he chooses to submit within thirty days after January 1, 1894; that Mr. 
Martin be allowed thirty days thereafter to submit additional evidence; that 
all further evidence on either side shall be submitted within fifteen days 
} ry and that thereafter briefs on both sides shall be submitted within ten 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I might rest my, case with that 
simple declaration. I think it would satisfy any honest man that 
my title to a seat in this body is absolutely unquestionable. The 
truth is, Mr. President, that no honest man has ever questioned 
it. No truthful man has ever suspected anything wrong about 
it. No intelligent and fair-minded man who has ever looked into 
the case entertains the slightest earthly doubt about it—not the 
“oe 

he circumstances of my election were open, above board, free, 
and frank. There was no dissimulation. There was no trick 
resorted to, no scheme devised, no plans suggested outside of the 
ordinary political methods among all honest men (and I appre- 
hend that the Senator from New Hampshire does not know what 
that means) by which my election to the Senate of the United 
States was secured. There was no pretense upon my part of 
holding any political relations with any political party in this 
country except the Democratic party; and every man who voted 
forme when I waselected knew then, as he knows now, that I was a 
Democrat, it being deliberately and publicly stated to every mem- 
ber of the legislature that if they voted for me at all they must 
vote for me as a Democrat, and if they could not do that I did 
not want their votes at all. That was the measure and manner 
of my election. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire has not di- 
rectly charged me with having resorted to fraud, but he does so 
indirectly. I suppose that he measures every man by his own 
standard, that if there is any method in the course of human pro- 
ceedings outside of an ordinary and manly way of doing the thing 
somebody would resort to it, as he would under like circum- 
stances, and that if my right to a seat is questioned in this 
Chamber he is the last man on this floor to make a suggestion of 
that kind. 

Mr. President, my seat has never been suspected of having been 
purchased, either directly or indirectly. I have never been sus- 
pected of having reso to any trick or schemes of an unmanly 
character to secure my election to the Senate of the United States. 
But I wonder if the Senator from New Hampshire can say as 
much and tell the truth. I doubt it very materially. 

Mr. President, when the motives of men are impeached ina 
public body respecting their public actions the charge ought to 
come from some manly source. But in this case how is it? If 
the statements be true that I have heard over and over again re- 
specting the Senator from New Hampshire, if they be true, 
instead of representing the magnificent Commonwealth of New 
Hampshire in the Senate of the United States he ought to be in 
the penitentiary. 

Another thing, Mr. President. This new-born zeal, this newly 
discovered virtue, this eee discovered honor that seems to guide 
and control the actions of the Senator from New Hampshire is of 
very recent date. I remember, sir, that a few years ago,in the po- 
litical contest of 1876, when the Republican party undertook to 
steal and plunder every doubtful and uncertain Stateinthe Union 
for political purposes, having by their agents, their emissaries, 
looked over the land from right to left and hunted out in every 
corner and hole in the Union where dishonesty and corruption 
might be found, and somebody fit and appropriate to enter _ 
a task of that kind, the choice fell upon the Senator from New 
Hampshire as the fittest instrument that they could select for that 


Pp y 

Mr. President, I have great respect for the State of New 
Hampshire. I remember her iong and splendid history. I re- 
member the magnificent men who have represented her in former 
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years in this distinguished body, and she is to-day represented by 
one at least without blemish and whose honor and integrity no 


man questions. But how is it in the other respect? As to one of 
the great eagle’s nests that has heretofore been filled by the splen- 
did intellect, the manly qualities and intellectual force of New 
Hampshire, the eagle in one of those nests has been driven out 
and the buzzard has taken his place and vomited forth his filth 
on every occasion. : 

a FRYE. Mr. President, I think the speaker should be in 
order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read—— 

Mr. PALMER. I hope my friend from Kansas will allow me 
to suggest that there are certain rules in this body that ought to 
be observed. I dislike to speak on this point, but perhaps the 
Senator will allow me to say that for a very much less offense 
than his I was called to order, and had tosit down; and I hope the 
Senator will proceed in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senator from Kansas may be 
permitted to proceed in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Irise to a question of order. The rules 
ne that when a Senator is called to order for words spoken in 
debate he shall take his seat and remain seated until the Senate 
has permitted him to proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas has taken his seat. 
I now move that the Senator be authorized to proceed in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read. 
Bete Senator from Maine has called the Senator from Kansas to 
order. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not mean to do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will allow 
the Chair to state—— 

Mr. PALMER. I made merely a friendly suggestion to the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Illinois in a moment, but would like to have the privilege of 
making a statement. The Secretary will read the third clause of 
Rule > 

The Secretary read as follows: 

8. If a Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, upon the de- 
mand of the Senator or of any other Senator, the exceptional words shall be 
pn down in writing and read at the table for the information of the Sen- 
ate. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I trust that if there has been any- 
thing said which is not in order it may be read by any gen- 
tleman who desires to have it read; but I do not understand that 
there is any rule of the Senate which prohibits any gentleman from 
~~ to a question and using any terms in ordinary and polite 

nglish, whether pertinent to the issue or not; and I believe that 
the remarks of the Senator who has been addressing the Chair are 
strictly in accordance with and in view of the question now pend- 


ing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will endeavor—— 

Mr. WHITE. I trust that nobody will suppose for a moment 
that anything has occurred to-night not corresponding to the rules 
of the Senate, although the only question before us is the consid- 
eration of the legislative, etc., appropriation bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I hopel not be misunderstood. I did not 
intend to call the Senator from Kansas to order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Dlinois did not. The 
Senator from Maine did. 

Mr. FRYE. I called the Senator to order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is attempting to state the 

arliamentary condition. The Senator from Maine has called the 
Sonehee from Kansas to order for words spoken in debate. The 
Chair will have the second clause of the nineteenth rule read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

i i i he 
saat Ml Breiding beer ail of aay Senator mayen hss 60 Seder 
and when a Senator shall be called to order he shall sit down, and not pro- 
ceed without leave of the Senate, which, if granted, shall be upon motion that 
Sere to proceed inorder; which motion shall be determined without 

e le. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the rest of the rule be read, and let the 
words be taken down and read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the third clause 
of the rule again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

8. If a Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, upon the de- 
mand of the Senator or of — other Senator, the exceptionable words shall 
—— down in writing and read at the table for the information of the 

nate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be done. The words will 
be taken down and read in accordance with therule. The Re- 
porter will read the words. The Senate is then to determine the 
question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think the Senator who makes the request 
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should designate what portion of the remarks he desires to have 
read to the Senate as objectionable. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the remark made just before being called 
to order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not know, and no one knows, until 
the Senator shall designate, as required by the rule, what portion 
of the remarks he re S$ as coming within the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maine called the Senator 
from Kansas to order. Will the Senator please indicate what 
part of the languaye he desires to have read? 

Mr. FRYE. The language for which I called the Senator to 
order was the figure of speech by which he was illustrating an 
eagle’s nest and a buzzard. Now, [have the utmost friendly spirit 
for the Senator from Kansas, but I do say that such language as 
was being used ought not to be allowed in the United States Sen- 
ate. I do not believe if the Senator from Kansas proceeds that he 
will use any more such lan Of course he was a little ex- 
cited. I have no desire to have the words taken down or to nfove 
any further in the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask my friend, the Senator from Maine, 
whether any gentleman could be held responsible absolutely for 
a — of speech. 

r. FAULKNER. Irise to a parliamentary question, and that 
is that this subject is not debatable. I ask the Chair to put the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
eae, does he withdraw his demand that the words be taken 

own? 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave not made it, and if I had I would with- 
draw it. 

Mr. HOAR. I made the demand that the words be taken down 
and I shall persist in it unless the Senator from Kansas shall seo 
fit to withdraw them and proceed in order. 

Mr. MARTIN. I shall not withdraw what I said. I simply 
want tosay I do not mean any disrespect to the Senate—none 
whatever—in the use of language which I have used. But the 
Chair will understand that it is difficult sometimes to talk about 
a particular subject without using strong and appropriate lar- 
guage to the subject. 

i Mr. HOAR. Very well; I demand that the words be taken 
own. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend. The 
Chair will see that the rule is enforced. The words will be read 
from the desk. 

Mr. HOAR. And also the passage with reference to the peni- 
tentiary. If he thinks that is not out of order let us have the 
Senate decide. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I make the point of order that the Senator 
from Massachusetts can not have any words taken down or read 
by the Reporter which are not included in the objection made at 
the time the point of order was made. 

Mr. HOAR. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der. The words indicated by the Senator from Maine who called 
the Senator te order will be read from the desk. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Maine has not asked that 
—— beread. He distinctly disclaimed asking any such thing. 

r. HARRIS. The Senator from Massachusetts asked to have 
them read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Therefore I ask that the motion of the Sen- 
Fw from Tennessee be put, which ought to be put without any 

ebate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that debate is not 
in order. The Senator from Massachusetts, under the rule which 
has been read, demanded that the words be taken down and read 
from the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand that 
the demand is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not withdrawn it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words will be read, andit is then 
for the Senate to determine what action will be taken. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Linsist that the Senator from Maine has not 
asked them to be read, but distinctly said that if he had asked it 
he would have withdrawn his request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Massachusetts has made the demand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. He has that right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. He has no right to make it. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas can not 
be recognized until the words are read. 

Mr. TIN. I was going to withdraw the remarks out of 
respect to the Senate. ‘ 
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Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I will withdraw the demand 
with great pleasure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The demand is withdrawn. The 
demand being withdrawn—— 

Mr. BUTLER. May I not be permitted to say a word now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can only be b i 
sent. Without objection, the Senator is recognized. 


Mr.COCKRELL. Oh,no; that will open the wholematter again. 

Mr, BUTLER. Ishould like to say a few words, but will re- 
frain from doing so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I insist upon my motion that the Senator from 
Kansas be itted to proceed in order. 

The motion was - to. 

nog VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MARTIN. Out of respect to the Senate of the United 
States, I will withdraw any offensive remarks that I may have 
made, but the withdrawal will never change my opinion respect- 
ing the subject. 

believe, Mr. President, that I have said all on this subject that 
I desire to say. There are other things that I might say, and 
would be glad of an opportunity to say, but out of deference to 
the wishes of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who is extremely anxious to dispose of this bill to-night, I submit 
the matter just where it stands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the regular order. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment on page 1 of the bill. 
At the end of line 12, page 1, I move to insert: 

7 . nning Fifty- gress mileage 
sinners diulie their pa Bp Sane perdiae ae et by the es 


route and mode of conveyance from their places of resi to the capital 
and return once each way for every session of Congress. 


I shall not occupy more than three or four minutes. Lines 10 
and 11 provide for thecompensation of Senators, giving the amount 
of the total appropriation, which is $5,000 foreachSenator. That 
is compensation, and thatisall. Line 12, which refersto mileage, 
a subject entirely different from compensation, appropriates 
$45,000. Here are two objects to be obtained by the two provi- 
sions: First, the compensation, that is $5,000 a year, and, second, 
mileage; and the object of allowing rare dened ae Sen- 
ators for the outlays to which they are subjected reason of 
their coming to the capital and returning from it. 

It is unjust in two : First, it is unjust to the people, be- 
cause it allows more than is necessary to cover the actual cost of 
travel to and from the capital. The compensation which Sen- 
ators are allowed they make by reason of the constitutional au- 
thority which they have to such allowance for themselves. 
Having done that, there ought to be and can beno further con- 
stitutional authority for increasing their compensation. 

Now I come to the second part. Itis unjust to Senators them- 
selves. For example, take thecases of the Senator from Maryland 
and mee a —— from i 
from mileage un our 
sectabhedenntakdeae eae . Live 1,227 miles from 
the capital and my mileage amounts to .60, going and coming. 
It does not cost me more than $100 to make the trip coming and 


ing. Subtract $100 from $491.60, and it leaves me a net gain of | 


1.60, while the Senator froin Maryland gets but $10, for itcosts 
him nothing to come to Washington and return to his home, or 
not more than 25 or 30 cents, perhaps. But say that it costs him 
the total, $10; that leaves him a net salary of $5,000 a year, while 
there is added $391.60 to mine. 

Now, extend the calculation to Senators from the Northwestern 
States, from Oregon, Washington, California, and some other 
States which are at a greater distance from the capital than 
mine. Those Senators receive larger compensation than I do, and 
because of the fact of our allowance for mileage. Seventy-five 
per cent of what each one of us receives for mileage is just that 
much more than he is entitled to have added to his compensation. 

That is all I care to say, and I am content that the vote may be 
taken on the amendment. 

a wis neues «me ie ee ae the t of oe aguine 

e amendment that it changes the existing law fixing the mileage. 

Mr. PEFFER. But this begins with the Fifty-fourth Con- 


gress. 

oo oe ae does not a any difference. The 
amendment pr change existing law. 

Mr. HOAR. r, President, I do not rise to continue the dis- 
cussion which has taken up a portion of the evening, but I think 
it my duty with reference to what has been said by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hut], to state a fact in regard to the reso- 
lution of investigation relating to the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. Roacu], which will not take me more than thirty seconds. 


When the newspaper charges in regard to that Senator appeared 
I was ing through the Republican cloakroom, where there 
were about a dozen Republican Senators collected, and they were 
talking of the matter. They told me what they were talking 
about, and said they thought that I, as the senior Republican 
member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, ought to 
take some action - it. I replied that I would consult the Dem- 
ocratic members of the committee, and that it would be a great 
pity to have a party action in regard to that matter. I accord- 
ingly spoke to one of the Democratic members on that committ 
who said that the committee would be in session the next day, an 
they would then talk it over informally. At the meeting of the 
committee next day every Republican member was present and 
every Democratic member but one. The matter was talked over 
informally, and the committee unanimously, Democratsand Re- 
publicans, agreed upon the resolution which was afterwards in- 
troduced, not of course as a committee, because they had no juris- 
eae but as gentlemen who had that class of subjects specially 
in charge. 

That resolution was introduced, and the then chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from North Carolina, Mr. Vance, stated 
that he was in favor of it, and that if it came back from the Com- 
mittee on Contingent he would peer: it, as the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] said. 

Afterwards—I do not wish to excite any feeling on that particu- 
lar subject or raise any question—another icy of dealing with 
that resolution prevailed, certainly on the Democratic side of the 
Chamber. But whether that was right or wrong, whatever may 
be the constitutional relations of the Senate to such a question, 
the resolution was at first introduced with the approbation of 
eight leading gentlemen of the Senate, four of whom were Demo- 
crats and four Republicans. 

Mr. COCKRELL. NowlI ask for the decision of the Chair on 
the question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri makes 
the point of order on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. Perrer]. Will the Senator from Missouri again in- 
dicate his point of order? 

Mr. . The amendment proposes to change the ex- 
isting law in regard tothe mileage of Senators. It is not reported 
from any standing or select committee, and it is legislation upon 
@ general appropriation bill as plain as A BC. 

7 P. IDENT. e Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ihave an amendment which I have been trying 
to offer some time. We have had a very liberal discussion of 
politics here, and I hope I may be allowed to offer a plain busi- 
ness amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senator offer his amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. We have been entertained by a discussion which 
I do not care anything about, but this is a matter which concerns 
the State of Washington. I am discussing the appropriation bill 
now. 

In line 12, on page 104, I move to strike out the words “ nine 
thousand and five hundred ” and insert “twelve thousand;” and 
in line 13 to strike out “ eleven thousand and five hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘fourteen ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For surveyor-general of ington, $2,000; and for the clerks in his offi 
$12.00" ae eto Wash $2, he ce, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, in the report of the total cash 
sales of public lands for 1892 the State of Washington ranks sec- 
ond to California only, and in that of 18938 Washington ranks first 
of any State in the Union. I respectfully submit that the Stato 
contributing the largest amount tothe payment of ner enw of 
the General Land Office should have at least equal standing with 
any other. Besides, the responsibility of the sarveyor-general’s 
oftice of the State of Washington must be fully as great or greater 
than any in the Union, for it had the | of contracts for sur- 
veys costing more than any other State, as following statistics 
for the year 1893 will prove: 


Amounts spent or contracted for surveying under the various surveyors-gen- 


eral for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. 





I ie etal eee canis eeldd iets Cine 0 thn oi cilel acai 25, 135 
IEE 200 4 babe cide cce a tavcuadeuss saswunsesuneteuwscubigububiba’ 37, 676 
I 6 ne ces wnpneepoddqnsmincihccdbeeeetnas shel bmpessibheknanst 44, 742 
NES hs occult tthe qhidilahstlalbdlcinihys 0% wally qicninitiininncinllan<ianadpiaeiicainie, tN 51, 350 
MAN, atin aie id haan cenctaistneliltacmcamenin aiaiies thisinaneniiectibiatiibied siiniiesia: Micmtes 7, 790 
SI benitcnliiniiesinie tat -nakmihepeanebheen +inth coun shatpeenssemiinne ‘88, 

PIN GE count GuddRbeecséa snchbendasditsiscaccuncesestneedibeckeupeses 41,405 


There have also been granted to the State of Washington, under 
the act approved February 22, 1889, 632,000 acres of land, which are 





1895. 





being selected by the governor and the State land commissioners, 
who are contemplating asking to be allowed to have these surveys 
through the surveyor-general’s office of the State, thus entailing 
greater work and responsibility upon it. 

The estimate of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for salaries of clerks in the coe ee office for the next 


fiscal year is $13,300, but in view of the prevailing policy of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to practice as much economy as is practi- 
cable, I have contented r.yself with the amount named in theamend- 
ment, $12,000, which is the same amount appropriated for clerks’ 
salaries in the State of California, where, as I have previously 
shown, the amount of surveys contracted for in 1898 is less than 
half of those contracted for in the State of Washington. I ask, 
under these circumstances, that the amendment proposed by me 
may be adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand from the Senator that the 
amendment proposed is within the estimates. 

Mr.S UIRE. Yes; it is within the estimates. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Then I shall not object to the amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I content myself with the assurance of the chair- 
man of the committee that he is in faver of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. [Put- 
ting the question.| The “ayes” appear to have it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to speak to the pend- 
ing amendment. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not suppose the Sen- 


ator rose for that . The Chair recognizes the Senator. 
Mr. CHANDLE Mr. President, in the remarks which I made 


to the Senate a little while ago I submitted a written speech, which 
will appear in the Recorp to-morrow morning, without any al- 
terations, exactly as it was writtem and read. I do not conceive 
that it contained any unparliamentary language, or that it con- 
tamed any utterances which would be offensive to any Senator in 
this body, unless it be language taken from either the ConGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD or sworn testimony upon the files of the Senate. 
In return for these remarks of mine I have been bitterly assailed by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hm}, who, I take oecasion to 
say, was the last man im this y who should have made such an 
assault upon me, and also by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Mar- 
TIN| himself, to whom nrach should be pardoned because it was 
his fight. It was not the fight of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. President, I shall pass over all theepithets and abusive lan- 
guage which were heaped upon me by those two gentlemen. If 
the Senate did not choose to stop them, I could not do so; if the 
Senate did not choose to vindicate its own rules, it was not for me 
to do.so. I have but two alternatives, either to reply in kind, 
which I shall not do, or leave those remarks of the two Senators 
to go to the world by the side of those which I have uttered. The 
public will judge who is honest, the public will judge who isa 
gentleman, and there is no need of asseveration on that subject 
upon this floor. 

Mr. President, I am glad that I succeeded in inducing the Sen- 
ator from New York to say something about the senate steal in 
that State in 1891. I have been anxious—— 

Mr. HILL. Lhope you have been gratified. 

Mr. CHANDLE I decline to be interrupted. I have been 
endeavoring for two years to get the Senator to say something 
upon that subject. 

Mr. HILL. You said that before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stated all the facts in the discussion upon 
the repeal of the Federal election laws, but the Senator from New 
York made no defense at that time. The Senator from New York 
. had other business on his hands at that time. He started off with 
great zeal to repeal those laws, but when the laws were being re- 
pealed the Senator from New York was anxiously canvassing both 
sides of the Senate to see if he could not gratify his spite against 
the President of the United States, his Democratic President, by 
defeating the confirmation cf two nominations for judges of the 
highest court of the land. So the Senator kept _— and has said 
nothing until two years have passed, and when the people of New 
York have overwhelmed him and his party and have set the seal 
of their condemnation upon those transactions in 1891, the Sen- 
ator comes in here and makes his lame, feeble, and impotent de- 
fense of the infamous senate steal of New Yoric in 1891. 

The Senator, Mr. President, is to be commiserated. He has 
now diseovered, after these two years of antagonism with the 
Administration, that he must become its defender; he is making 
himself the defender of that Administration which he has thus 
bitterly assailed and tried to undermine during all these years, 
and he is making himself the great champion and defender of it 
upon this floor and everywhere else, and we had the pleasure of 
learning yesterday that the Senator had at last, after all his hos- 
tility and his reeent subserviency, been gratified by receiving the 
nomination of one —— aecording to his recommendation. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. ident, the Senator is not right even there. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I decline to yield, 
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No, Mr. President, the Senator from New York should have 
been in better business than in stepping forward as the champion in 
this fight. I donot think the Senator is recognized upon the other 
side of the Chamber as the man to make the fight. I think the 
Senators opposite me would have preferred that there should be 
some other champion of the Democracy to step to the front and 
to denounce the Senator from New Hampshire, and talk about 
the Presidential election of 1876. Nevertheless, the Senator from 
New York, whois now the great champion of » Administra- 
tion, who has dined at the White House, and received at least one 
post-office, tookit upon himself to assail me in the most virulent lan- 
guage of which mortal man is capable, in answer simply to the 
few words which I said in reference to the New York election, 
and which he will read in the REcorD to-morrow morning and 
find are nothing at which he should have taken offense, unless 
he had been conscious that there had been some guilty conduct on 
his part which required abuse and vituperation, instead of argu- 
ment and defense. 

Mr. ident, the Senator from Kansas undertook to defend 
himself, and ended with his sweet and lovely figure of the eagle's 
nest and the buzzard’s nest. That is the Senator’s answer to the 
charge that he is unlawfully in the seat which he now usurps; 
that is his answer, and the only answer that he made, and he 
ended, after vile vituperation of myself, and said he submitted his 
case. He did well to submit it, for he could not defend the charge 
against his election; he did not undertake to do so, but wisely 
kept his peace. 

Mr. President, why did I make the speech which I did to-night? 
Because the Democratic majority on the other side of the Cham- 
ber and the Democratic Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
the chairman of which [Mr. Gray] I see before me, have reso- 
lutely and persistently refused to investigate either of those cases. 

I said no word about Senator Roacu, except what is on the rec- 
ords of the Senate in the past—not one single word; and the Demo- 
cratic majority in the Senate have refused to give any hearing 
to the Roach case. 

I spoke upon the Martin case because the Senate refused to in- 
vestigate it, and, instead of the personal denunciation which I 
have received upon this floor, it would have been better if Sena- 
tors whom I see before me had squarely and manfully and cour- 
ageously met the facts in the case of Mr. Roacn and the facts in 
the case of Senator MartTIn, instead of evading and suppressing 
and covering up every one of the facts, and then, because before 
this Senate e its session I chose to exhibit them in plain, 
honest, square, and parliamentary language to this body, heaping 
upon me the personal vituperation and abuse to which [ hare 
been subjected at the hands of those two Senators, one of whom 
had some excuse for using it, and the other of whom had not 
one particle of excuse for using it. 

Mr. President, I put my character before the people of this 
country against that of the Senator from New York, and I do not 
fear to have it contrasted, even with the pure-mouthed and lovely 
and gentle Senator from Kansas, to whom I have had the honor 
this evening of addressing a few remarks. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. I have the floor, Mr. President, I believe. 

Mr. TELLER. I rise toa question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Colorado will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. TELLER. It was distinctly understood that there should 
be but one political speech this evening, and that the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHaNDL&R) was to make, and then we were 
to go on with the business of the Senate. We did listen to the 


+h 
brie 


Senator from New York [Mr. Hii] because there seemed to be 
some provocation, but the Senator from New York ought to know 
that we ean hardly be kept here all night to listen to this kind of 
staif. [Laughter.} I should think that the Senator himeelf 


would be willing todropthe matter, and let us go om with this bill. 
Mr. HILL. Justaminute. I did not start this fight. 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator took a long time at it if he did not 
startit. [Laugivter. ] 

Mr. I wanted to take a hand in it. I never ran away 
from a fight yet. ee “Go on!”)} 

Mr. TELLER. I want to repeat for the benefit of the Senator 
from New York that this is the only time since | have been a 


member of the Senate that a solemn agreement of the Senate bh 
ever been violated, and if the Senator from New York chooses to 
go on under these circumstances I have nothing to say. 

Mr. HILL. Only a word upon that point. The violation of 
propriety has been npon the part of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and you all know it. That was tie first step. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has had his reply. 

Mr. HELL. I have had my answer. but the Senator from New 
Hampshire has spoken again, and I want to reply to him. Justa 
few words, and then we shal! all go home and say our prayers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York is ¢2- 
titled to the floor. 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the difficulty with the Senator from 
New Hampshire is that he does not seem to realize when he says 
an offensive thing. That is a part of his make-up; his very 
nature—he can not help it. He thinks he can charge another Sen- 
ator in polite and parliamentary language with being engaged in 
a *‘ steal,” or a ‘‘robbery,” and that that is not offensive. I do 
not understand it that way. I donot think the Senator can charge 
me in the Senate in ever so polite language with being engaged in 
a ‘‘ steal,” or a ‘‘ robbery” —— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me just one word? 

Mr. HILL. Notnow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Just one word, please. You are going to 
ony ome pores, and let me say one word. 

r. HILL. 


No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me make a denial. 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Just let me make a denial. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. If you deny all the things a against you it 
will take you from now until eternity. [Laughter. | 

The Senator did make that statement about my being concerned 
in a “‘steal” or ‘‘robbery.” He did it in a polite sortof way. He 
charges men with crimes, and says he meant no offense; he charges 
men with being engaged in a steal, and then wonders why they 
should be at all disturbed. The Senator does not think that such 
a charge should be a cause for offense. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I made no such charge. 

Mr. HILL. Then I do not understand the English ones. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Look at the Recorp to-morrow and see 
what it says. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill, but we all heard it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did youhear? Did you hear anything 


* about a steal? 


Mr. HILL. Just a few moments ago the Senator reiterated the 
statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator had attacked me. I did 
<<. a senate steal,” but not in my original language. 

r. HILL. Your original language was just as bad as your re- 
traction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Only by your construction of it. 

Mr. HILL. I recollect it, and every Senator here recollects it; 
but, Mr. President, I do not stand upon that. 

The Senator said this was not my fight; his attack upon the 
Senator from North Dakota was not my fight. That is true; but 
it was the fight of every honest Senator on this side of the Cham- 
ber with whom the Senator from North Dakota has acted. 

Mr. WHITE. Or anywhere else. 

Mr. HILL. Of course it was. Did the Senator from New 
Hampshire expect the honorable Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
ROACH] was going to get up here and engage in oe words 
with him? Of course not. He did not expect it. I should be 
untrue to myself, untrue to my , if I did not rise here to de- 
fend this man who, under the peculiar circumstances, of course, 
could not step forward to defend himself or to indulge in this 
debate—a gentleman wholly unused to debate. 

Mr. President, just a few words, and Iam done. The Senator 
says he attacked me two years ago, and that I did not say any- 
thing. I have not had time to notice all his attacks. He did two 

ears ago, in making a h in defense of the Federal election 

Ww, say something about the election of 1891 in New York. I 

was here only a part of the time. I only heard a portion of what 
he said. It went into one ear and out of the other. I regarded it 
as part of a political ent, not particularly affecting myself. 
‘I was not aware that the Senator was reflecting upon me. I did 
not care to notice it, and now he arraigns me because I did not 
resent it then, and he wonders that I resent it now. I did not no- 
tice it then, and perhaps I ought not to have noticed it to-night. 

Mr. President, the Senator need not take any stock in our dif- 
ferences on this side of the Chamber. I have not made any attack 
upon the President of the United States by simply refusing assent 
to some of his nominations. The President is broad enovgh to 
recognize the right of Senators to refuse to accede to his nomina- 
tions. I have voted to sustain some nominations, and I have voted 
against others. The Senate has sustained me in those fights, if 
the Senator prefers to call them “ fights.” 

I have not been actuated by any malicious or improper motives 
toward the President of the United States. I have acted from 
my sense of duty. I oppose President Cleveland when he is 
wrong, and I sustain him when he is right. I trust the Senator 
does not mean to insinuate that I can be influenced by a dinner 
at the White House. That is toocontemptible a suggestion to re- 
quire notice. He might be, possibly, but I can not. 

Mr. President, I have not received a solitary office for a single 
friend of mine since President Cleveland has been in power. e 
‘very postmaster to whom the Senator alludes, who was appointed 

y, and of whom he knows nothing, and about whom he 
is inaccurate as usual, and knows nothing + what he saw in 
the newspapers, was not even a man recommended by me; he was 


not even a man recommended by the regular Democratic organi- 
zation of Elmira. He is not objectionable tome. He comes from 
my old home, where I count all the Democracy, or 99 per cent of 
them at least, as my friends, and the President could not well 
have made a selection from that place which would have been 
unpleasant to me, although the gentleman whom he nominated 
— not the man whom I should have originally preferred for the 
place. 

So much for that. I have solicited no patronage from the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I have not received a single office from 
him. When he is right, as I say,I sustain him. When his policy 
meets with my judgment I speak for it upon this floor. en 
his policy does not meet my approval I criticise him. That isthe 
position of an independent, and, I think, a fearless Democratic Sen- 
ator. You can make the most of it. 

Mr. President, the Senator says he will rn, my records with 
myself or any Senator on this side of the Chamber. stage of 
the fact that I was making a canvass some time ago before the 
people of the State of New York. I am not going into the details 
of political fights in New York State. New York State is some- 
times Democratic and it is sometimes Republican, the same as In- 
diana is sometimes Democratic and sometimes Republican. Sois 
almost every one of the doubtful States-of the country. They 
sometimes go one way and sometimes another. The elections are 
decided mainly upon great political issues; and that is all. Iam 
willing to accept without any complaint the temporary defeat 
which my party has met with in New York. We ask no favors; 
we will abide our time, and when the political clouds roll by, as 
they surely will, the Democracy will come to the front again. 

Mr. President, our records must be judged by the people, whether 
the Senator from New Hampshire wants them to beor not. They 
will judge him, they will judge me, and we both must abide by 
the judgment of the people. What I have said to-night I have 
not said with pleasure. I have expressed myself more in sorrow 
than in anger. I reiterate that I have had the most friendly rela- 
tions with the Senator from New Hampshire. What I said in 
defense of myself I felt I was obliged to say. What I said in de- 
fense of brother Democratic Senators I felt as ioe should be 
said by someone upon this side of the Chamber. I did not speak 
until several Democratic Senators requested me to very The 
Senator need not bother himself about leadership upon this Demo- 
cratic side of the Chamber. We will settle that question among 
ourselves. What I have said to-night, harsh though it may seem, 
— somewhat in its character, as it seems to have been, has 

n from a high sense of duty that I owed to myself, that I owed 
to my party, that I owed to my fellow-Senators upon this side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let us vote on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ia submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

UIRE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Ioffer an amendment, to come in on page 115, at 
the end of line 17. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 17, on page 115, insert: 

The Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized to make an investigation 
relating to the economic ampocts the liquor can and to report the re- 
sults thereof to Congress: Provided, however, + such investigation shall 
— out under the regular appropriations made for the Department of 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
115, after the amendment just adopted. ; 
e SECRETARY. On page 115, after the amendment just 
adopted, insert: 

To enable the Commissioner of Labor to pre’ and publish a bulletin of 
the Department of Labor as to the condition of labor in this and other coun- 
tries, condensations of State and foreign labor reports, facts as to conditions 
of emplo: mt, and such other facts as may be deemed of value to the in- 
dust; dustries of the country, $5,400. 


Mr. KYLE. I will say that a bill for this p pores’ the 
other House ee and was favorably pepertel i: the Senate. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HUNTON. LIofferan amendment. On page 88, in line 21, 
I move to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘eleyen;” so as to read 
‘**eleven clerks of class 2.” 

I offer the amendment upon the estimate submitted by the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury. He estimates for twelve clerks of 
class 2, $16,800, and four clerks of class 2, submitted, $5,600, mak- 
ing in all 16 clerks of that class. The committee has reported 
only ten clerks of class 2, and I ask the committee to agree to in- 
crease that number by one and makeit eleven. If the committee 
does not agree to it, I shall ask the Senate to do so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offeran amendment. In doing so 
I desire to state that it is of the same character and for the same 
purpose as the amendment offered by the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SquirE], which has been adopted. 

The Secretary. In line 20, on page 102, strike out the word 
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‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘twelve,” and in line 21, on the same page, 
strike out ‘“‘twelve” and insert ‘‘fourteen;” so as to read: 


For eevee eeceel of Montana, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office 
$12,000; in all, $14,000... 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
the desk. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘“‘thousand,” in line 15, page 
53 of the bill, it is proposed to add ‘five hundred;” so as to read: 

For Assistant Treasurer, $4,500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order that it is not esti- 
mated for. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I trust the Senator from Missouri will 

rmit me to make a statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the statement of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendment which I have offered is 
to make the salary of the subtreasurer at New Orleans conform to 
the existing law. I understand the point of order to be made by 
the chairman of the committee that this amount is not estimated 
for. I care nothing for that. The law is higher than any esti- 
mate of any Executive Department. I refer the President of the 
Senate to section 3596 of the Revised Statutes, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

The assistant treasurers shall be entitled to the following salaries, to be paid 
quarter yearly at the Treasury of the United States, to wit: 

Then follow the assistant treasurer at Béston, the assistant 
treasurer at Philadelphia, the assistant treasurer at Baltimore, 
the assistant treasurer at Charleston, the assistant treasurer at 
New Orleans; and I will read that— 

The assistant treasurer at New Orleans shall receive a salary of $4,500 a 
year. 

If the President of the Senate will look at the bill, page 53, line 
15, he will find that the salary of the subtreasurer at New Orleans 
is there fixed at $4,000, whereas the law which I have read fixes 
his salary at $4,500. Ihave offered the amendment to make the 
bill under consideration conform to the existing law. Therefore 
the point that the amendment is new legislation is not well taken, 
and the point that there is no estimate of any Executive Depart- 
ment for it is not well taken, because an estimate of an Executive 
Department can not override existing law. 

he reason I offer the amendment is this: There has been an 
invidious discrimination made in respect to the salary of the sub- 
treasurer at New Orleans and the subtreasurers at other places, 
notably Cincinnati. If you will look at the bill, page 53, line 3, 
you will see that the assistant treasurer at Cincinnati is paid 
$4,500, and if you will look on the same page, at line 15, you will 
see that the subtreasurer at New Orleans is paid $4,000. ow let 
us see if the business done at the subtreasury at New Orleans is 
not a3 large as, if not larger than that done in Cincinnati, and I 
trust that the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Mis- 
souri, when he hears this statement will conclude that if the sub- 
treasurer at Cincinnati is entitled to receive $4,500 a year the sub- 
treasurer at New Orleans is entitled toreceive more. Ishould be 
glad to have the attention of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam listening to what the Senator is say- 


ing. 

Nir. BLANCHARD. Ihave pointed out the law which directs 
that the subtreasurer at New Orleans shall receive a salary of 
$4,500 a year. I have pointed out that under the ——e bill the 
subtreasurer at Cincinnati will receive $4,500, whereas the sub- 
treasurer at New Orleans is allowed only $4,000. Why this dis- 
crimination? It will be answered by the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the $4,000 for the subtreasurer at New Orleans and 
the $4,500 for the subtreasurer at Cincinnati have been paid for 


years past. 
That may be true. 


offer an amendment which I send up to 


That is all the greater reason why those 
salaries should now be equalized. If the business transactions at 
the subtreasury in New Orleans are equal to or exceed those of the 
ny at Cincinnati, if the business done in the subtreasury 
in New Orleans exceeds that done at the subtreasury in Cincin- 
nati, and if the bond required of the subtreasurer at New Orleans 
exceeds the amount required of the subtreasurer at Cincinnati, 
then there can be no ible reason why the subtreasurer at Cin- 
or 00. should receive $4,500 and the subtreasurer at New Orleans 

,000. 

Now, what are the facts? I holdin my hand a letter dated Feb- 
ruary 25 of the present year, from the Treasurer of the United 
States, Mr. D. N. Morgan. He gives the receipts of the subtreas- 
ury in Cincinnati at $47,255,440. He gives the receipts of the sub- 
treasury in New Orleans at $48,046,207, showing larger aggregate 
receipts at the subtreasury in New Orleans than at Cincinnati 

He gives the disbursements at Cincinnati and at New Orleans. 
I will publish the letter in full in my remarks. I shall not take up 
the time of the Senate in reading it. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE TREASURER, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1895. 

_ Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d 
instant, requesting statement showing the volume of business transacted at 
the subtreasuries at Cincinnati, St. Louis, and New Orleans, and asking the 
amount of the bond of each assistant treasurer at the places named, and in 
what amount the sureties to said bond are required to qualify. 

In reply I have to say that the following table, showing the aggregate re- 
ceipts and disbursements, will give an idea of the volume of business done: 

RECEIPTs. 
Assistant treasurer United States, Cincinnati 
Assistant treasurer United States, St. Louis._................... 
Assistant treasurer United States, New Orleans -............... 
DISBURSEMENTS. 

Assistant treasurer United States, Cincinnati-.-...........- ----- $46,653, 927. 41 
Assistant treasurer United States, St. Louis 95, 508, 073. 70 
Assistant treasurer United States, New Orleans................ 50, 828, 122.19 

The details as to amounts received and disbursed on various accounts will 
be found on pages cxi, cxii, and cxiii of the annual report of the Secretar 
of the Treasury on the State of the Finances for the year 1894, a copy of which 
has been this day mailed to your address. 

The amounts of the bonds given are as follows: 


Assistant treasurer United States, Cincinnati__........................ $250,000 
Assistant treasurer United States, St. Louis -..............-..222. 2... 200,000 
Assistant treasurer United States, New Orleans -.................- 300,000 

An examination of the bonds, which are filed in the office of the Auditor 
for the Treasury Department, shows that the sureties qualified in various 
amounts, ranging from $5,000 to $300,000, the aggregate of which in some 
cases exceeds, and in all cases equals, the amount of the bond. 

Respectfully, yours, 








$47, 255, 440. 82 
95, 07, O47. 89 
48, 046, 207. 12 


D. N. MORGAN, 
Treasurer United States, 
Hon. N. C. BLANCHARD, 
United States Senate. 


The disbursements of the assistant treasurer in Cincinnati 
were $46,653,927 last year. At New Orleans they were $50,828,122. 
Then he gives the bonds required of the assistant treasurer at Cin- 
cinnati, St. Louis, and New Orleans. At Cincinnati the bond is 
$250,000; at St. Louis $200,000, and at New Orleans it is $300,000. 

The letter therefore shows that a considerably larger business is 
done at the subtreasury in New Orleans than is done at the sub- 
treasury in Cincinnati. It shows further that the subtreasurer at 
New Orleans is required to give a bond of $300,000, whereas the 
subtreasurer at Cincinnati is required to give a bond of $250,000. 
Yet the Committee on Appropriations, with this larger business 
being done at the subtreasury at New Orleans, with this larger 
bond required of the subtreasurer in New Orleans than is required 
of the subtreasurer at Cincinnati, have made the invidious dis- 
crimination, or permitted it, of paying the subtreasurer at Cin- 
cinnati $4,500 and the subtreasurer at New Orleans $4,000. 

At New York, Boston, Philadelphia, San Francisco, St. Louis, 
they all receive larger salaries than the subtreasurer at New 
Orleans. Every single subtreasurer in the United States in the 
North is given a salary ranging from $8,000 per annum down to 
$4,500 per annum, whereas the single subtreasurer in the South, 
with larger business and larger bond, is reduced to $4,000. It is 
no argument that this has been done continuously for many years 
past. That is all the greater reason why these salaries should be 
equalized. If the business at New Orleans justifies a salary equal 
to that paid to the subtreasurer at Cincinnati, it ought to be given, 
and anything short of that would be injustice to the subtreasurer 
located in the South. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I made the point of order because the Re- 
vised Statute which was read was enacted in 1873-74, and the last 
legislative appropriation act, and the acts for the last eight, ten, 
or twelve years have each had in them this clause: 

And all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

The statute has nothing to do with the salaries now. The sal- 
aries depend upon the estimates made and the appropriations by 
Congress. This has been appropriated for years past at $4,000; 
that is the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury; and the mo- 
tion to increase it above the estimates is not in order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It may be that the last appropriation act 
contained a clause that the Senator referred to 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me 
a moment? Is the point of order debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not debatable except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I object to debate 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hopethe Senator will permit me tomake 
just a statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is getting late and we have heard a good deal 
on this subject. I must insist on my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed the Chair 
has to determine the question of order. The law indicated by 
the Senator from Louisiana has been repealed, as the Chair under- 
stands, by the appropriation acts heretofore passed. The Chair 
feels compelled to sustain the point of order, 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move to strike out section 8 on page 
126, and im doing so I desire to appeal to the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on A iations that he shall consent that this matter 
may go over until the next session when the Committee on Public 
Lands of this body may consider this question upon its merits. It 
is a very important matter. I am satisfied that if this proposition 
were offered on the fleor of the Senate as an amendment to the 
bill it would be ruled out upon a point of order, as it repeals ex- 
isting law. I en to the Senator from Missouri to let this sec- 
tion go out and let the Senate pass upon this question deliberately 
upon its merits at the next session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wecannot. Itis putin here by the other 
House. It is a House provision and we are compelled to deal 
with it. I think we have dealt with it fairly, and it is better to 
let it stand in the way it is than to leave it in the way the other 
House have left it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
will state his inquiry. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Idonotmean tointerrupt these gentlemen, 
but I suggest to the Chair that as in Committee of the Whole we 
have agreed te the amendment of the committee, and therefore it 
can not be stricken out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The bill is yetin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FAULKNER. But it can not be changed until the bill is 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is certainly an error. This section 
that has come from the House has been perfected by the amend- 
ment of the committee. Having reached the perfected form it is 
parliamentarily correct that it may be stricken out of the bill. 


Mr. FA ER. Not at all. After the Committee of the 
Whole have it and agreed to it it can only be passed 
upon in when the bill is r to the Senate. 

Mr. SON. But the bill is still in Committee of the 
Whole and to amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The bill is yet in Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. FAULKNER. For that very reason the Senator can not 
_— to strike out the provision unti] the bill comes into the 

ate. 

Mr. RANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I hope the Senator from North Dakota will 
not press the motion now, after the distinct understanding we all 
had aout the matter. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. My motion is to strike out the entire 
section, believing that that is in order at this time; and I will 
take the ruling of the Chair. 

The er RESIDENT. Will the Senator again indicate his 
motion 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move to strike out all of section 8, on 

we 26. 

PeThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertains the motion. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I repeat the proposition I made to the 
honorable Senator—— 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ican not possibly agree to that. I ean not 
consent to let it go over until the next Congress. I have no power 
to doit. It is already in the bill. Striking it out in the Senate 
will not take it out of the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam willing the Senate shall pass upon 
it, but the Senator is not. I insist on my amendment, and I am 
willing to give the reasons herefor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. CAREY. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not imsist 
that this section go in the bill. This matter has been con- 
sidered several times by the Committee on Public Lands, and, as 
I recollect it, we v' by av decided vote a few days ago 
against reporting a measure of this character. I have some ac- 
quaintance with the land laws of the United States and with their 
administration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I do hope the Senator will not under- 
take to make a h on the question. 

Mr. CAREY. Ido not want to make a speech, but I simply de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact 
that the law of March 38, 1891, provided a way to clean up very 
many cases which have been pending in the Land Office of the 

, United States, many cases that have been pigeonholed, contro- 
versies that w up duri the Sparks administration of that 
Office. I believe this amendment is going to reopen hundreds of 
those cases, and the Public Lands Committee—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not reopen them. The amendment 
has been made with special reference to that, so that it is abso- 
lutely im ble to — them. 

Mr. UGH. Seen ae reply to the Senator 

' from Missouri that the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
Se ee on tf cate te ok 
— of section 2, and if the Commissioner of the General Land 

' Office does not know what ought to be done with respect to the 


land laws, I submit that it is too late in the session for the Senate 
oo pont saee ee mt question of that kind. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to put am amendment on the bill to 
the amount of $400 for one of our employees, the librarian of the 
Senate. It was offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER} and referred to the Committee on the Library, and I un- 
derstand it was reported favorably from that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 25, strike out “four hundred 
and forty ” and insert ‘‘ eight hundred;” so as to read: 

Assistant librarian, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment to the pendi 
bill. I move to strike out lines 8, 9, 10, and 11,om page 21, 
substitute the following: 

For the emplo: nt of eight elerks at $1,000 each under the direction of 
the Librarian of Congress, necessary for the execution of the copyright 
law, 98,008 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Upon page 120, line 2, before the word “ Wash- 
ington,” I move to insert ‘* California.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offeran amendment to come in on page 
91, after line 20. I move to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That in reducing the force of the Pension Office to comply with the 
provisions of this act preference for retention in service shall be givem to ex- 
soldiers and ex-sailors of the United States who served during the late war, 
and the widows of ex-soldiers. But this provision shall not be deemed to ap- 
ply to cases where, after full and fair investigation, the test of capacity and 

tness in the diseharge of the duties of said positions shall show mental or 
physical disqualification. 

This is an amendment intended to be proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. He has been called away from 
the Senate Chamber by illness, and I offer it for him. ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. On page 118, after line 10, I move to insert: 

That the regular spring term of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the second division of the district of Kansas shall be held at the 
city of Wichita, comme: on the second Monday im March of each year. 
and the seguiiar fall toran oF the civeult and. distslct courte of the Uxited 
States for the third division of the district of Kansas shall be held at the city 
of Fort Scott, commencing on the second Monday of November of each year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What change does that make in the existing 
law? 

Mr. MARTIN. None whatever, except a change of one week 
in the term of the court in each case; and I offer it at the request 
of the district judge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 68, after the words “ ninety-six,” I move 
to insert: 

And the records of each State shall at all times be open to such State for 
inspection, examination, and transcription, for the use of said State, but 
for no other purpose, and under such reguintions as the Secretary of War 


may re 
Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order that that is chang- 
ing existing law. The Senator ought not to imsist upon it at this 


Mr. LODGE. I do not understand that there is any law about 
it. Itisa regulation of the De t; and when a State de- 
sires to examine the records of its own soldiers in that Depart- 
ment for the purposes of State history and is willing to pay all 
expenses under any regulations the Secretary of War may pre- 
scribe, I do not think it is proper for the regulation of a Depart- 
ment to exelude a State from that right. That is the condition 
now in regard to the Record and Pension Division. There is no 
law on the subject that I have been able to discover. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This amendment was offered by the Sena- 
tor to the sundry civil appropriation bill and was referred by the 
committee to Secretary of War, and an elaborate adverse 
report was made upon it, and sufficient reasoms given. If the 
Senator will take that and examine it, it will convinee him 
that there is too much latitude im this amendment, and that it 
would be ruinous to the records there if anybody that the State 
might choose to send to the Department was permitted to go and 
handle the records of private individuals—not the official records 
of the general movements and things of that kind, but the pay 
rolls and muster rolls and such records. 

Mr. LODGE. It is carefully limited so that the Secretary of 
War may make _ ae ana he desires. There is no demand 


that it shall be Se ee ee 

ive a right to the State to have those records examined if it so 
It leaves it a in the control of the Wat 

ment. I have been h this matter and I have had their let- 

ters and their reasons, the only reason is that Colonel Ains- 

worth does not want it. 


. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read again. 
ain read the amendment. 


beg to suggest to my friend from Missouri 


Boe 
: 
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that the legislature of Tennessee has recently appealed to me by 
an act of that legislature to procure certain copies from those 
records. I can not see very well why any State in this Union may 
not be permitted to go to that Department and secure a copy of 
any record that it contains in respect to the rolls there. I shall 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. The question is on the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to offer an amendment on 21, 
line 10, simply to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘‘six.” e sole 
pu of the amendment, I will state, is to enable that clause to 
go into conference so that proper regulations may be made for 
the disbursement of that fund as the committee of conference 
may deem proper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That whole provision has been stricken out 
and a substitute enacted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Very well; I did not observe it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So it will go into conference. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, it will go into conference. 

Mr. SQUIRE. On page 104, line 11, I move to insert after the 
words ‘‘ two thousand,” the words “five hundred;” so as to read: 


For surveyor-general of Washington, $2,500. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I must make the point of order against that 
amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Let me state to the Senator that it is the law. 
I have before me section 2209. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that is the Revised Statutes, but here 
is the law that has re ed it, and it has been repealed for years. 

Mr. SQUIRE. This section of the Revised Statutes provides 
that— 

The surveyor-general of Oregon and of Washington shall each receive a 
salary at the rate of $2,500 a year. 

Besides that, in the Book of Estimates, which I have before me 
also 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. Let me make one more remark and then I will 
stop. I think it is a subject that ought to have a little attention. 
The laws relating to the eee of the Western States 
were passed years ago, when they were little, small communities 
Sng. For instance, the State of Washington, then the 
Territory of Washington, had perhaps 25,000 inhabitants, and so 
on with the other Territories. Now it is a State with nearly 500,- 
000 people, and the amount of business thrust upon that surveyor- 

eneral is enormous. You must have a different order of men, a 
ifferent kind of talent, and it now costs more to run the office and 
do the business of the people of that State. 

The Land Office is not out of money by it. The excess of re- 
ceipts was between two and a half and three million dollars in 
the year 1893 above all expenditures; and the State of Washington 
in particular led all the States of the Union in the sale of land, 
the amount being over $400,000 net, above all expenses, that year, 
and it was more than that the year previous. A man to do this 
work has to be a very able, conscientious, careful business man, 
and a thorough civil engineer. He must be better than an ordi- 
nary man; and we have such a one, thank God, to-day. The Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. BaT2] knows all about him. He knew 
him from boyhood up. He does a great work for that State, and 
I say he deserves this compensation which the law gives him and 
which the estimates submitted by the Department give him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri. "What is the point of order the Sena- 
tor makes? 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the amendment is to be ruled out of order, all 
right; but I state that it is the wish of the people of the State of 
Washington that that officer shall be properly paid. If this law 
is of no account, what is it doing here on the statute books? 
Every year the Book of Estimates gives us the sum of $2,500 for 

is officer, and Congress pays no attention whatever to it. That 
man is doing great work there for the State and for the people of 
this el and he ought to be paid for it. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The point I made is that the statute the 
Senator read is repealed by the act I read to the Senate. I believe 
in this case there has been an estimate of this amount. I am not 
certain whether that would bring it within the rule or not. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Now, this law—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be adopted, if the Senator will just 





stop. Let us the bill. 
Mr.S . Very well, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 


order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 30, line 14, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” I move to strike out “four” and substitute “five,” and in 
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lines 14 and 15 to strike out the words “‘ three dollars and twenty 
cents” and substitute the words “four dollars; ” so as to increase 
the pay of foreman of bindery and binders in the stationery divi- 
sion of the Treasury Department to that amount. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to offer an amendment to line 18, on page 
104. It now appropriates $4.800 for clerks in the office of the 
surveyor-general of Wyoming. If amended as I propose it will 
read ** $8,800,” and the amendment which will necessarily follow, 
**$10,800 in all.” This item is in accordance with the estimate of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and is absolutely 
——— for the transaction of business in the surveyor-general’s 
office. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.CAREY. In the manner in which the other Heuse has sent 
the bill over here it allows only $1,200 for fuel, books, stationery, 
and rent for the surveyor-general’s office, which is not up to the 
estimate and is not sufficient to provide the articles for that office. 
I move, in lines 21 and 22, page 104, to strike ont “$1,200” and in- 
sert “$2,000.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed antl the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. GoRMAN were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be ordered printed with 
the amendments all numbered, ready for conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. w~ 


Mr.COCKRELL. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.8892) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was eed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The general deficiency bill is the 
unfinished business of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 27 minutes 
a. m., Friday, March 1, 1895) the Senate adjourned until Friday, 
March 1, 1895, at 11 o’clock a. m. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 28, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BacBy. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Michael Ryan; 

A bill (H. R.8272) making appropriation for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; 

A bill (1. R. 8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela and 
Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Men- 
ongahela River; 

A bill (H. R. 8337) relative to Rock Creek Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. RB. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Corigan; 

‘A bill (H. BR. 8327) to authorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis River, 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposition to be held under the 
auspices of the Baltimore Centennial Association, and for other 


purposes; and 
A bill (H.R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin. 
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CATHERINE OTT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 6868, entitled “‘An act 
for the relief of Catherine Ott, widow of Joseph Ott.” 

An application by the beneficiary named in this bill under the law of 1890 
was rejected on the ground that her husband died in the service, and there- 
fore had not been honorably discharged as uired by that law. 

It appears that after he served a number of years in a cavalry regi- 
ment, and having been once discharged for reenlistment, he was transferred 
to the Veteran Reserve Corps, and wasin that service at the time of his death. 

In these circumstances the rejection of the beneficiary's claim on the ground 
stated is held, under present ee the Pension Bureau, to have been er- 
roneous; and such claim can now favorably adjudicated upon proof of 
continued widowhood of the applicant and the lack of other means of sup 
port than her daily labor. : 

If such proof is supplied she would be entitled to a pension dating from 
July 14,1890, which would be much more advantageous than the relief afforded 
by the bill herewith returned. ; 

if the beneficiary can justly claim a pension Soting trom her application to 
the Pension Bureau in 1890, the benefits accruin her therefrom should 
not be superseded by this special legislation, which allows relief.only from the 


date of its enactment. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 27, 1895. 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY COLLECTORS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that collectors and 
deputy collectors of customs be authorized to administer oaths in 
certain cases; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (H. R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railway ey the right to build two branch lines and 
to grant the right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, 
all for other purposes, was laid before the House with the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 4 

Mr. BAILEY. I move that the Senate amendments be con- 
curred in. 

The amendments were read, and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. BATLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendments were concurred in was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA RIVER, 


The bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River was laid before the House with the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move that the amendments be concurred in. 

The amendments were read, and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments were concurred in was laid on the table. 


INSIGNIA OF THE RED CROSS, ETC. 


The bill (H. R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of 
= Red Cross was laid before the House with amendments of the 

nate. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments. 

The amendments were read, and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendments were concurred in 
was laid on the table. 


SALE OF MILK IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District 
of Columbia, and for other on was laid before the House 
with the amendments of the Senate and a request for a confer- 


ence. 

Mr. HEARD. I move to nonconcur in the Senate amendments 

and agree to the conference asked. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendments be read. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the following amendments: 

Page 1, section 1, line 7, after “ officer,” insert: 

“Provided, That no applicant for said permit shall be restrained from con- 
ducting business until said application been acted upon by the health 
the District of Columbia or his duly appointed agent.” 
ee 1, on a gu out all after “ officer * down to and including 


an 

“Whenever the milk supply from said dairy or 
infection by Asiatic cholera, anthrax htheria, e: 
smallpox, splenic fever, tuberculosis, oid fever, t 
fever, so as to render its bu to pu 


t shall be restrained from con- 
cting been acted upon by the health 
officer of the District of Columbia or his duly appointed agent.”’ 

Page 2, section 2, line 14, after ** milk,’ t “shall.” 

Page 2, section 2, line i4, after “be,” insert “, with knowledge of its im- 
pu iy.” : 

page 2, section 2, line 17, after “‘Columbia,” insert “, approved by the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia.” 

pom 3, section 2, line 25, strike out all after “ officer * down to and including 
* th,” line 26, and insert: 

“Whenever the milk supply from said dairy farm is exposed to 


farm is exposed to 

, scarlet fever, 
us fever, or yellow 
health.” 


or 
infection by Asiatic cholera, anthrax, diphtheria, erysipelas, scariet fever, 
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smallpox, splenic fever, tuberculosis, typhoid fever, t us fever, or yellow 
fever, so as to render its distribution dangerous to public health.” 

Page 3, section 3, line 1, after “ “insert “ knowingly.” 

Page 3, section 3, line 7, after “ shall,” insert ‘‘ knowingly.” 

Page 3, section 6, line 1, after “ shall,” insert “ knowingly.” 

Page 4, section 6, lines 3 and 4, strike out “ that for the most part are kept 
tied up in stables, or.” 

Page 4, section 7, line 1, after ‘‘ shall,” insert ** knowingly.” 

Page 4, section 8, line 1. after ‘‘ shall,” insert “ knowingly.” 

Page 4, section 10, line 2, after “to,” insert ~snowingly” 

Page 4, section 10, line 4, strike out “‘ ten,” and insert “seven.” 

Page 4, section 10, lines 4and 5, strike out “ has not been examined and found 
free,” and insert “‘is known to be suffering.” 

ee 5, section 12, after line 4, insert: 

“ Sec. 13. That in all cases of sampling in the District_of Columbia, milk 
taken for analysis shall be taken, examined, and analyzed in the presence of 
at least two witnesses, one of whom may be the owner of the milk or his 
agent; and in all cases such fair sampling shall be made according to the Bab- 
cock method, to wit, dumping the milk from one can to another not less than 
twice before sampling.” 

Page 5, change “Sec. 13°’ to “ Sec. 14.” 

Page 5, section 13, lines 9 and 10, strike out “‘or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment.”’ 


Page 6, section, 13 lines 13 and 14, strike out ‘‘or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court.” 

Page 6, section 13, lines 17 and 18, strike out “five years” and insert “six 
months: Provided, That any Ps or persons under this act shall have.the 
povteee, when demanded, of a trial by jury as in other jury cases in the po- 

Page 6, change “Sec. 14” to “Sec. 15.” 

Mr. DINGLEY (before the reading was concluded). I will not 
ask the further reading of these amendments, if they can be printed 
in the RECORD without being read. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr.Speaker, I will say very plainly to the House 
that I would sooner see this bill indefinitely postponed than see 
these amendments of the Senate concurred in. The proposed 
amendments insert throughout the bill the word “‘ knowingly ” or 
the words ‘‘ with knowledge of the impurity of the milk,” etc.; so 
that under the bill thus amended it would be necessary in every 
case where parties are prosecuted for vending impure milk to 
show that they had knowledge of theimpurity. In that shape the 
bill would be > gue? A worthless. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman’s motion proposes noncon- 
currence and a conference. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendments be printed in full in the 
Recorp. That will not delay the conference, of course. 

Mr. HEARD. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendments of the 
Senate will be printed in full inthe Recorp. The Chair hearsno 
objection. The question is now on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HeEarpD] to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. Cooper of Florida, and Mr. HULL. 

WASHINGTON AND MARLBORO ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 

The bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marl- 
boro Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extend its line 
to and within the District of Columbia was laid before the House 
with amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that these amendments be read, my pur- 
pose being to move that they be concurred in. There are but 
two important amendments. The first relates to the character 
of the bridge which this company is to build across the East- 
ern Branch. The amendment requires that this bridge shall 
conform to the requirements of the War Department, and the 
opr end of the road are willing to accept that condition. 

e other amendment proposes, at the suggestion of the District 
Commissioners, a change in the route from Fourteenth street to 
Fifteenth street and extending on Boundary to Seventh street. 
na) these amendments are, I think , largely in the interest of the 
public. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe the gentleman from Missouri rec- 
ommends concurrence in these amendments? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to ex- 
plain the amendments, as from their reading, unless they are read 
in connection with the sections to which they apply, the House 
can not gather their meaning. 

Mr. ARD. I would be very glad to further explain the 
amendments. 

The first amendment is to make one of the provisions of the bill 
conform to the requirements of the War artment with regard 
to the character of the bridge to be built; that is to say, the De- 
partinent requires the construction of a steel or iron truss bri 
of a certain description. Another amendment, also recommended 
by the War Department, is to strike out from the bill the re 
inserted by the House with reference to the obstruction of the 
navigation of the river, and provides that this bridge shall be built 
parallel to the direction of the current, with approved foundations, 
with spans not less than those of the Pennsylvania Avenue bridge, 
and a wide drawspan over the channel. e next amendment is 
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the route of the road from Fourteenth to Fifteenth 
being a wider street, which change is recommended 
by the Commissioners, and ——— by the Senate committee and 


to ch 
street, t 


the Senate, The next amendment relates to the extension of the 
line of the road, making it run northwesterly on Florida avenue 
to Seventh street northwest, intersecting the Georgetown road, 
making practically a belt line from the Eastern Branch to Eight- 
eenth street and Connecticut avenue northwest. 

Mr. McMILLIN. These amendments, I understand, are recom- 
mended either by the Commissioners or the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HEARD. Iso understand, that they are recommended by 
both, and have been approved by the Senate committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to con- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7177) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson; and 

A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of the heirs and devisees of Jon- 
athan Kirkwood, deceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2798) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a 
Government building at Chicago, f1l., paroves February 13, 1895.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Raprconnhetiocs concurring), That there 
be printed 5,500 copies of the report of the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry on cotton, this day submitted; of which 500 shall be for the use of 
the said committee, 200 for the State De ment, 200 for the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, and 1,500 for the Senate, and 3,100 for the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, who also announced that the President had on February 
27, 1895, approved and signed a bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 6323) to amend Articles for the Government of the 
Navy, relative to punishment on conviction by court-martial. 

PROTECTION OF FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 119) to protect public forest reserva- 
tions. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House dis- 
agree to the amendments of the Senate and agree to a conference 
on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate amendments. 

Mr. LOUD. I move the reference of the bill and amendments 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. HER . I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate will be read. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. This matter, Mr. Speaker, came. up in the 
Committee on Public Lands on yesterday—— 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the amendments be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It may be that these amendments would re- 
quire their first consideration in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, as it deals with the public lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia if these amendments require consideration in Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill has already been considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave moved its reference to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it in order to move the reference of this 
matter to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. Not until the Senate amendments have been 


read, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that inasmuch as 
this is a long amendment and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRak}, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, is not 
present, it lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. LOUD. I have made a motion for reference to a com- 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER. But the amendments must be read. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a proposition to strike out the enact- 
ing clause and insert an entirely new bill disposing of the public 
lands and fixing criminal penalties in connection with certain 
violations of the law, and should have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. 
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The SPEAKER. There are motions pending with reference to 
the matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. May I be allowed a brief statement? 
of ‘‘ Regular eg 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from California [Mr. CAmMI- 
NETT1] moves to nonconcur and agree toaconference. ‘The gentle- 
man from California _. LowupD] moves to refer to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order—in order to reach 
this question—that as this disposes of the public lands it must have 
its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill was so considered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But this is an entirely new bill, and has not 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. This is only in the nature of an amendment 
to the House bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iunderstand the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands is at home on account of sickness in his family. 
Now, I am entirely willing to reserve the point of order, but let it 
go over—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the motion to refer 
is not debatable. 

Mr. WELLS. To what committee? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to refer to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have made a motion to concur. 

zo SPEAKER. The vote will be first taken on the motion to 
refer. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As against that motion the point of order, I 
think, would not lie; and T do not wish to press it even if it did. 
I therefore withdraw the point of order I have made. 

oe SPEAKER. The question will be first taken on the motion 
to refer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If I may be permitted one moment, I will say 
that the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands is de- 
tained at home by severe illness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. Thechairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands is in Arkansas in consequence of illness in his family, and 
probably will not return this session. 

, Mr. DOCKERY. Then this matter can go over until next ses- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER. If it is desired to let the bill lie upon the table 
for the present, that can be done 

Mr. LOUD. I insist upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves tc 
refer the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to change my motion, and to make a 
—_— to nonconcur and to agree to the conference asked by the 

nate. 

The SPEAKER. Still the motion to refer takes precedence. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] moves to refer the 
matter to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD COMPANIES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H.R. 5956) to 
grant to railroad companies in the Indian Territory additional 
power to secure right of way, depot grounds, etc., with Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

WILLIAM ALBIN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5005) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of William Albin, 
late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. BRETZ. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The motion was eed to. 

On motion of Mr. BRETZ, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


TONNAGE OF VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2790) to amend 

section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws of 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to 
rovide for deductions from the gross tonnage of vessels of the 
nited States.” 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimo-is consent for the 
immediate consideration of that bill. It is identical with one re- 
ported by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries cf 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House committee has reported an identi- 
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Mr. ROBBINS. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of this Senate bill. The Clerk will 
rt it. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted ete., That section 1 of cha’ 398 of the laws of 1882, approved 


August 5, 1882, entitled ‘An act to e for deductions from the gross ton- 
nage of vessels of the United States.” be amended so as to read: 
* That section 4158 of the Revised iets as of the United States be. amended 


by, inserting before the last parag the following words 
‘ That from peoenre Semen of the United States there 
— ws ——— 


he tonnage of the spaces or compartments occupied by or appro- 
rinhe e the use of on crew of the vessel. Every place appropriated to 
crew of the v shall have a space of not less than 72 cubic feet and not 
less than 12 superficial feet, measured a3 ie eg oe a of that place, for 
each seaman or apprentice lodged therein. cerok ne —. be securely con- 
structed, properly lighted, dramed, and ventila: y protected from 
weather and sea, and as far as pract icable roperl shht or. ons rotected from 
the iveubject the of cargo or bilge water; a4 aailire 


uring t and if h Gene is not 
voyage; any such p 80 
xe Kept f free the master shall forfeit and pay to each seamen or a tice 
pt Sn ah pina Se bu oF 5 conte 0 Gog for coh day during w! 
or stores as aforesaid are kept or stored in the place after complaint 
been made to him by any two or more of the seamen so lodged. o de- 
duction from tonnage as aforesaid ll be e unless there is Samanemenaty 
cut in a beam and over the doorway of every gach ae the number of men 
it is allowed to accommodate with these words, ‘Certified to accommodate 
— seamen.’ 
‘*(b) Any space exclusively for the use of the master certified by the col- 
sete to be reasonable in extent and properly cénstructed, and words 
‘Certified for the mmodation of master’ to be permanently cut in a 


beam and over ee —s of such ae 
oats Any space used vy for the charts, of the helm, the capstan, 


or > tor a and other instru: 
ments of navigation ‘aud ion and ar stores, words ‘Certified for 
steering gear,’ or ‘Certified for boatswain’s * ‘Certified chart 


house,’ as the case may be, to Sed permanently cut in a beam and over the 
doorway of each of ou spaces. 
wm ean The ee cons ak ape the donkey engine and boiler, if connected 


ven (e) inthe cnet ade orenelich wheal acleok 


ils, any space, not exceed- 
ing 2 Ui Gene ae tho qrems omnes. used ex: vely for asta Exe Pro- 


ble in extent oy properly and efficiently seeks orn for oo P o- purpose for —y 
which are intended, and the words ‘ Certified for 
cut on the beam and over the doorway of such space. 

~ ire aan oe apapaliell 


by steam or por ether power 
uction for the space occupied by the propelling ee 


“In ships eaapeoees ty paddle wheels in which the tonnage of the space oc- 
cupied by an peey for the proper working of the boilers and machinery 
is above 20 per cent anc eae cent of the to’ the deduction 
shall be 37 per cent of ti ne geome Sennnans s tation arene by screws in 

of the is 1s per t 
uction shall be 


which the 

the gross tonnage, the 

In the case of wv" ri the contents of the trun =o 
pelts aeaeete the actual space occupied by the 


. But if the actual machinery space is so 
of paddle weaeee Sot aae sae or above, and in 
ee er cent or above of gross tonnage of the ship, 
neyo ge a 
Snead of > ease of ascrew 
wher prefers ers there be deducted 
tonnage of the space or spaces actuall b var eeeiieed to be 
Sek ten the working of the belhees we 
screw steamers, with thes addition in'the case 
paddle wheels of 50 cent, and 
pro ee Se es SS 
“*(h) If there be a break. other permar 
the upper deck available for or Seeten oe Ses eaeanaer enaeaneee 
tion of passengers or crew, the — ascertained and 
added to the gross $ That shall be added to the 
areas teapent ter on which is und 
cover and open to the weather; 
wee ae eee ore 
ers of a ship the tonnage of 
crown of the engine room and above 
matin Se Sa peeeen of 
gross 


p. 
**And the deduction from the gross tonnage having been made, the 
shall be Henmed the aes oF 6 aes Sees of ane venem. 


“*'The or other official certificate of the of 
a vessel of United States, in addition to what is now required by law to 
be expressed therein, shall state y the deductions made from the 


gross tonnage, and shall also state 


net or ow of the vessel. 
“*But the enrollments See of the United 


a or ad outer pla - oboeen, or faci, thee 
Sl we re eal oe rvs oe 
the — bottom, and that Ree side for the purposes of measure- 


Secretary of the Treasury, are authorized to attach to the zeaigten of such 
—> 


vessel an a separately, for use in fi —_ = 
ment of Suey eas ueted from gross ton- 
segs ted Stat of tions and are not permitted by the laws of the 
Di ” 
Sec. 2. That this act shall not be construed to uire the r 
of any ‘American vessel duly measured before April 1, 1895; but a applica- 
tion by the owner of any such vessel collectors customs. eause such 
vessel or the spaces to be deducted to be measured to the Tee provi: 


sions of this act, and if a new peer is not oane ne hoe of such re- 


measurement shall beattached b: ¥, an a yegister or or 
enrollment with a certificate of he collector a of castonas that original 


—- of tonnage is seamed Be to this 

Sac. 3. That the rev: isions of Mhis act requiring i erew 2 ae om 
feet per man shall apply only to vessels the ection 
begun after June 30, I 

Sec. 4. That under the direction of the Secretary of the the Com- 
missioner of Navigation shall make regulations needful to give effect to the 
ag? isions of this act. 

Suc. 5. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of April, 1895. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. pone 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this 
Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill has passed the Senate and has been 
unanimously reported by the committee. It simply increases the 
aeat inane eee in vont to determine rs ~ ton- 
nage. It affects only vessels engaged in the foreign 
trade. The particular object to be attained is to secure the same 
deductions that are accorded to all fo vessels, which is the 
basis for port charges and like charges in foreign ports. It there- 
fore aids se vessels to that ahliea 

Mr. DOCKER & does not impose any additional charge 
upon the Treasury? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
wien pr yee hk Pro the ean providing for the —— 

tion 0: or y, wherever the w oceurs, been adopted 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE} desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GUIRE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by s' out the words “seventy-two” wherever they occur in 
conjunction in the bill and ge in lieu thereof the words “one hundred 
and twenty.” 
tame S. Iyield to the gentleman from California two 

w 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I oi in favor of the of 
this bill and do not desire to obstruct its consideration; but I be- 
lieve that the space provided for in the bill for sleupinggunrtore 1s 
insufficient. I believe it is to be the future polis of , if 
it is not eer the policy of England i —— con conten ge merchant 
marine, to provide 120 feet of space. maritime commission 
has re in favor of it, and a bill i ivcote pending in Parliament 
a the purpose of fixing the cubic air a. * 120 feet. In Cali- 

ornia, as a sanitary measure, we require sleeping apartments 
to contain at least 500 cubic feet of air for each 

I believe that the space ought to be increased to 120 feet, and 
that that increase would promote the health, 
and longevity among seamen of ourmerchant marine. If the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill thinks that the pressure of this amend- 
ment i this time might endanger the passage of the bill I will not 
urge i 

. ROBBINS. Mr. + pees Tam under the impression that 
the amendment by the gentleman from California pos- 
sesses some merit, but in view of the fact that we are so near the 


end of this Congress, and the bill havin, pons o the Senate, I am 
decidedly of the opinion that it will en of he 
bill if the amendment be attached; and therefore 

ask the gentleman not to press the provision provi ren i 


ment of cubic space for members of the crew, Rok ts will ask him 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would not really affect the question. 
This is sim a reduction for the purpose of ascertaining the 
Cemege et oe oes not provide for seamen’s quarters. 


oe representations made by the com- 
mittee, which seem to y reasonable, although I think the 
space to be increased, 1 will withdraw the the amendment. 


The was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingity 
ssuh ete oe ane 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

JOHN A. LYNCH. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 503) for the 
era Ae 

Mr. NORTHWA Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present comsid- 
eration of this bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks for the present 
consideration of this bill, which the Clerk will report, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read at length. : ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speien, Iam constrained to object to 
the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, then, will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. k : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iask consent that it be permitted to lieon 
the Speaker's table for the present. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no objection to that. es 

The SPEAKER. Then, for the present, the bill will lie on the 


Speaker’s table. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were referred as indicated below: ; 

The bill (8. 598) to it Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1074) for the relief of the estate of Emmet Craw- 
ford, deceased, late captain of the Third Regiment, United States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1286) te authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle the mutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary un- 
der the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 984) for the relief of the chapter of Calvary Cathe- 
dral, Sioux Falls, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S.817) for the relief of Jennie M. Hunt—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 2428) for the relief of Henry A. Webb—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1201) for 
the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer 
Tallapoosa. ; ; 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of that: bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks for 
the immediate consideration of this bill, which will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is of so much impor- 
tance that I think it ought to be referred to a committee. 

Mr. BUNN. Will the gentleman permit me to make a state- 
ment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve the right of objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from North 
Carolina will be permitted to make a short statement. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that at the beginning 
of this Congress bills were presented for the payment of losses 
sustained on the Tallapoosa, the Despatch, and the Kearsarge. 
The Committee on Claims, having these bills under consideration, 
invited the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to appear before them. On t e 19th of December, 1894, the 
Officers of the Treasury came before the Committee on Claims, 
and, after a full investigation of these matters, the Committee on 
Claims directed me to prepare this identical bill, which has been 
passed by the Senate. The Senate, having heard of the action of 
the Committee on Claims, sent over for this bill, which had been 
passed by the Senate and sent tothe House. The bill has been fully 
and carefully considered, and I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to print the evidence taken before the Committee on Claims as 
a of my remarks in support of this bill. It goes into the 
matter most fully and most carefully, and gives every detail touch- 
ing the various losses sustained by the naval! officers and men. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print as a part of his remarks the evidence taken before the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Is there objection? 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This bill has been under consideration for 
two years by the Committee on Claims and also by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and it ought to pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The limitation, as I notice in the last proviso, 
goes back to 1884. 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How many vessels are known to be lost that 
would be covered by this provision? 

Mr. BUNN. Only three. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not be safer to provide for these 
specifically in the bill? 

Mr. BUNN. The bill goes back to August 20, 1884. The Tul- 
lapoosa was lost on August 21, 1884, and it was intended to em- 
brace only the cases of vessels lost since that time. These are the 
only three that we are aware of now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not be safer to provide specifically 
for the property lost on those vessels? 
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Mr. BUNN. The troubleis that the law which —_ to losses 
sustained by officers of the Army of the United States does not 
apply to the Navy of the United States, and it was thought but 
fair that the Navy should be put on all fours with the Army. 

Mr. DIN GLEY. How much do these claims amount to? 

Mr. BUNN. I do not know, sir; but this bill cuts down the 
claims wonderfully, because the only losses that the Secretary of 
the Treasury is to be allowed to pay is for such property as the 
naval officers are required to have by the regulations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did the committee examine carefully, to be 
certain that only those three vessels could possibly be covered by 
this act? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. We had thenaval officers before us, and 
also the Treasury Department officials, and we went thoroughly 
into the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Those three vessels are the Tullapoosa, the 
Despatch, and the Kearsarge? 

Mr. BUNN. Those are the three. The committee thought it 
was unfair that every officer who met a loss in this way should be 
forced to come to Congress and ask for specitic relief, and they saw 
no reason why the Navy should not be put in this respect on all 
fours with the Army. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iobject. Several members of the Committee 
on Claims, however, insist that this is a proper bill, and I there- 
fore ask that it lie on the Speaker’s table until to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COMMANDER AUGUSTUS G. KELLOGG. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1905) for the 


relief of Au us G. Kellogg. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. I ask for the present consideration of 
that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President bo, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to Commander Augustus G. Kellogg upon the list of officers 
of Navy who have been retired on account of incapacity resulting from 
1 and faithful service, from wounds or injuries received in the line of duty, 
or sickness and exposure therein, as provided for in section 1588 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to date from the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I ask the gen- 
tleman to make a brief explanation of the bill. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, in 1891 Commander 
Kellogg, who had seen long service ir the Navy, was retired upon 
half furlough pay, he having suddenly become insane. In the 
report of the commission which examined the commander it was 
intimated that his insanity was probably the result of intoxica- 
tion. Since that time Commander Keliogg has been in the in- 
sane hospital in this District, and the fact has been fully devel- 
oped that his insanity wa not due to that cause in any sense 
whatever. He is still insane, and he has a family dependent upon 
him, and this bill simply proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to retire him as under other conditions he would have 
been retired at that time, on half-service pay. That is the sub- 
stance of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this bill in- 
creases the retired list, and I must object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not increase the retired list. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, it increases the compensation, as the 
gentleman from Minnesota admits. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to make a 
brief statement in relation to this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [I understand that the gentleman from Min- 
nesota in charge of the bill is willing to let it lie over until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. HALLof Minnesota. Yes, if Iam compelled to. [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment in regard to this bill. This officer, Commander Keliogg, is 
now in the insane asylum in this District, where he has been 
confined since September, 1891, on account of insanity. At the 
time he was put in the asylum two naval officers, without any 
evidence, but judging from the conditions which his mind pre- 
sented at that time, assumed that his insanity had resulted from 
the use of intoxicants; but now, after he has been three years in 
the asylum, where he has had proper care and has been under the 
surveillance of the officers of the institr tion, the superintendent of 
the asylum, Dr. Godding, one of the ablest authorities on this sub- 
ject in the United States, makes a clear and complete statement 
not only of the present condition of Commander Kellogg but of 
his ition when he came to the hospital, and shows that his 
disease was not the result of the use of intoxicants. He certifies 
that the commander is laboring under a form of insanity which 
is probably incurable, and it appears that, in view of the present 
condition of this officer and the condition in which he has been 
for three years, he is entitled, under the naval law, to be retired 
in a differen: grade from that to which he would have been en- 
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titled if his insanity had been the result of his own dissipation. 
The fact being that it was not the result of his own dissipation, 
but was the result of causes which he could not control, this bill 
simply provides that an act of justice shall be done to this deserv- 
ing officer. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the finding of the board which passed 
upon this officer’s condition remain unrevoked? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can not be changed except by an act of 
Congress. That was simply a retiring board, and it certified to 
the fact as it seemed to be at that time. The board took no testi- 
mony on the subject, but simply assumed a certain conclusion; 
but now, after three years, the superintendent of the asylum states 
that the mental condition of Commander Kellogg is not the result 
of any fault on his part. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman mean to lay down the 
doctrine that insanity resulting from the use of alcohol'can not 
be permanent? 

r. SPRINGER. The superintendent of the asylum certifies 
that this is not a case of insanity resulting from that cause, and 
the proof is that prior to the time when he became insane Com- 
mander Kellogg was not addicted to the immoderate use of intoxi- 
cants, so that his disease resulted from causes which he could not 
control, and this bill simply pro to do an act of justice toa 
man who has rendered distinguished service to his country. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. a 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
bill lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN CLYDE SULLIVAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1665) for the 
relief of John Clyde Sullivan; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

FORT M’PHERSON MILITARY RESERVATION, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1482) to 
oe to settlement and provide for the disposal of the public lands 
of Fort McPherson Military Reservation, in the State of Nebraska, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

FORT HAYES MILITARY RESERVATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2799) 
game to the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Mili- 
y Reservation in said State for the aed ey of enablidling 
western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and of the 
Eansas State Normal Institute thereon and for a public park. 

Mr. HUDSON. This bill has been passed by the Senate and 
has received the favorable consideration of the House committee. 
I ask unanimous consent that it be now taken up and passed. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HUDSON. There isareport from the House committee. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve the right to object until the gentle- 

man from Kansas [Mr. Hupson] makes a brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that when these explana- 
tions are made, followed by objection, the result is simply the 
consumption of time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I object. 

Mr. HUDSON. Iask that the bill lie on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OAKLAND, CAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2754) to 
rovide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
uilding thereon at Oakland, in the State of California. 

Mr. ENGLISH of California. I ask consent for the present con- 

sideration of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object to considering it at this time. Let 
it lie on the table, if the gentleman so desires. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill will re- 
main on the table. : 

MRS. MARY TASSIN, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2664) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Mary Tassin. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask consent that this bill lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

SECOND LIEUT. F. D. ROCKENBACH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 

§.R.140) authorizing Second Lieut. F. D. Rockenbach, of the 
th Cavalry, United States Army, to accept the position of com- 
mandant of cadets at the Virginia itary Academy, Lexington, 


Va. ; 
Mr. TUCKER. I ask consent that this joint resolution be con- 
sidered now. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That Second Licut- 
F.D. Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, be, and he is 
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hereby, rmitted to accept the position of commandant of cadets at the Vir- 
nia itary Academy at Lexington, Va.,and the emolument g 

ereto: Provided, That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, at any 
time when in his opinion the interests of the service require it, order him 
upon duty. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, 
and was accordingly read the third time. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall this joint resolution 


ass? 
: Mr. HEPBURN. Before the House votes on that question, I 
think some reason should be given for the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I think there will be no objection 
to this resolution when its et gm is understood. This young 
military officer has been detailed by the Secretary of War as com- 
mandant of cadets at the Virginia Military Institute. For the 
pu e of serving in this capacity he has been granted two leaves 
of absence, the last of which will expire next Sabbath. Unless 
this resolution be passed that institution will then be left without 
a commandant. The resolution has been introduced at the re- 

uest of the Secretary of War, and meets the approval of the 
cuatrmeta of the Committee on Military Affairs of the House. It 
has also been submitted to gentlemen on the other side, who do 
not object to it. I trust there will be no objection to passing the 
joint resolution, as its failure to pass would cause this institution 
much trouble. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is a departure from the procedure here- 
tofore prevailing. 

Mr. TUCKER. No; there are precedents for this resolution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Heretofore officers of the Army have been 
detailed for the purpose of acting asinstructors in military science 
and art in these schools. But hereis a new departure. It is pro- 
posed to make this officer the commandant of this institution; in 
other words, to put him in the place of the president of the acad- 
emy, in order to save it the salary of a president. If this is to be 
done, the resolution ought to be so amended as to provide that no 
pay or allowances as an officer of the United States shall be given 
to this officer during the time he performs the duties of president 
of this Virginia institution. 

Mr.TUCKER. Let me make thisstatement to my friend: This 
institution hasa superintendent, ata good salary. Under the terms 
of this resolution, which has been drawn with great care, the Sec- 
retary of War may at any time, in his discretion, whenever in his 
opinion the interests of the service require it, order this officer upon 
duty. The object of this resolution is merely to allow this young 
officer to fulfill for the remainder of the term the duties of the 

sition which he now occupies; otherwise he will be taken away 
in the midst of a school session. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thisisabsolutely indefinite astotime. This 
is the location of this officer for life or until yee changes 
the ition to which he is now assigned, and I am utterly op- 
odd te it. It isa new departure, and changes the whole char- 
acter of such assignments. 

Mr. TUCKER. Ihave to say to the gentleman that there are 
precedents which I can show him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The very exception to which the gentleman 
has called attention should operate to prevent the House from act- 
ing favorably upon this. If this officer is not needed in the serv- 
ice, that is an argument for his dismissal under proper conditions 
and without disgrace to himself. If we do not need him, there is 
no ee in paying him. If we do need him, then_he ought not 
to be assigned to a life position of this character. 

Mt TUCKER. I trust my friend will not make objection to 
this. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is a measure that ought not to pass 
the House. 

Mr. TUCKER. It would involve great hardship to the school 
at this time, when the services of this officer are most needed, if 
the House refused to take favorable action. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let an amendment be added so as to fix the 
detail for a year. 

Mr. TU R. But this is a Senate bill, and if an amendment 
is added to it it will never get through. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; I should think there would be no diffi- 
culty about that. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. 8 er, I hope the gentleman will not in- 
sist upon amending it. I ask for a vote. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has unanimous consent been given? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by inserting in the proper 
place the words ‘‘for a period of one year, and without pay or 
allowance.” 

Mr. TUCKER. Ihave no objection generally to such an amend- 
ment, but at this time it means the defeat of the entire proposi- 
tion. 

Mr.HULL. There is noreason for the latter part of the amend- 
ment, because the Government pays all of those detailed, and 
there is no ground for making an exception in this case. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I haveno objection to striking out that 
part of the amendment. ant 

Mr. HULL. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘without pay or allowance,” so as to conform to all 
other details of this character heretofore made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I accept that. 

Mr. TUCKER. I simply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that an 
amendment to the resolution will defeat 1t. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [accept the modification suggested by the 
gentleman from Iowa, and move to amend by inserting the words 
‘for the period of one year.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Virginia,” in line 6, insert ‘‘for the period of one year.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN, 
the House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. F 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was 

On motion of Mr. TUCKER, 
was laid on the table. 


HELMUTH F, SCQECKEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2090) to 
remove the charge of desertion and grant an honorable discharge 
to Helmuth F. Sceckel; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

DUPLICATE COPIES OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bills furnished 
by the Senate in compliance with the resolution appended; which 
were severally referred to the Committee on the Library: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the Houss of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (S. 15) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark 
in the city of Manchester, N. H. ee 

Also, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 266) providing for the erec- 
tion of an equestrian statue of Gen. Francis Marion. 


BRONZE STATUE OF PROF. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 
(S. R. 117) returned by the Senate in ‘pursuance of the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House, in compli- 
ance with its request, the e d joint resolution (8. R. 117) granting per- 
mission for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of 
the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. ©. L. 


The SPEAKER. This is a Senate resolution which was con- 
curred in by the House. It was discovered afterwards that there 
was in the Senate resolution an appropriation of $1,500, although 
the bill called up by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLARKE] 
merely related to the — to erect a statue in the city of Wash- 
ington. Since the gentleman from Alabama found the Senate bill 
was drawn in that way, aresolution was forwarded to the Senate 
asking for the return of the joint resolution, and it is now laid 
before the House for the purpose of disposing of it as it sees 


Pe 3 
r. McMILLIN. The object of recalling the resolution is to 


a motion to reconsider the last vote 


get rid of the appropriation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLARKE] 
will explain the purpose 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
brief statement in the nature of a personal explanation. 

The joint resolution recalled from the Senate was adopted by 
the House upon my application on a request for unanimous con- 
sent. Several weeks ago, at the request of the president of the 
American Surgical Association, I introduced a bill granting to 
that body and to other representatives of the surgeons and physi- 
cians of the country permission to erect a statue to Professor 
Gross in the city of Washington at such place as might be desig- 
nated by the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and making an appropriation of $1,500 for the pedestal. 

It was at once reported favorably and placed upon the Calendar. 
A short time after I was informed that a resolution covering the 
same ground had been passed by the Senate and had been referred 
in the House to the Committee on the Library. It was soon favor- 
ably reported by Mr. Apams, of that committee, and went upon 
the Calendar as Senate resolution No. 117. Calling at the docu- 
ment room for a copy of the Senate resolution, I was furnished 
with one that carried no appropriation, but merely granted per- 
mission for the erection of the statue. I carried that to itr. 
Apams and called his attention to the fact that it provided no 
so ria gr ane saying that he must have been mistaken as to its 
being 0 


e same effect with the bill introduced. We came tothe 
conclusion that he had been in error, and agreed that it would be 
best to try to secure the passage of the resolution without the 
appropriation, as there seemed to be very little chance to obtain 
consideration of my bill. 

I therefore applied to the Speaker for recognition to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the Senate resolution, laying 
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before him the copy which had been furnished me and calling 
attention to the fact that it carried noappropriation. Upon vbtain- 
ing the ition I handed tothe Clerk the copy of the resolution 
which I obtained at the document room, and it was read to 
the House. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
was closely attentive to its reading with the douterel intention of 
objecting if it provided an appropriation. Finding that, as read, 
it contained no such provision, he made no objection to its consid- 
eration, and, no one else doing so, it was passed. I, as well as all 
other members of the House, supposed that the resolution so read 
and passed was just as it had passed the Senate. 

The next day I was much surprised to find the resolution printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as making an appropriation of 
$1,500. Upon investigation I found that the printed copy which 
had been handed me in the document room was of the resolution 
as originally introduced in the Senate; that it had been amended 
there by the addition of the appropriation provision, and had passed 
that body as so amended, and that the Calendar resolution, in pos- 
session of the Clerk, was a correct copy of the Senate resclution as 
a In usual course it was certified to the Senate that the 

ouse had id Senate Resolution No. 117, so that, as a matter 
of record, the House had passed the resolution making the appro- 
priation, while, as a matter of fact, the resolution read to it and 
acted upon by it contained no such provision. 

Ifeltmyself placed in an awkward position by the circumstance, 
and believed it due the House and myself that the resolution should 
be recalled and the House put in possession of all the facts. I 
therefore at once introduced the resolution requesting the return 
of the original resolution, and the whole matter is now again un- 
der the control of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Gross was one of the greatest surgeons, physi- 
cians, and medical authors of this century. 

No monument is needed to perpetuate his fame. His life work 
has built for him one more enduring than brass, as lasting as time. 
But, the great.profession which he adorned desire to testify in a 
fitting manner their pride in his distinguished career and their 
reverence for his memory. 

There can not be found in any hamletof the country a doctor 
who is not the wiser and the better equipped for his seryics to 
humanity through the teachings of Dr. Gross, and who has net a 
warm personal interest in the action of this House upon this 
measure. 

No class of men are better entitled to such recognition, for none 
others render more faithful and valuable public service. 

They devote their lives without adequate compensation to the 
relief of suffering. Easily, by reason of education, training, and 
character, the leaders of their communities, they are the advisers 
and educators of the great body of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, this city is studded with monuments to men who 
have inflicted wounds and death. Why not one to a great leader 
and teacher of those who heal wounds and constantly fight and 
often beat back death? ; 

I ask, sir, unanimous consent for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate resolution. 

: The SPEAKER. This is a rather singular condition of af- 
airs —— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to make a brief statement about this 
bill in justice to myself. I stated to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DaLzELL] that I would not object if an arrange- 
ment had been made with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS) who I believe objected on a former occasion. 

r. CLARKE of Alabama. No, he did not; it was not pre- 
sented. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At all events there was aome sort of an un- 
derstanding about it; and I said I would not object if the matter 
was arranged with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers]. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says it has 
been so arran I want the House to understand that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to correct the action of the 
House. The action reported to the Senate was not the action of 
the House. This is a Senate resolution, and it carries an appro- 
priation for $1,500. The House passed a resolution, supposing it 
was the correctly printed copy, which did not contain the appro- 

riation, so that the House has never agreed to this Senate reso- 
ution, but did practically agree to it with an amendment striking 
out the appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is the gentleman willing—— 

The SPEAKER. What the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLARKE] wishes to do is to get unanimous consent to concur in it 
as it is, with the appropriation. It requires unanimous consent 
to do that. Otherwise the resolution will have to be made to con- 
form to the action of the House, which practically was an amend- 
ment striking out the appropriation. By consent of the Honse it 
Is there ob- 





can be concurred in as it is, with the appropriation. 
jection to the request? 
Mr. BYNUM. Let us have the regular order. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will not in- 
sist upon that. 
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The SPEAKER. Objection is made. That being so, if there 
be no objection, the Chair will give the direction that the resolu- 
tion be considered as agreed to, with an amendment striking out 
the appropriation. That was the action of the House. If there 
be no objection, that action will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. McMILIAN. I ee there will be no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. It will be reported to the Senate as concurred 
in, with an amendment oe out the appropriation. That 
will carry out the real action of the House, and the Clerk will 
enter it in that way in the Journal. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to sub- 
mit a conference report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to a parliamentary 
uiry. Has the Speaker completed laying the morning business 
ore the House? 

i — SPEAKER. He has not, but a conference report is always 

in order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It will only take a few minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Which 
has een the calling up of a contested-election case or this 
conference —— 

The SPEAKER. The conference report is a matter of the very 
highest privilege under the rule. 

Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing v of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5 to the bill (H. R. 8234) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year 
oiler June 30, 1896, aving met, after full and free conference have 
unable to agree. 


JAMES B. McCREARY, 

CHARLES E. HOOKER, 

ROBERT R. HITT 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JO. ©. 8. BLACKBURN, 

CALVIN 8. BRICE, 

EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
an of the two Houses on —— ae —a Bi the - 

. R. 8234) making appropriations for iplomatic and consular service 
r the fiscal year en June 30, 1896, a ae following written state- 


ment: 

On the Senate amendment authorizing the President to contract for the 
entire work of laying a telegraphic cable between the United States and the 
Hawaiian Islands, to be owned and operated by the United States Govern- 
ment, and priating oo as ye of the cost of such cable, the com- 

to agree. 


mittee of erence have una \ 
JAMES B. MoCREARY. 
ROBERT R. HITT. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
in issue between the two Houses on this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- 
ing ® telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands 
and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall be 
made, and asa part of the cost-of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby 
penereaes. said cable to be owned and operated by the United States 

vernment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives on the Senate amendment have been unable 
to agree. The amendment to which I refer is the amendment 
directing the President to contract for the entire work of tem a 
telograph cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Is- 
lands and appropriating $500,000 as a of the cost, the cable to 
be owned and operated by the United States Government. There 
was a full discussion of this amendment a few days ago, and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt} and myself believe that it is 
not necessary to discuss this amendment any farther. I am un- 
alterably opposed to the adoption of the Senate amendment, and 
J move that the House of Representatives insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment and ask for a further conference. 
If my friend from Illinois desires to move to recede, I will yield 
to him for that oe 

Mr. HITT. . Speaker, the only remark I desire to make in 
moving to recede is that this simple motion, if it prevails, will 
put an end to the whole discussion; we pass the bill and secure the 
cable. I hope it will prevail. I move that the House recede from 
its di t to the Senate amendment and agree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 
the House further insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. And on that I demand the yeas 


and na 
The SPEAKER. And the from Illinois moves that 
zeae House recede from its t to the Senate amend- 


ment and agree to the same. The vote will be taken first u the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois. On that motion the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Mc- 


CRrEARY, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Hrrr, will please 
act as tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 153, 
not voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hopkins, I. Pickler, 
Sgaey, Dingl: Hulick.” —" 
psley, ngley, ulick, 
Avery, Dolliver, Hull, Read, 
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Ikirt, Reyburn, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, dobuson, ¥. Dak. Russeil, Conn, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, er. dorde, Ryan, 
Bartlett, English, Cal. Ren, Scranton, 
Belden, Fietcher, Kx! or, Settle, 
Bell, Colo. Funk, Let \ wr, Sherman, 
Blair, Gardner, Linte 2, Simpson, 
on, Geary, Loudenslager, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. ire, Stevens, 
Broderick, Griffin, Wis. Mahon, Stone, C. W. 
Bromwell, Grosvenor, Marsh. Stone, W. A. 
Brosius, Grout, McCall, Storer, 
Bundy, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Campbell, Hager, MeDowe Tawney, 
Cannon, Cal. Haier, Nebr. McKeighan, Th 
Cannon, Il. Harmer, Meiklejohn. U . 
Chickering, Harris, Mercer, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Childs, Hartman, Moon, Wanger, 
Cockrell, Haugen, Morse, Wever, 
Coffeen, Wyo. Heiner, Pa. Newlands, Wheeler, TL 
Cooper, Wis. Henderson, Ill. Northway, Whiting, 
a mg Henderson, Iowa Payne, ‘Woomer, 
Curtis, Kans. Hermann, Pence, Wright. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hitt, Perkins, 
Dalzell, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, 
NAYS—153. 
Alderson, De Forest, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Alexander, Denson, Lawson, Robbins, 
Allen, Dinsmore, Layton, Rusk, 
Arnold, Dockery, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Bailey, Donovan, Little, ——s 
Baldwin, Dunn Lockw Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Dunphy, Lynch, Shell, 
Barwig, Durborow. dox, Snodgrass, 
Beckner, English, N. J. Mallory, ; 
Bell, Tex. Erdman, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Everett, McC , Ky. Stallings, 
Berry, Fithian, McCulloch, Stockdale, 
pace > orman, oe Stent’ Ky. 
land, yan, cEttrick, trai 
Branch, Geissenhainer, McGann, Straus, 
Breckinridge, Goldzier, McKaig, Swanson, 
Bretz, Gorman, McLaurin, Talbert, 8. O. 
Brickner, Grady, MeMillin, Talbott, Md. 
Brown, Gresham, Meredith, Tarsney, 
Bryan, Griffin, Mich. Meyer, Tate, 
a Po. oer Taylor, Ind. 
ynum, all, Minn. ontgomery, Terry, 
Caban Hall, Mo. oore, oe ’ 
& ene, Tucker, Ge. 
Hare, 08es, Turner, 
Caruth, Harrison, . Mutechler, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Harter, Neill. 
Causey, Hayes, O’ Neil, Mass. Tyler, 
Clancy Heard, O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, ‘Warner, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Page, Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter, Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cornish, Izlar, Pearson, Willia: Miss. 
Covert, Jones, Pendleton, Tex. Wilson, W. Va. 
a nee ee W. Va. ye 
ord, ri Pigo verton. 
Culberson, Kyle, Price, 
Davey, ‘ Richards, 
De Armond, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
NOT VOTING—82. 
Abbott, Crain, Joknson, Ohio Robe: La. 
Adams, Ky. Edmunds, Lacey, Robinson, 
Aitke Ellis, Ky. Livingston, Sibley, 
Babe Enloe, Loud, Sickles, 
eS, ae Lucas, Sipe, 
oan. lider, Magner, Smith, 
r, Gear, arshall mers, 
Boute’ Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. ¥. . 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, McAleer, Sweet, 
Soran Hatch, McNeese Van Voorkis, 8. 
rnes, " cNagny, an Voor . 
Hendrix, McRae, . ‘Walker, 
Cobb, Ala. Hi . Milliken, Waugh. 
Cobb, Mo. Hepburn, Murray, WwW 
Coffin, Hi a White 
mes, , ite, 
Cogswell, Holman, igg, Willia: Ii. 
Conn, Hopkins. Pa. Wilson, Ohio 
Coombs, Houk, Rayner, 
Cooper, Fila. Hutcheson, 


Reilly, 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Mich. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous con- 
sent that my colleague, Mr. McNaawy, be excused. He has been 
called away by a death in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following pairs were ann : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Lacry. 

Mr. Cops of Alabama with Mr. CoGswELL. 

Mr. McRag with Mr. Gear. 

Mr. HutTcHEsON with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. Wooparp with Mr. TayLor of Tennessee, 
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For this day: 

Mr. Geary with Mr. Briyvenam. 

Mr. BRoo«SHIRE with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. Rowertson of Louisiana with Mr. RanpaLl. 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. BourTELLE. 

Mr. Ex.oe with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

On this vote: 

PAscHAL ——. Mr. Corrmry of Maryland. 

. CRAIN wit . Quiea. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 115 and the 
nays are 150. The nays have it, and the House refuses to recede 
from its di mt. Without objection, an order will be made 
further insisting upon the disagreement and asking for a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; 
and the Chair will appoint as conferees on the part of the House 
= McCreary of Kentucky, Mr. Hooxzr of Mississippi, and 

r. Hirt. 


BULOGIES UPON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHAW, OF WISCONSIN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re tatives concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in C ess on the Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Wisconsin, be printed as by law. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, the Senate reso- 
lation was concurred in. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted. as follows: 
‘ To Mr. Coss of Alabama, indefinitely, on account of urgent 
tusIness. 
To Mr. Money, for this day, on account of sickness. — - 
To Mr. Lacey, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


JOINT COMMISSION OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY, chairman of the Joint Commission of Con- 
ress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing ti:e Executive 
partments, asked permission in behalf of the commission to file, 
as of date March 3, 1895, within one week after the final adjourn- 
ment of this Congress, a final of the Joint Commission, 
giving a statement of its i , and a general review of 
the be it has accomplished, which report when filed shall be 
prin: 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
DUPLICATES OF BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolu- 
tion; which was adopted: 
Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House a duplicate 
copy of the amendments of the Senate to House bill 3246, entitled “An act for 
ppoin ee Cane mane e 


the a tment of 
the Distriet of Co i for other purposes. 
— That the Clerk furnish the Senate a duplicate engrossed copy of 


Also the following resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Senate be to furnish the House a duplicate of 
Senate bill No. 125%, entitled “A bill to amend an act entitled an act to pro- 
vide for the time and places to hold trial terms of the United States courts 
im the State of Washington. 


AREANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


Fo the House of Representatives: 


Therewith return without House bill No. 8681, entitled “Am act 
authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and 
agente a railway through the Indian Territory, and for ot ee 

contemplated route of this railway, so far as it is disclosed in the bill, 
would run from a point in the southwestern corner of the State of Missouri, 
across the northeastern corner of the Indian Territory, to a point im the 
southeastern met of the State of Kansas. This route necessarily runs through 
the lands of the Cherokee Indians, or through the small reservations of the 
Quapaws, the Peorias, the Ottawas, the Wyandottes, and the Seneeas. 

There is no provision in the bill requiring the consent of the Indians whose 
lanes are to be thus traversed. 


There is no provision requiring the entire line to be located and approved 


be ty = the Interior before the work of building is commenced. 
bill provides for compensation to individual occupants or allettees by 
& process of a: by referees, with the right of appeal to the district 
court held at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas. 

In the case of allotted land or land held in individual oceupancy by the In- 
dians gs care should be exercised in interfering with their holdings. 
Their land is given them for eultivation and with a view of making them 
self-supporting and industrious citizens. their land is invaded and cut up 
by railroads the purpose of allotment is in danger of being defeated. Money 
compensation is of but little use to them, and no amount can compensate for 
= Aisturbance in the — of their landsand their consequent discon- 

an men 

These considerations, it seems to me, emphasize the necessity of the exact 
location of the entire line of the contemplated railroad and such control over 
it by the Secretary of the Interior as enable him to avoid as much as pos- 
sible interference with individual Indian occupants and other difficulties. 

This m and regulation of the line can be done with much more 
safety effectiveness _ceaiioes. the entire line than it can be done in 
sections of 25 miles each, as is provided in the bill. . 

The United States circuit and district courts for the districts of Kansasand 


the district of Arkansas, and such other courts as may be authoriaed by Con- 
gress, are given concurrent jurisdiction of all controversies arising between 
the railwa cman and the nations and tribes of Indians through whose 
territory the railway shall be constructed, or between said company and the 
members of said nations or tribes, without reference to the amount in con- 
troversy; and the civil jurisdiction c* said courts is extended within the lim- 
its of said Indian Territory without distinction as to the citizenship of par- 
ties so far as may be arenes be Cone out the provisions of the act. 

The requirement that an Indian shall be obliged to seek a distant court for 
the adj tion &f his rights in his controversies, great and small, with this 
railway company would result in many cases to a denial of justice. 

Tam convinced of the growing necessity, in this period of change in our re- 
lations with the Indians, of caution and certainty m the grants given to rail- 
roads to pass through indian lands and of the exercise of care in allowing 
interference with their occupation. 


EXEcUTIVE MANSION, February 28, 1895. 
OKLAHOMA CENTRAL RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 5624, entitled ‘“‘An act to 
authorize the Oklahoma Central Railroad to construct and operate a rail- 
wa the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes.”’ 

railroad proposed to be built under authority of this bill commences 
at a point im the Creek Nation called Sapulpa, and runs through the Indian 
Territory to Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma, and thence through the Kiowa and 
Comanche Reservation to a point at or near the Red River, on the west line 
of said reservation. 

Thereisno in this bill iring the consent of the Indians through 
whose lands it is proposed to build the road. 

bay eharacter and situation of these Indians is such as to make this con- 
sen 


important. 

_ The first seetion gives the railroad mune Ge right to build not only its 
line of road, but “such tracks, turn-outs, es, sidings, and extensionsas 
said may deem it.to their interest to construct.” 

rent grant to build a , the route of which is in a 
ed. this company is to be allowed to build such branches 
as it may deem it to its interest to construct, the grant, I am 

ive tham was intended by the Congress. 

It seems to me the entire line of the proposed railroad should be pre- 
cisely located and subjected to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 
before the work of construction is entered upon. This bill provides that it 
shall = approved in sections of 25 miles before construction on such sections 
shall be commenced. 

Our relations to the Indians on reservations and their welfare and quiet 
are better preserved and. when the entire line of road can be set- 
tled upon at one time and all uncertainty and doubt on the subject removed. 

sought by submitting the line to the supervision and determ:na- 
of the Secretary of the Interior can be better and more intelligently ac- 
complished if it is dealt with in its entirety instead of in sections. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Mawston, February 23, 1395. 2 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to cail up 4 
bill amd veto that are on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BROWN. r. Speaker, I desire to call up the contested- 
election case of Williams vs. Settle. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Marri] 
calls up a veto message, which is a matter of the highest privi- 


Mr. BROWN. Is it of higher privilege than a contested-elec- 
tion case? 

The SPEAKER. These matters seem to be of equal dignity, 
one the an has recognized the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

ARTIN}, 

Mr. BROWN. Then I give notice that I shall insist wpon rec- 
ognition after that is disposed of. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 


Se 
general wa: 
and 


sure, ls more 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Marrry] 
has called up a veto message. : 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I desire to ask whether the business which the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Martty] has called up for consideration is of sucha 
character as to ¢ the business of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for which this day was specially assigned? 

The SPEAKER. The matter which the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. Martrs} has called up is a veto message, which is a matter 
of the highest privilege. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN] moves, as the Chair understands, that this bill pags, the 
objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (Hl. B..4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea and repealing an act 
approved March 3, 1871. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, under certificate num- 
bered 125580, the name of Hi R. Riiea, as of Company G, Third North 
Carolina Mounted rs a@ rate proportionate to the degree of disability 
from such gunshot wounds as may be shown to the satisfaction of the said 

retary to have been received at the hands of Confederate soldiers or sym- 
pathizers while said Rhea was attempting to cooperate with the Union forces, 
and provided it be shown by the evidence that he was a member of said or- 


ganiza 
Suc.2 That the act entitled “An act greetings pension to Hiram R. Rhea,” 
approved March 3, I87t, is hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the message of the 
President. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return herewith without approval House bill No. 4658, entitled “An act 
Peotes a pension to Hiram R. Rhea and repealing an act approved March 


The person named in the title of this bill was pensioned under the provi 
sions of a = vate act passed March 3, 1871. In 1892 a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions was presented to Congress exhibiting facts which estab- 
lished in a most satisfactory manner that the claim for pension allowed by said 
special act was a barefaced and impudent fraud, wayne ee by deliberate 
perjury. This letter appears to be the moving cause of the passage of the bill 
now before me. Payment of pension under the fraudulent act has been sus- 
pended since January 28, 1893, and since that time no information has been re- 
ceived from the fraudulent pensioner. 

The circumstances developed called for the re of the law of 1871 placing 
him upon the pension roll. is is accomplished in the second section of the 
bill under consideration, which section I would be glad toapprove. This re- 
peal, however, is accompanied by a provision in the first section of the bill 

pokes the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension roll this 
identical fraudulent pensioner under a certificate numbered peeciaely the 
same as that heretofore issued to him “at a rate proportionate to the degree 
of disability from such gunshot wounds as may be shown to the satisfaction 
of said Secretary to have been received at the hands of Jonfederate soldiers 
+ sym: seen while said Rhea was attempting to cooperate with the Union 

orces,” ete. 

Inasmuch as the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions to which reference 
has been made, and which forms part of the committee's report on this bill 
is the basis of this repealing provision, and inasmuch as this letter furnishes 
evidence that eo pee was, when injured, a very disreputable member 
of a band of armed rebels and was wounded by Union soldiers, I can not un- 
derstand why the same bill, which for this reason perase the pension rolls of 
his name, should in the same breath undo this work and direct his name to be 
rewritten on the rolls. 

If the facts before Congress justify the repeal of the law under which this 
man fraudulently received a pension for nearly twenty-two years they cer- 
tainly Go. ae aety See rovision directing his name ee be ~ oe the rolls 
again with a view er examination o case or for any other purpose. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 28, 1895. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I invoke at your hands 
and by the courtesy of members of the House very careful atten- 
tention for afew minutes. I believe that without expending more 
than ten or fifteen minutes I can honestly convince the House that 
it would be better that this bill should pass, the veto notwith- 
standing, than that the veto should be sustained; that it will be in 
the interest of the people of the United States and of the Treasury 
of the United States, as well as an act of justice to this pensioner, 
that the veto should not be upheld. I cers a subject of this 
kind with a great deal of diffidence; but I feel that I have a duty 
to perform, and that I should be remiss if I failed to discharge it 
to the best of my ability. Let me givea short history of this case. 

In 1870 Hiram R. Rhea petitioned Congress for the passage of 
a private ion bill. at bill, as I understand, was sent to 
the United States Senate. Hon. Daniel D. Pratt, of Indiana, 
was a member of the Pension Committee of the Senate and Sena- 
tor Edmunds, of Vermont, was, I believe, its chairman. That 
committee took up the petition, as they had a right todo. The 
examined into it carefully, and first made an adverse mopar’ whic 
will be found printed as Report No. 122 of the reports of the Forty- 
first Congress. That adverse report, however, was not directed to 
the question of fraud at all, but simply to a supposed insufficiency 
of proof. That report was made by Senator Pratt April 26, 1870; 
onl without reading it I will print it with my remarks. 


That there is a paper on file purporting to be the en of Hiram R. 
Rhea, praying © to ee act granting him the full pension of a 
private, commencing on the 24th day of October, 1864, but the paper has no 
signature, and is not sworn to. 

Accompanying it is the affidavit of Sidney 8S. McLean, who subscribes him- 


North Carolina Mounted In- 
fantry, who swears in substance as follows: 

That in the spring of 1864 he was appointed a recruiting officer to recruit 
and raise a company for said regiment, and on the ist of April, 1864, he en- 
listed in Newbern, N. ©., and swore into the mili service of the United 
States the petitioner; that in a few days afte he and his recruits 
started to Tennessee, and were attacked by a force of the enemy; the re 
tioner was captured and sent to prison at bury; that in Ockcber hea 
made his escape, and on his way to his régiment, ‘ust before he reached 
his command, he was attacked by a force of rebels and y wounded, 
disabling him wholly from labor; that this occurred on the 24th of October; 
that Rhea again fell into the enemy's hands, and remained until the close of 
the war a prisoner, and was never able to report to his regiment until it was 
mustered out of service; that his name was not borne on the rolls of Com- 
yen, G, for the reason that the recruit rolls were captured at the same time 

t Rhea was made ——. 

What is noticeable in this affidavit is that Lieutenant McLean should be 
able to know all these facts in the opeiy of a witness, He does not say he 
was present at either fight, nor that he saw the petitioner in om, nor t 
he saw him make his escape, nor does he say he was present when he received 
the wounds that have permanently disa him. How, then, does he know 
these facts? Su , on cross examination, this witness should say he knew 
none of these except by hearsay, would his evidence possess any legal 
value? Itis evident he could only know them by hearsay, unless was 

© a prisoner at the same time, was taken to the same prison, made his es- 
cape with him, and was present at the second attack, and was aque made 
pemcnee in company with Private Rhea, and sent with him to a rebel prison 
a secon 

A witness who undertakes to state facts in an bale phone of this 
character is entitled to little confidence without means of knowl- 
edge. If he were personally present at the occurrence of these events, it 
was easy tosay so. That he does not say so is evidence he was not present; 
= if not present, then he knows the facts only as somebody else told 


m. 
The remaining evidence is the joint affidavit of Joseph L. Rhea and Wil- 


self as late first lieutenant Company G, 
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liam 8S. Rhea, who testify in language nearly identical with Lieutenant Mc- 
Lean, with this variation at the conclusion: 

“That we know the above from our own personal knowledge, as one of the 
affiants, Joseph 8. Rhea, waited on him and nursed him during the time he 
was at our village.” 

This, fairly interpreted, means that both these affiants knew the facts be- 
cause one of them knew them; and more, that they both knew the facts of 
the enlistment, the fight, the capture, the imprisonment, the escape, the sec- 
ond attack, the wounding, the remanding to prison again, because one of 
them waited on and nursed him. 

The getter up of these papers ioety recognized the force of the rule 
above stated, that a witness in stating facts should state his means of knowl- 
edge. Obedient to that rule he has the last-named witnesses state their means 
of knowledge. It is to be presumed they state all their means of knowing 
the facts to which they depose. And whatis that? Why, that one of them 
nursed the wounded man. Hence both knew the time, place, and circum- 
stances under which the wounding occurred; hence both knew the enlist- 
ment, capture, imprisonment, escape, etc. 

If the petitioner has got a case for relief, he should first state his case him- 
self, and swear to it; next, he should support it by witnesses who do not dis- 
credit themselves. 

The facts stated in the paper purporting to bea petition, if true, entitle the 
petitioner to relief. But none should be ted him on these papers. 

The committee recommend that he be allowed to withdraw 


Subsequently—May 24, 1870, Senator Pratt, of Indiana, made an- 
other report upon the same bill—a favorable report—setting forth 
that the evidence which the committee had before thought should 
be furnished was fully supplied. Upon that report the Senate 
of the United States—without a solitary objection, so far as I can 
find—passed the bill; and it came to the House. It passed the 
House of Representatives, was signed by President Grant, and be- 
came a law March 3, 1871. It granted the applicant a pension at 
the rate of $8a month. This private pension bill will be found 
in volume 16 of United States Statutes at Large, and I will print 
it as part of my remarks: ; 

An act granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed upon the pension rolls, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram R. Rhea, a 
rivate in Company G of the Third Regiment of North Carolina Mounted 
fantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month from the date 
of the pasmege of this act. 
Approved March 3, 1871. ; 


Subsequently, in 1873, when Mr. Bentley, I believe, was Com- 
missioner of Pensions, an application was made by Rhea, and un- 
der that act a pension was granted to him, which he continued to 
draw until the time I shall speak of later. 

It seems that in 1877 a special examiner, a Mr. Ragsdale, made 
an examination of some witnesses in the neighborhood where this 
man lives, in Madison County, N. C.; and in this connection I 
may say that he has lived there all of his life. I understand that 
that was one of those counties in the South where there was a 
considerable Union sentiment prevailing during the war for the 
Union. It was one of those neighborhoods which was divided, 
where there was considerable bitterness of feeling, some of the 
people joining one party and some the other during the war. It 
seems that this Mr. Ragsdale, the special examiner, made an ex- 
amination of some witnesses, and made a report in 1877, I think. 

That report was filed in the Pension Office on the 25th day of 
May, 1877, but the attention of Congress was not called to it until 
in the Fifty-second Congress, nearly or quite fifteen years later. 
Where the a was and where the affidavits were during all of 
that time we have no means of knowing; but suffice it to say that 
this man made an application for an increase and was granted the 
increase in 1890 from $8 a month to $12a month, to date back to 
some time in 1886. He drew his pension at the rate of $8 a month 
from the 3d day of March, 1871, until in 1886, and at the rate of 
$12 a month from 1886 up until 1893, January 28. 

How these things came about I do not know. I do not mean to 
intimate any wrong on the of any officer, but I do mean to 
say plainly and clearly that this is a part of the history of the case. 
It seems that following this, in 1891, in December of that year, 
some ex parte affidavits were taken os fraud on the part of 
the pensioner, and these were sent to the Pension Office. Now, 
section 4720 of the Revised Statutes is in the following words: 

When the rate, commencement, and duration of a on allowed by 
special act are fixed 7, such act, they shall not be subject to be varied by the 

rovisions and limitations of the general pension laws, but when not thus 

xed the rate and continuance of the nsion shall be subject to variation in 
Shessge cf the apociel ooh cad tee Ocauanieotouseel Bopsious Ube pear ant 
Etactor evidence that fraud was SS in obtaining such apenial act, 
suspen aoe thereupon until the propriety of repealing the same can be 
considered by Congress. 

Under this statute, as will be seen, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions is authorized, whenever a private bill seems to have been 
procured by fraud, to suspend payment of the pension under it 
until Congress can be advised and take action upon it. 

These affidavits, ex parte in their nature, were not called to the 
attention of the Secretary of the Interior, so far as I have been 
able to ascertain, until April or May, 1892, when the Commissioner 
of Pensions wrote a letter to Secretary Noble, who transmitted 
that letter to Congress, addressed to the Speaker of the House, 
which letter was by the Speaker referred to the Committee on In- 
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valid Pensions in the Fifty-second Congress. No bill had been 
introduced. That committee, of which I had the honor at that 
time to be chairman, was a careful and conservative committee. 
They took up the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions and at 
one of their meetings considered it ee cog: Kage referred it to a 
member of that committee at that time, Mr. Snow, of Illinois, 
now the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House. He prepared and intro- 
duced a bill, a copy of which is before me, and is identical with 
the one we ask you to pass, except that the one before the House 
has an additional safeguard thrown around it to which I will call 
your attention later on, being the last sentence in the bill. 

That bill was reported back by Mr. Snow, on behalf of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to the House, but it was too late 
to secure action upon it. Our report was made on the 12th day of 
January, 1893, I think, and that Con expired on the 4th day 
of March of the same year. But until that time, after we had ex- 
amined the matter as carefully as we could, the pension had not 
been touched. It was not suspended under this section of the law 
to which I have called your attention—section 4720—until my 
clerk, at my request, wrote to General Bussey, and by him the 
letter was transmitted to the Commissioner of Pensions, calling 
attention to the facts that under the law, although the attention 
of Congress was called to it as being fraudulent, the pension had 
never been suspended. Upon that letter, suggested by the com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be chairman, on the 28th day 
of January, 1893, Commissioner Raum rightfully suspended the 
payment of the pension, and there it stands to-day, $12 a month 
accruing month by month from the 28th day of January, 1893, 
until now, and until Congress shall to-day or with the action of 
the Senate, whatever it may be hereafter, if it shall take action 
at all, determine whether this party shall draw the pension or 
not. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the gentleman will allow me a question 
just there, as this pensioner livesin my district. I understood the 
gentleman to say that the private act was passed in 1871, giving a 
pension of $8 a month. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

an And in 1890 this was increased to $12 a 
month? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is correct. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now, to secure the increase, would it not 
be necessary to have his name on the roll? The Bureau could not 
increase it when he has been pensioned by special act. He was 
put on the rolls in 1876, I think. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state that I made thatinquiry 
myself at the Department this morning, and while there is one 
provision of law to which my attention was called which says 
that when a private act fixes the amount it shall not be increased 
by the Pension Office, yet my attention was called to another act 
in 1874 which does authorize, as this official of the Bureau said, the 
increase ,and it was under that that the office made the increase. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does not the report state that this man was 
placed on the roll in 1876? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No; in 1871. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I mean on the roll. That was when the 
bill was passed giving him a pension. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He made his application and was 
placed on the roll in 1873, I think. 

Now, another matter in connection with this: After the pas- 

of the act of June 27, 1890, while these papers were supposed 
to be still in the Pension Office, this man made an application for 
an increase under the act of June 27, 1890. He was refused, but 
solely upon the ground that he was already drawing $12 a month, 
and therefore no increase could be granted under the act of June 
27, 1890. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask leave to have printed in the Rrc- 
ORD a copy of the report made by — in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, without stopping to read it. e report is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the case of Hiram R. 
Rhezs, which was submitted to them by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
submit the following report: 

Hiram R. Rhea was pensioned by act of Congress, approved March 
8, 1871, on account of gunshot wound of right hip, thigh, and face, on repre- 
sentations made to Congress that he had been thus wounded by Confederate 
soldiers while he was cooperating with the Union forces. It has since been 
shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions that these repre- 
sentations were false, and he therefore, as required by section 4720, Revised 
Section, bas Cmeeetioe ote nape, rv oy We Congres te aoe 
grauted. The statement of the Commissioner in full is as follows: of 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1892. 

Srr: Inclosed herewith I have the honor to submit the papers in the case, 
Certificate No. 123580, of Hiram R. Rhea, asprivate Company G, Third North 
Carolina Mounted Volunteer Infantry, for your consideration of the advis- 
ability of peeteting the case to the Congress of the United States, for such 
action as they may desire looking to the repealing of an act approved h 
3, 1871, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior “to place upon the pension 
rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the ae laws, the name 
of Hiram R. Rhea, a private in Company G of the rd Regiment North 


Carolina Mounted Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month from the date of the passage of this act.” 
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This case was originally presented by petition to Co 38 for relief, and 
the act referred to was in direc t response to said petition. That petition was 
supported by the evidence of Sidney S. McLane, late first lieutenant Com- 
Rey G, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, J. L. Rhea, and William 8. 

¥ The basis of his petition was that while serving with the said organiza- 

tion he received a severe gunshot wound at the hands of rebel bushwhackers; 

= this gunshot wound of right hip, thigh, and face is the basis of this pen- 
on. 

Accompanying the papers will be found a letter from Silas G. Clark, of Peek. 
N. C., denouncing the aim as fraudulent and alleging that Rhea was a rebel 
soldier, never served a day in the service of the United States, and was 
wounded by Federal soldiers at his own house. He refers to the names of 
various witnesses, all Federal soldiers, who will substantiate his statement. 
You will also find herewith a letter of J. T. Norton, dated December 12, 1891, 
asking that the name of the pensioner be dropped from the roll upon the 
same ground set forth in the preceding letter, and inclosing the affidavits of 
George W. Gentry, Charles Gunter, Morris Gosnell, William Norton, and 
E. G. Sams, in which they allege that the pensioner was a member of # band 
of armed rebels, was not in the service of the United States, and was wounded 
by Union soldiers. 

The evidence of these witnesses is pointed and precise, and bears upon it 
the appearance of truth. Moreover, it is su —— by the report of Special 
Agent G. H. dale, made in May, 1877, and the evidence accompanying said 
report, from which it appears that pensioner was a notorious rebel bush- 
wacker. Although he was pensioned by special act in 1871, his name was not 
on the roster of the Third North Carolina Cavalry; and in January, 1876, upon 
his petition that his name be placed upon the roster rolls of Company G, Third 
North Carolina Mounted Infantry, a bill was introduced to place his name 
upon the roster rolls of said company, to date April 1, 1864. This date was 
selected because Sidney 8. McLane, late first lieutenant Company G, Third 
North Carolina Moun Infantry swore that he recruited him at that time, 
and that he was captured and escaped in October, 1864, and in attempting to 
escape received the wounds for which he was pensioned. 

Special Agent Ragsdale’s report goes to show that pensioner and his wit- 
nesses, all interested, are disreputable and unreliable, and intimates that 
McLane’s testimony was bought. The men who now testify swear that it 
was Union soldiers who shot him, and that he was, when shot, with a com- 
mand of Keith’s detail, under charge of Tyler Reigh, a noted rebel. 

Special attention is called to the testimony attached to report of Special 
Agent Ragsdale, of John Blankinship, Thomas Loyd, G. D. Coats, H. B. Ray 

. 8. Ray, J. W. Gillespie, and H. L. Gillispie, James Riddle, and Ezekiel 
Sams, the last named being the man who fired the shot which inflicted the 
wounds upon the pensioner. Mr. Ragsdale in his report says that William 8. 
Ray (one of the supporting witnesses to the petition for a special act) has 
made an affidavit before him which will show that the one he made in support 
of his claim is false. Further, he states that the pensioner was a notorious 
rebei bushwhacker, a common robber, and a terror to all the poopie of his 
county who loved their Government; that he was in the rebel service, and 
belonged to Allen Beard’s company in the Sixty-fourth North Carolina rebel 
Regiment, being also a member of Allen's Legion of Cavalry. He did no reg- 
ular service, because he would not stay with any command except raiders 

It is further reported that he had a hand in the murder of one Roderick 
Norton, and that Ezekiel Sams, the brother-in-law of the latter, with a party, 
ran upon this pensioner one morning just after his return from the rebel 
army, when the said Sams inflicted the wound upon him for which he is now 
pensioned. 

The papers are submitted to you so that, if in your judgment it be proper 
to submit them to the attention of Congress, you may doso. It will be per- 
ceived that none of the evidence herein referred to, nor indeed apparcutly 
any at all except that of the pensioner and Sidney 8S. McLane and J. L. and 
William 8S. Ray, was in the possession of the Congress at the time when the 
relief afforded by said act was obtained. 

Very respectfully, 
Hon. JoHn W. NoBLge, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

In view of the facts herein set forth your committee are of opinion that the 
Secretary of the Interior should be empowered to determine whether or not 
the allegations of the pensioner are true, and if they be not true, to drop his 
name from the pension roll. 

A bill to repeal the special act by which pension was allowed to this man 
was reported by this committee in the Fifty-second Congress, and although 
payment of pension was, on January 28, 1803, suspended pending the action 
of Congress, it does not appear that the pensioner has ever written to know 
why his pension was suspended or to allege that injustice was done him. No 
action was had by the House on the bill reported in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, and pension still remains suspended pending Congressional action. 

This isa matter which the Pension Bureau is especially capable of determin- 
ing, as this committee a is not, and to this end your committee herewith 
report the accompanying bili, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Not having obtained action upon the bill reported by Colonel 
Snow in the Fifty-second Congress, I reintroduced that bill myself 
on the 12th day of last December. Ithas been fully considered by our 
committee and was reported by it to this House and explained in 
Committee of the Whole, probably not at great length; but the 
Committee of the Whole understood what they were doing. 

Mr. WALKER. It was favorably reported? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. And they passed the act just 
in the shape itis nowin. It went to the Senate of the United 
States and passed that body. 

Now, I have no criticism to make upon the President of the 
United States. I have no unkind things to say of any word that 
he has used in his message. Thatisnotmyfunction. Iamsimply 
here to present to you the situation as it seems tome. The thing 
that moved the Committee on Invalid Pensions to make this favor- 
able report in the Fifty-second Congress, and again in the Fifty- 
third Congress, was simply the wish to put in one section that 
would wipe out the old law, the act of March 3, 1871, which we 
seek to do by the second section of this bill; and to put in another 
one, in justice to this man, if he were not being treated fairly, to 
enable him, if he could prove that he was a Union man, if he 
could prove that he was wounded by Confederates or by Confed- 
erate sympathizers, and if he could prove that he was a member 
of this North Carolina Union regiment, that then he might be 
put upon the roll according to the disability that he had incurred 
at the hands of the Confederates, and nothijg more. Is not that 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
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ae It may be that we are a little too severe upon the man. 
e of this bill will take away every cent of this pension 
that accrued during the past two years that it has been lodged 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. And if it isnot passed he will draw it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. In addition to that, it will not place 
him on the roll unless he can make proof that will satisfy the Sec- 
a the Interior, and that ought to be satisfactory to every 
member of this House, that he rendered service under such cir- 
cumstances as would entitle him to be granted a pension. — 

Mr. § er and gentlemen, just one word further. You will 
reco’ that when we have ar tne bills here to put civil- 
ians or militiamen not in the United States service upon the pen- 
sion roll for wounds incurred in battle the later action of Con- 

ss has been, not to say that the man shall have $6, $8, $20, or 
$50 a month but to put in the bill that he shall be placed upon 
the ion roll for an amount commensurate with the wounds 
that he received at the hards of the enemy. This does that, it 
seems tome,and nothing more. It is justsimply an attempt upon 
our part to fairly treat this man, who has been granted a pension, 
who has been drawing it for these long years, and on the other 
hand to see that the Government of the United States is not robbed 
of another penny if, in point of fact, that pension be fraudulent. 
If you vote down the bill, if you sustain the veto, you in effect 
lace this man back upon the ion roll, whether his pension 
been fraudulent or honest. You placehim back upon the pen- 
sion roll to draw $12 a month from the 28th Way of January, 1893. 

Mr. GROUT. You mean it will leave him there. He is there 
now, is he not? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, it will leave him there to 
draw $12 a month from the 28th day of January, 1893, until an- 
other shall have convened and their attention has been 
called to matter and they shall take action to the contrary. 

Mr. EVERETT. When was this report of the special exam- 
iner made? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. In 1877. 

Mr. EVERETT. How was it that it escaped notice for fifteen 
years? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not know. 

Mr. WEVER. By whom were the ex parte affidavits made? 

Mr. MARTIN of iana. By people sending them in. 

Mr. WEVER. By the Government? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No; just voluntarily. 

Mr. DALZELL. What was the fraud charged? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Thefraud charged isthis: He claims 
that he was a member of a Union organization in North Carolina, 
that he was a Union man, and that when he came home upon one 
occasion, having escaped from a Confederate prison, he was at- 
tacked Confederates or Confederate sympathizers; and there 
is no doubt, from the proof, that he was wounded in three places— 
in the hip, in the jaw, and in some other place. The charge on 
the other hand is that he was really a Confederate, and that, while 
he did not stay with any Confederate organization, he was a Con- 
federate bushwhacker. 

Now, Mr. 8 and gentlemen, just one other suggestion. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions can not go into all these mat- 
ters and investigate them. 

Congress appropriates by hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
inve cases of this kind. 

Mr.GROUT. Probably you had the same evidence that the 
President has had. You the papers of the Office before you? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, a 

Mr. GROUT. Did he have an evidence than you had? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not know. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Did this man make any 
answer to the charges? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not that I know of. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. Did he have any opportu- 


nity to do it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I cannot say astothat. My exami- 
nation this morning was necessarily very hurried. 

Mr. GROUT. as it a clear case in your mind, or was it one 


in which there was a great deal of doubt? 
an MARTIN of Indiana. Itis one in which there is very much 
abt. 

Mr. MARSH. This bill provides that before he shall be pen- 
oo he shall make proof satisfactory to the Secretary of the 

or. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I want to say very frankly, so far 
as I know the case from the evidence, and I have examined the 
case, if I were Commissioner of Pensions to-day and this bill were 
to pass and come to me for my adjudication I do not believe that 
upor the proof that is there now I would place him back upon the 
ee enna he rebutted the evidence against him, if he .can 
rebut i 

Mr. COX. What evidence do you want rebutted? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido not want anything rebutted. 


I do not care about that. But I say he would have to rebut the 
evidence that is there filed—these voluntary affidavits. Itis for him 
to Go it before he can go back wpon the roll. He must make the 
proof that any honest man ought to make under the law before he 
can get on the roll. 

Mr. GROUT. And all you contend for is the opportunity 
should be given him to make the proof? 

Mr. COX. What was the substance of the affidavits? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That he was a ‘‘ bushwhacker,” a 
‘“‘common robber,” a ‘‘terror” to all the people. [Cries of 
** Vote!” 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to speak on the other side of this 
question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. How much time do you desire? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to speak in my own right, but I 
shall not occupy much time. 

Ray MARTIN of Indiana. I reserve the remainder of my time, 
then. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to differ entirely 
with the gentleman from Indiana as to the effect of the passage of 
this bill or the necessity for the e of it at this time. What 
is it? It is another attempt by thi ouse to administer the du- 
tiesof an Executive Department. I insist that unless this bill pass 
this person mentioned therein will not remain upon the pension 
rolls and receive $12 a month. Let us take up the case exactly as 
itis and examine it for a few moments. It is clearly shown by 
the evidence and by the Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Raum, 
that this man in 1871 obtain oa eee ee sion 
bill by fraud and perjury. Now, the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives were not to blame for passing favorably upon the testi- 
mony as it was presented, because they had no means of knowing 
whether the testimony was true and free from fraud or not. 
After he was put on the pension roll by this private bill complaint 
was sent to the Commissioner of Pensions, denouncing the claim. 
as fraudulent and alleging that Rhea was a rebel soldier, never 
served a day for the United States, and was wounded by a Federal 
soldier at his own house. That complaint states that this man 
=~ never in the Union Army, and the investigation shows that to 

true. 

Even this bill has the weakness to show that, for it says that if 
it shall be proved that he belonged to the organization of which 
he elaims to.have belonged he shall be put upon the pension roll. 
Well, there is the first defect in the case. Then the testimony 
shows that he was not shot by a Confederate, but was shot by a 
Union man; and shot, too, because this Union man believed him 
to be a desperate man, and knew that he had committed murder. 
That is the case. Here is the report. This was not a trivial in- 
vestigation. This is not a matter of ex parte affidavits. He has 
had the opportunity of proving his case. This suspension has en- 
abled him to prove his case; and yet, since this suspension he has 
never been heard from by the Pension Bureau. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. VAN VooruIs] asks whether he knew or had 
an opportunity to make his proof. As soon as he was notified that 
his pension was suspended because it was fraudulent he had an 
opportunity to produce this testimony. Now, let us see what is 
stated in this letter of Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Pen- 
sions: 

The evidence of these witnesses is pointed and cise, and bears w it 
the appearance of truth. Moreover, it is supported by the report of Special 
Agent G. H. , made in May, 1877, and the evidence ara said 


report, from which it appears that pensioner was a notorious rebel 
whacker. 


He did not really belong to either side of the great forces. 


romp y he was pensioned by special act in 1871, his name was not on the 
roster of the Third North Carolina Cavalry; and in January, 1876, upon his peti- 
tion that his name be placed =< the roster rolls of Company G, Third North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry, a bill was introduced to place his name upon the 
roster rolls of said company, to date April 1, 1864. 

Andit a Why did it never pass? Because thecom- 
mittee to which it went could not find proof to sustain the claim 
of this man that he ought to go upon that roll. 

The report further says: 

This date was selected because Sidney S. McLane, late first lieutenant Com- 
yong DS Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, swore that he recruited him 
at that time, and that he was captured and escaped in October, 1864, and in 
attempting to escape received the wounds for which he was pensioned. 

This man McLane is a man who made one of the fraudulent 
affidavits u which this claimant obtained his original pension. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What injury would be done by the 

of this bill? s 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itwould put this manon the pension roll. 
It is a bill to grant him a pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. He is on the pension roll. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You say he is on the pension roll. Then 
Sree He is on the roll, but is suspended. 

rt. PICKLER. This will give him an opportunity to prove 
whatever he can prove. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Hehashadsuchopportunity. Hehasthat 

opportunity now. 
tr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I understand that the passage of 
this bill is simply to remedy a wrong. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, let us see whether it is necessary to 
remedy that wrong, whether the case has not been ew in- 
vestigated already, and whether any wrong has really been don 
to this man. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Well—— ie 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I prefer to go on now with this investiga- 
tion made by a special agent of the Pension Bureau under Com- 
missioner Raum, or before his administration. This report says 


Special Agent Ra le’s report to show that pensioner and his wit- 
nesses, all interested, are disreputable and unreliable, and intimates that Me- 
Lane's testimony was bought. The men who now testify swear that it was 
Union soldiers who shot him, and that he was, when shot, with a command 
of Keith's detail, under charge of Tyler Reigh, a noted rebel. 

Special attention is called to the y attached to report of Special 
Agent Ragsdale. 

The President undoubtedly gave careful attention to that re- 
port; and here let me say that it is one of the characteristics of 
the President of the United States never to sign a veto in a case 
of this kind unless he has examined fully, thoroughly, and com- 
pletely all the papers in the case. He is extremely careful in his 
examinations both of the law and the facts. His veto message 
shows that he fully understood this case. 

Mr. HULL. Willthe gentleman allow meto ask him a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ait until I finish as tothis report. Here 
are the names of the witnesses: 

John Biankinship, Thomas Loyd, G. D. Coats, H. B. Ray, W. S. Ray, J. W. 
Gillespie, and H. L. Gillespie, James Riddle, and Ezekiel Sams, the last name 
being the man who fired the shot which inflicted the wounds upon the pen- 
sioner. Mr. im his report says that William 8S. Ray (one of the sup- 

ting witnesses to the petition for as act) has made an affidavit be- 
ore him which will show that the one he made in support of his claim is 
false. Further, he states that the pensioner was a notorious rebel bush- 
whacker, a common robber, and a terror to all le of his county who 
loved their Government; that he was in the rebel service, and belonged to 
Allen Beard’s ae in the Sixty-fourth North Carolina rebel regiment, 
being also a member of Allen’s Legionof Cavalry. He did no regular service, 
because he would not stay with any command except raiders. 

It is further reported that he had a hand in the murder of one Roderick 
Norton, and that Ezekiel Sams, the brother-in-law of the latter, with a party, 
ran upon this pensioner one morning just after his return from the rebel 
army, pe the said Sams inflicted the wound upon him for which he is now 
pensioned. 

Why should this House turn aside from its important business 
to discuss the passing of a bill in favor of such a man over the 
veto of the President? 

A special pension act is a favor in all cases. Does this person 
deserve such a high favor? For what injury is he to become the 
special care of the nation? A man shot him because he had mur- 
dered his brother-in-law, and for that wound he is to be pensioned! 

Mr. STALLINGS. To what Federal command did he belong? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He claims to have belonged to a Federal 
command, the Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You are not objecting to giving him a pen- 
sion because he was a Confederate, I suppose? [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, if you are going to pension them 
all, that is one thing; but if you are going to pension one of them 
on the pretense that he received his wounds while serving as a 
Union soldier, that is another thing. 

Mr. HULL. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. I sup- 
pose there is no controversy anywhere but that this man is a 
fraud? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. None whatever. 

Mr. HULL. Now, what is the effect of defeating this bill? 
Does it not throw him back on the pension roll? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all; because he is suspended, and 
can not be paid any portion of the suspended pension or any other 
pension until he satisfies the Commissioner that the suspension 
was wrongfully made. 

Mr. HULL. He was granted a pension by an act of Congress. 
Now, if Congress adjourns without taking any action on his case 
has the Commissioner the right to continue to suspend this man? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ithimkso. I haveno doubt of it. This 
suspension does not come under the recent law with regard to 
suspensions. It was made before that law was passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I believe it is shown from the 
testimony, and admitted, that this man fought on both sides. 
Now, one side or the other was clearly right; so it seems to me 
that in any case he ought to have a pension. [Laughter. } 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I am not going into any metaphys- 
ical discussions just now. ‘ 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The gentleman from Ohio answered 
me a while ago by saying that the passage of this bill would o- 
this man a pension. I have the bill now before me and I wish to 
read two or three lines from it. This man is to be pensioned “‘ at 
a rate ren to the degree of disability from such gunshot 

as may be shown to the satisfaction of the said Secretary 


to have been received at the hands of Confederate soldiers or 
sympathizers while said Rhea was attempting to cooperate with 
the Union forces, and provided it be shown by the evidence that 
he was a member of said organization.” Now, what harm can 
come from the passage of this bill if he is required to show facts 
which the fee from Ohio says he can not show? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The greatest harm that I can think of at 
this moment as resulting from the passage of this bill over the 
veto would be the disgrace for the American Congress to make a 
law in favor of a man having such a record as this man has. 

Mr. JONES. I have heard it stated that this man has been dead 
for three years. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; it is simply stated that he has not 
been heard from at the Pension Bureau; he has offered no testi- 
mony; he has put in noappearance. His sense of guilt is so strong 
that he does not attempt to make any case for himself. There- 
fore I think the Congress of the United States ought not to at- 
tempt to make any case for him. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let me say that I have heard from him re- 
cently. About a month ago I received a communication from 
some one down there, who is an attorney, inquiring in regard to 
this case. I presume herepresentsthisman. Isent this attorney 
these reports and all the other papers in the case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. CRAWFORD] now «tates is worthy of consideration by 
Congress. Hereisamemberin whose district, as I understand, the 
pensioner lives, who has heard from him or his attorney within 
three weeks—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. About a month ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why did he not put in a denial of the 
charges? All these papers were sent by the gentleman from 
North Carolina to this man’s attorney. That attorney if he 
chouses can undertake to make proof: First, that this man be- 
longed to the Union organization he claims to have belonged to; 
second, that he was wounded in the line of duty. That can be 
done. without the passage of this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. What reply has the gentleman from North 
Carolina had from the attorney? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have never heard from him since. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that a bill passed some time ago to 
place on the pension roll the man whose case is now under discus- 
sion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. Anditwas afterwards ascertained that he fraudu- 
lently made the proof by which he was placed on the roli? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the fact. He bought one of the 
witnesses; and the other two were his brothers—all disreputable 
men, unworthy of belief. 

Mr. KYLE. And this bill seeks to repeal that law? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No,sir; this bill goes further than asimple 
repeal of the law. It proposes to put him back on the pension 
roll. 

Mr. KYLE. Suppose this bill should pass now, what will be the 
attitude of this pensioner? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Just about the attitude that he has now. 
Therefore I object to the Congress of the United States giving 
such an indorsement to a case of this kind as to pass it over the 
veto of the President or in any other way. 

Mr. KYLE. If this bill should pass, what would be the result? 
That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman can judge of that matter 
for himself perhaps as well as I can. 

Mr. PICKLER. He will have to make his whole proof. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill provides— 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, under certificate No. 123580, the name of 
Hiram R. Rhea, as of Company G, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 


Mr. KYLE. This man is already on the pension roll, is he not? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He has been on the pension roll, but his 
pension is now suspended—suspended for cause. The bill con- 
tinues— 
at a rate proportionate to the degree of disability from such gunshot wounds 
as may be shown to the satisfaction of the said Secretary to have been re- 
ceived at the hands of Confederate soldiers or sympathizers while said Rhea 
was attempting to cooperate with the Union forces, and provided it be shown 
by the evi ce that he was a member of said organization. 

Mr. KYLE. What is the purpose of the bill which gentlemen 
are trying to pass? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The object appears to be to give hima 
more respectable standing than he has now. That isthe only pur- 
pose I can see. 

A Memser. The title of the bill reads, “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Hiram R. Rhea.” 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Will not this man go back upon the 
rolls unless we take some action? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; he can not go back upon the rolls. 








ee 
ver yger tit stb : 


= 


i CO Ft Ac eee REY 


oe — 
“ rane 


oS Oe 2 SO 


or 


— 


ae renee 


ere 
cotan aR ps cpthetietmtey 
ee eLaee ae 


ia 


' 


ledvgtienard 
citer 3 





il 
i 


2944 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Read that law. [Handing a vol- 
ume to Mr. OUTHWAITE. } 

Mr. HULL. Read section 47. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the veto be sustained the pensioner, I 
understand, will have opportunity to make good his proof. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order and members 
will resume their seats. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not desire to say anything more. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask the gentleman to 
give me a minute. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield the gentleman three minutes. 

Mz. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I do not want that much 
time. I simply wish to express my surprise that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, with its distinguished chairman—a commit- 
tee having before it so many meritorious cases—should waste time 
and effort upon such cases as this. That is all I care to say. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the House, and especially of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE], to the fact that the suspension under the stat- 
ute now in force can last only until Congress acts on this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is there anything to prevent another sus- 
pension immediately? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not know whether the order of 
suspension can be renewed or not. 

ow, here is a provision of the statute which says: 

The Commissioner of Pensions shall, upon satisfactory evidence that fraud 
was perpetrated in obtaining such special act, sispend payment thereupon 
until the propriety of repealing the same can be considered by Congress. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why did not the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions consider the proprie: 7 of repealing this special act—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. We did consider it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And without attempting to put this man 
again upon the roll? 

Mr. PICKLER. We do not attempt to put him on the roll. 
He is on the roll, but suspended, and will begin to draw pension 
after Congress has taken action on this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House to be placed in a 
false attitude by the gentleman from Ohio. I belong to that class 
of lawyers, without claiming special ability, who believe that 
while we are on the Treasury of the United States it is 
not a wrong thing for the Congress of the United States to say, 
‘Tf you can make your proof, like an honest man, satisfactory to 
the Department, which has the right to pass upon that proof, you 
shall have all of the rights to which you are entitled under the 
ae: ae of which is, if your claim is satisfactory, to go back upon 

e roll.” 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Well, he can not make 
that kind of proof. 

Mr. PICKLER. It will not hurt to give him the opportunity to 
try it, anyhow. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, here is the question: If this 
veto is sustained—and I have no pride of opinion about the mat- 
ter—that pensioner goes back, is put on the roll to draw his pen- 
sion, with the suspended pension, at the rate of $12 a month, dat- 
ing back to the 28th day of January, 1893. 

r. OUTHWAITE. The payment can be immediately sus- 
pended by the office. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Will my colleague from Indiana please explain 
how that can be? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why, under the law which I have 
read the Commissioner of Pensions has the right to suspend only 
until Congress acts. Now, under that suspension the whole matter 
is transmitted to Congress. This man drew his pension on the 
4th day of November, 1892; then the suspension was made, and 
subsequently the matter was transmitted to this Con . That 
being the case, this party has no right to go before the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to make any proof in any shape whatever 
while the matter is pending here. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it not a fact that if Congress fails to act this 
pensioner does not draw anything? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He is not drawing anything now, and has 
not drawn anything since he was suspended. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the moment Congress acts upon this mat- 


ter that ———— ceases. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then there will be another s msion; 
thatis all. But Ido not grant that your construction of the law 
is correct. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. 8 er, I do not wish to 
consume the time of the House, and will in a moment ask the 
previous question—— 

Mr. HEARD. Before the gentleman from Indiana does that I 
want to appeal to him, as chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to have the section of the law read upon which he bases 
a statement that if the bill fails this man necessarily and by one 
tion of law goes back on the rolls and draws his pension. e do 
not understand how that can be. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will read it myself again. It isas 
follows: 


The Commissioner of Pensions shall, u 
was perpetrated in obtaining such special act, suapend payment thereupon un- 


nm satisfactory evidence that fraud 


til the propriety of the repeal of the same can be considered by Congress. 

Now we are considering the propriety of this pension. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Was there not an act for 
this repeal before Congress on a former occasion? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It is before it now in this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But is that all? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the question—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I refer to the statute. There is nothing 
affirmative there that this man goes back upon the roll unless 
Congress acts upon it, and nothing to show that that was the in- 
tention of ow in passing that act. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If the gentleman from Ohio will 
think for a moment he will know that after a special allowance 
has been made here the Commissioner of Pensions would have no 
right to interfere with the will of Congress. If power is given to 
him it is ay to execute the law, and without this provision in 
the law he could not lay his hands on this case and s nd it at 
all. Now, when he has suspended it, as he did, under the law, he 
is limited to a suspension until Congress can consider the propriety 
of repealing the act. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where is that limitation of the law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I have just read it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, that is merely a matter of construc- 
tion, about which we differ materially. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Let me see if I understand the position of the 
gentleman from Indiana. If this vote peers then immediately 
upon the expiration of this Congress this pensioner is entitled to 
be placed on the roll. 

A MEMBER. He is on the roll now, but suspended. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Well, he may draw pension again, and the 
accrued ea during his suspension. Now, this matter was 
examined in the Fifty-second Congress; a bill was re and 
considered by the committee; that Congress expired. Why was 
it that this man was not placed back on the roll at the expiration 
of that Congress as well as this? Is there any means by which he 
can coerce the Pension Office or compel it to pay this fraudulent 
money? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think there is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Missouri strikes the 
keynote. There is no law affirmatively putting him back upon 
the pension roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido not desire to take up any further 
time. I have presented the matter, as it seems to me, clearly and 
fully. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question, if that be 


necessary. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I believe the Constitution requires a yea- 
and-nay vote. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPE The Constitution requires the yeas and nays 
to be entered upon the Journal on the reconsideration of a bill 
which has been vetoed by the President. The question now is, 
Will the House, on reconsideration, pass the bill, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding? The Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question being taken, there were—yeas 97, nays 144, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—97. 

Adams, Pa. Dalzell, Hooker, N. Y. Reed, 
Aldrich, Daniels, Hopkins, fl. Reyburn, 
Apsley, Davis, Hudson, Russell, Conn, 
Avery, Dingley, Hull, Scranton, 
Baker, Kans. Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Doolittle, Kem, Simpson, 
Bartholdt, Draper, Kiefer, Smith, 
Belden, Ellis, Oreg. Loudenslager, Sperry, 
Bell, Colo. Fielder, Lucas, Stephenson. 

n, , Marsh, Stone, v. 
Bretz, Funk, Martin, Ind tohe, 
Broderick, er, MeCall, torer, 
Bromwe Gillet, N. Y. McDowell, Strong, 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. McKeighan, Thomas, 
Bryan, Griffin, Wis. Meiklejohn, Updegralt, 

dy, Grow, oon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 

us, meget Morse, Wadsworth, 

Cannon, [il er, Nebr Northway, Wever, 
Chickering, Hare, yne, Wheeler, IL 

ds, Harmer, Pearson, White, 
Coffin, Md Hartman, Per Woomer, 
Cooper, Wis. peugen. Phillips, Wright. 
Cousins Henderson, Iowa Pickler, 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, = \ 
Curtis, N. Y. Holman, ndall, 

NAYS—14. 
Alderson, Barnes, Bland Ca’ 
Alexander, Bartlett, Branch, Caminetti, 
Allen, . Breckinridge, Campbell. 
Arnold, etna —— ee. 
Bailey , Tex. sown, pehart, 
Baldwin, Beltzhoover, Bunn, Caruth, 
ead, ; Bynum, Ca 
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Causey. 
Clark Hall, M 
Clarke Mo. Tethun, McLaurin, 
Cockrell,” Hende Meredith, Saare 
erso) ~ ’ 
Sooper: ind. qpentete, m, N.C. meyety : 5 eet. Mr. RICHAR PUBLIC SU 
r, Lex. , ey, . SURVEY 
Cov Huli Mont Ste DSO 8. 
Cox, Hunter Morgan,” Stone, Ky. oS ae of Tennessee, from the Joi 
Crawford, oe . Mutchler, Geral. ; 8504) tole Depentnente, pb Status of eee of 
TSO! ’ otraus, im , etc., prese P aws +s 
De Armond Kilgos O'Neil’ Mas Talbert, dan cotbel te lke wiketed: ioe aad 2 report on the bill (Hi the 
, e . 
Shenae Kri oy O'Neill, Mo. Talbott, se printed. . or other purposes; . hed 
Dockery 7 Kyle, Outhwaite Tarsney, Mr ENROLLE ; ic 
Dunn, Lane Page . Tate, . PEARSON D BILLS SIGNE 
uekel — Sedkere ee ont they had ek Committee or oa 
Epes @, Cal. Lawson, Pendleton, Te Tracey, "At titles; when the — found feale onalieg | Bills, reported 
amen. Yorion, Soudiahen Ty Tucker, i (S. 1280) fo peaker signed th rolled bills of the f 
preset, Lester, Pigott, » W. Va. Terner, Ga. z A bill (S. 1717) t r the relief of Mari _ same: re fol- 
Geary rn iichara Parner, Va | A‘bill (S. 2798). Jo anthorize the appointment of 
Geissenhain Maddox Richardson Van Voorhis, A bill (S. 2798 e District of Col nent of women as pu 
Goldzi er, ’ Richard , Mich. Warn Ws Oa the erecti ) to amend umbia; as pub- 
Grady Mallory, Bettie —— Weadock February 13 <2 siedemeeeinal Ane faery “An act to 
: fae , ° 2 c “ 
Gedaeena McDe and Ky. — Wilton, Ala. A bill (H R a ing at Chicago, Ill provide for 
, Minn ant McEttrick, Sayers, Williams, Miss, Title LI of the Re *) to amend ‘‘An act , Iil.,” approved 
McKaig, Schermerhorn, wm W. Va. the regulation pr abe Statutes of the ee section 4400 of 
ANSWERED “ . Wolverton. also R to amend sectio: weenie,” approved inten drmainniie 
PRESENT "— . egulati m 4414, Titl | ed August 7 = ning 
Enloe. A Yl CHL Bs. 0008) be near bp EAL, of the fovisel Stototes, 
Abbo NO ; record 0 Be ve 5) to rem : sed Statutes, 
A batt * me 2 T VOTING—106. Paar ot Witiiees Albin, la aeee the charge of deserti 
Aitken, Ellis, Ky.” Johnson, Ind “A bill (S- 25: Volunteer I Company D, Thi ion from the 
Babcock, English, N. J ieee ha ill (S. 2589) great nfantry; and hirty-fourth Reg- 
Bingham eee Lefover Haver acacia ailipagl tam pension to Marian C. G ; 
— Gear, Linton, Robertson N CASE, WILLIAMS VS . Gurney. 
Boatn Goodni Livings Robi 1 La. OF NO AMS VS. SETTLE, F 
Boutelle Gootntans, eon . Robin da. Mr. BROWN. M RTH CAROLINA. , FIFTH DISTRICT 
power, Wc Graham, — , Ryan, eae — Williams vs A agemaey I call up th 
iw She . > 
Br. aay —s Mich os Sibley. calls e SPEAKER. Th e, and ask the Hou e contested-electi 
Burnes ™ Haines : Sickles as Up the contest e gentleman f se to consider i - 
Clancy, Hammond Marvin, N. Y. Sipe, Clerk will report ted-election ca rom Indiana [M — 
Cobb, Ala. Harris, — McAleer, __ Somers, The Clerk oe fem resolutions se of Williams vs. S r. Brown] 
Soran  arbe gy oon, , Minn. me, Resolved, Tha as follows: - Settle, The 
Cogewell, Hayes, MeDannold Tawney i Titty third Conigress of the Unite 
Co ’ Heiner McG . Taylor, ’ istrict of No gress of the Uni as not electec 
Coo * He _ Pa. McNaon, Tar or, Tenn. as such rth Carolina and nited States fr 1 as a Represe ‘ 
foeme, cco mL MR’ we Resolved, Tha was not entitled penn he Fifth a to 
a a Wenger pert Tose Trans setin s covepy sonata in case 
Crain, ° Hicks, - Milliken, Washington rict of North _—e the United Lowy cheched pa s House 
Davey, Hines, Moore, Waugh, Mr. HEAR all cc eetied te tote be mane resentative to the 
Denson Hooker, Mi Moses, Wells, : : D. Mr. S$ etain his seat ngressional D 
= a wae, Sao SPRAKER. 1 PGES esta peu le etetin te Ne 
urborov ewlanc Ison, ¢ e aise th ahd 
rborow, Hutche — ds, Woodai ee tio SPEAKER. The @ question of con- 
So, two-thirds Powers, ard. n of consideration, a ge ntleman from Miss . . 
The Clerk parce voting in favor th Ph to the pene hee the question ins Will: raises the ques 
For this ced the followi ereof, the moti e question w ion of this contest oe the Sinaes now 
My. Ep day: ollowing additional p: = was lost, | 20¢8 Seemed to aes taken; and the ontested-election ca es BOW 
° MUNDS . irs: 7 Mr. B ve it. peaker a ase? 
For the r 3 with Mr. Baso . BUNN. Divisi nnounced thi: 
emaind 7 OCK. The H - Pivision M iat the 
Mr. BERRY wi er of this da ouse divid , Mr. Speake 
. BERRY with Mr y: Mr. B ed; and th r. 
On this v . ROBIN . BUNN. I ere were—aves 5 
ote: SON t iN. Idem e were—ayes 55 a 
Mr, I ans of Pennsylvania. - eae side. ] and the yeas and =e na noes 97. 
r. MAR r. MERC as and n . [Cries of “Oh!” 
quiry. TIN of Indiana. aur S oan SPEAKER. 7 gh oe age: Oh!” on 
The SPE . Speaker, a parli ; an from North C e Chair will appoi 
Mr. MA Sates The iamentary in- | Missouri (Mr. H arolina [Mr. Bu appoint as tellers th 
Speak TIN of ‘edie ntleman will state i | ‘The questio EARD]. . Bunn] and the gent e gentle- 
gy to entertain na. Would it A it. answ eee was taken: ; gt ntleman from 
apes to suspend oe in view be th order now for the ered “* present ” 2, not i there were—yeas 102 
w granti : es and of the sentime ing 101; as follows )2, nays 
The ae this man a pension pass a bill entirely re nt of the | Alderson omacise ollows: ys 144, 
just now for See ~ The Chair can not pealing the Alexander, Davey, silane 
: , Arm % yton, 
otaiiinnnaaea purpose. recognize the gentleman Bailey, De Forest Lester, Shell, 
‘ on 
CTION CASE, GOODE VS. EPES, F Baldwin, 5 = tah, Cal. Lockw ae Somers 
Vv . OUR ‘k, | thian, aguire, * Sperry, 
Mr. LAWSON, fr IRGINIA, ? TH DISTRICT OF Bland. Forman, Met Sulloch Stevens. 
vnnhet daeknines eae preset eye. MeDearmon, Stone, Ky: 
case of J.T.G taped of tun eanianithee 4 Elections Breckinridge, = @ te neiner.  McnnHe’ ’ Stone, Ky. 
Virgini eae evs. J.F ttee in the ’ presented a retz, rady, . cMillin, Strait, 
ginia; which, wi . J. F. Epes, Fourth contested-electi Brickner. Gresham Meredith Talbert, $ 
oe pothiok uh colt the accompanyi Congressional district of | Brvam Haines, ” ener Talbott, Ma 
Mr DANIEL referred to the ae resolutions, w: ctof | Bryan, Hatch, Montgomery Tate, 1 
the minori S.. In this case w ae Calendar » was ordered Cabattd wae eee ; aes Ind. 
The SPEAKER. In the no wo Gastro ta pupaant the vi Gaba, = Henrys i fears oe 
from New York (Mr the absence or morning views of Capehart, Holman, Onden, Turner, ve 
vi c ; ; objecti P uth, son, Neill, Mo. yler, 
. eee the minority ee will Be ao eentleman | Gnecs, Hunter, Page. 0 Warnor, 
iccoban oc oui Committee on Electi present the Cobb, a Izlar, Peston: whe’ 
ere Was ections in this > Mo. ; Batterson, rheeler, Ala 
no objecti n case Cooper Jones, Pigott Whiting . 
J on ~ , Tex. : , ” . iz, 
CONTESTE : Covert, Kyle, Reilly Williams, 1 
D-ELECTION CASE, BE Grat ran. Robertson, La om W. Va 
Mr a ee Frag Lolimer Sayers * Woodard. 
THOMAS, fr GAN N, FIFTH DIS- gerers, oodard, 
i gi , merho 
views of the ieee the Committee on Electi Adams, Pa. NAYS—ltt anya 
vs. Richardson, Fifth Cor the cont ections, presen Aldrich, Bell, Colo. ‘ee 
with m, Fifth C ontested-electi ; ted the | Apsley Bell, Tex Cadmus, 
the accom : ongressional distri on case of Belkn Avery, Blair r Cannon, C Coffin. M 
and referred to the it ng resolutions ame of Michigan; whick, Baker, N. H. Bowers, Cal. Cannon, fe Cooper, Wis, 
ouse Calendar. ordered to be printed Barnes, | Broderick, Causey, Cornish 
gg Brosius, Childs, Curtis, Kans. 
Beckner, Bundy, Clark, Mo. Dalzell, 
Bynum, Clarke, Ala. Daniels, 
Cockrell, Dingley, 
; Dockery, 
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Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Everett, 


Goldzier, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harrison, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Allen, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
one 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 
Brookshire, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, Wyo. 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, 
Cooper, Ind. 


Hartman, 
Haugen, 

Heard, 

Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa. 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
aa Til. 
Hulick, 

Hull, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jorden, 

Kiefer, 

Kilgore, 

Linton, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 


Maddox, 


Mahon, 


McCleary, Minn. 
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McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
ory 
Mutchler, 
Northway, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 

uigg, 

dall, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—2. 


Enloe, Settle. 
NOT VOTING—i01. 
Crain, Hutcheson, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. 
Curtis, N. ¥. Johnson, Qhio 
Davis, Kem 
Denson, Kribbs, 
Dinsmore, Lacey, 
Donovan, Lawson, 
Edmunds, Lefever, 
Ellis, Ky. Livingston, 
English, N. J. yach, 
Erdman, agner, 
Gear, rshall, 
Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. 
ate McCreary, K 
Gr . Ky. 
Griffin Wis, = McNagny,” 
cNagny, 
Harris, McRae, 
Harter, Meyer, 
Hermann, Milliken, 
Hicks, Moses, 
ines, Newlands, 
Hitt, Pearson, 
Hooker, Miss. Pendleton, W. Va. 
Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
Houk, ce, 


Smith, 
Springer, 
Stephenson. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. McCreary of Kentucky with Mr. LEFEVER. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Hopxins of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. GRIFFIN of 


On the election contest of Williams vs. Settle: 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. WIsE with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 102, the nays 
144, answered ‘* present” 2, not voting 101; so the House declines 
to proceed with the consideration of the contested-election case. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS TO MEMBERS. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution 
which I want to present for consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has a resolution 
relating to the documents of outgoing members of the House. 
The gentleman asks unanimous consent to consider this resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That all documents and 
which are not actually printed and 
and which remain undistributed, including the pu 
“Special Report on the Diseases of the ’ shall 
of the present Congress and transmitted 
and distributed through the f 


ks ordered by the Fifty-third Congress 
ts @ 4th day of March. 1895, 
blication known as _ the 
be allotted to members 
to their residences as fast as printed 
olding room of the House, as has bee: 


tributed on 


Horse,’ 


isconsin. 


n customary» 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That is the usual resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


resolution? 


Mr. TRACEY. Has this resolution ever been offered before? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. This is a similar resolution to reso- 
lutions of the kind offered before. 
Mr. TRACEY. Is it the same? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is the same as the usual resolu- 
tion, with the single exception of the ‘‘ Diseases of the Horse.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? [After a pause.] 
tion is on the resolution. 
Mr. PICKLER. . I would like to have the resolution read again. 
The SPEAKER. By consent that can be done, ‘ 


The resolution was again re 
The question was taken; an 


e Chair hears none, 


The ques- 


~. 
the resolution was agreed to. 


Vn motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
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ag by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
e. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the call of committees for reports, 
and that gentlemen having reports to submit may present them 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The — reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


RELIEF OF NEW YORK AND OTHER STATES. 


Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back on the bill (H.R. 8822) for the relief of the States of 
New York, New Jersey , New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, Rhode Island, Maine, Massachusetts, Maryland, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, Connecti- 
cut, Colorado, California, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, South Carolina, 
Kentucky, Kansas, Nebraska, Nevada, Florida, Ohio, Oregon, 
Washington, Wisconsin, and the cities of New York and Balti- 
more, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF A FREE PORT AT FORT POND BAY. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H.R.7009) author- 
izing the establishment of a free port at Fort Pond Bay, or else- 
where, in the waters of Long Island, in the State or New York; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHRISTIANA LIGHT STATION, DELAWARE, 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8608) raising 
Christiana Light Station, Delaware, to the fourth order and au- 
thorizing a post light; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

GRANTING LAND TO STATE OF MISSISSIPPI FOR USE OF INSTITUTE 
AND COLLEGE FOR GIRLS. 


Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
. back ores the bill _ 2463) to grant a township of 
and to the State of Mississippi for the use of the Institute and 
College for Girls; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE STATE OF 
ARKANSAS, 


Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H.R. 8944) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States oan the State of Arkansas; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

DECORATION FROM THE KING OF SPAIN. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 256) authorizi Tient. 
William McCarty Little to accept a decoration from the King of 
Spain; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. DANTELS submitted the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the contested-election case of J. T. Goode 
vs. Epes; which was ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE IN THE CITIES OF WASHINGTON AND 


GEORGETOWN, 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for the consid- 
eration of the House the bill (S. 1921) for*the removal of snow and 
ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of 
Washi nm and Georgetown, and for other pu mires 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the title, 

The title was in reported. ' 

The SPEAKE The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is 
there tion? 

Mr. D. I will state for the benefit of the House— 











1895. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the bill be-reported. s 
The SPEAKER. One moment. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. DOCKERY. No. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the owner or tenantof each house or other building, 
or lot or lots of grounds in the cities of Washington and. Georgetown, and in 
such other part or parts of the District of Columbia as the Commissioners of 
said District shall from time to time designate, shall, within the first four 
hours of daylight after every fail of snow, cause the same to be removed en- 
tirely from off the paved sidewalks opposite such house, building, lot, or land, 
under the penalty of $1 for each lot for every such neglect, to be paid by the 
said owner or tenant; and such owner or tenants shail, under a like malty, 
within five days after notice so to do by the Commissioners, clean off and re- 
move, or caused to be cleaned off and removed, all dirt, sand, gravel, or other 
refuse matter that may fall or be washed upon any paved sidewalk or alley 
inside of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

Src. 2. That in case the sidewalks are covered with ice theowneror tenant 
of any building, lot, or lots of ground in the cities of Washington and George- 
town shall promptly cause the: paved. sidewalks or paved portions of the 
sidewalks opposite his, her, ortheir premises to be strewed with ashes, sand, 
sawdust, or some other suitable substance that will insure or contribute 
to the safety of pedestrians, under'the penalty of $1 foreach lot-for every 
neglect, to be paid by the said owner or tenant. 

uc. 3. That in case the owner or tenant of any house, lot, building, or land 
shail neglect tocomply with any of the provisions of the preceding sections 
of this act it shall be the duty of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia.to cause the removal of snow and ice, or any dirt, sand, or vel from 
all paved sidewalks and alleys in the cities of Washington and Georgetown 
wherever there has been a failure on the part of the owner or tenant as-afore- 
said to remove the same; and the cost of such removal, by order and under 
= direction of - a Pe pe aw = - Saaanee . a tax i - 

® property to which the sidew in question belong, for the purpeses 

this act, and the said tax so assessed shall be carried. to the soaeiies tax roll 
of the cities aforesaid and shall be collected in the manner provided for the 
collection of other taxes. : 

Sxc. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, immediately after every fall of snow on the crosswalks or in the gut- 
ters, forthwith to cause the same to be removed from the said crosswalks to 
a width of 10 feet, and from out of the said gutters to the breadth of 1 foot in 
the said cities, respectively; and the said crosswalks and guttersshail be kept 
clean and free from obstructions, and in casethe crosswalks arecovered with 
ice it shall be their duty to cause such crosswalks: to be liberally sprinkled 
with sand or sawdust, or such other material as will insure safety to pedes- 
trians. 

Suc. 5. That it shall be the duty of the superintendent of public buildings 
and grounds in the District of Columbia, immediately after a fall of. snow or 
sleet, or as soon thereafter as practicable, toengage suchassistanceas he may 
deem necessary, when funds-are available, and. proceed to: remove from all 
paved sidewalks or crosswalks which may be used as thoroughfares around, 
about, or through the public parks within the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown all accumulations of snow or sleet.to a width sufficient to accom- 
modate winter pedestrian travel; or in case the same be so congealed as to 
make removal by ae methods impossible, he shall cause such paved 
side or cross walks. to be liberally sprinkled with sand or sawdust or such 
other material as will insure safety to pedestrians who, in the lawful and 
legitimate pursuit of their eetive avoeations, find it convenient to pass 
around, about, or through said public ks. And it shall be the duty of the 
superintendent of public buildings and grounds personally, or by deputy or 
deputies, to visit each public park in the cities of. Washingtonand Georgetown 
as soon as possible after any snow or sleet storm, as aforesaid, and carefully 
inspect the work as herein. provided for. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to enable 
the District authorities. to compel nonresidents who own prop- 
erty in the District to comply with the law requiring the cleaning 
of snow and ice from the sidewalks the same as persons who are 
resident here. The authorities are able to enforce the law against 
residents, but they complain:that nonresidents do not comply with 
it.. Section 3 of this bill authorizes the Commissioners, in case of 
default of compliance with the law by owners of property, to have 
the work done and to tax it against the property. This bill was 
prepared by the Commissioners and sent by them to both Houses 
of Congress; and I have here a letter received from the Commis- 
sioners to-day to which I ask the attention of the House. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS 
OF THE DisTRiIcT oF CoLUMBTA, 
Washington, February 27, 1895. 

Srr: The Commissioners are very solicitous that Senate bill 1921, relative 
to the removal of snow and icefrom sidewalks, etc., in the District of Colum- 
bia, should become a law before the adjournment of the present session of 
Congress, and havethe honor to request that the matter may receive your 
special attention. The bill has passed the Senate and is now before the 

ouse in Committee of the Whole. 

Very respectfully, 





JOHN W. ROSS, President. 


Hon. Jonn T. HEARD, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HEARD. I yield now to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHaRrDsON], who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my 
hand an amendment which I desire to offer to this. bill. This 
amendment was handed to me to-day by the District. Commis- 
sioners with a request that it should be added to this bill. It re- 
lates to fire escapes on buildings, and not to the removal of snow 
and ice, but as this is probably the last opportunity that will be 
found at this session of Congress to have it enacted into law the 
Commissioners ask to have it incorporated in this bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add the following at the end of the bill: That section 3.of the act of Con- 
ntitled rotection of 


gress approved January 26, 1887, ¢ “An act for the further p 
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property from fire, and safety of lives in the District of Columbia,” be,and 
the same is hereby, ed so as to read as follows: ; 

“ That it shall be unlawful to issue license to the lessee or proprietor of 
any building in the District of Columbia used asa hotel, factory, manufac- 
tory, theater, tenement house, hall, or place of amusement, or other building 
used fora business for which license is required, unless the application for 
such license is accompanied with the certificate of the inspector of buildings 
that such building is provided with fire escapes, standpipes, ladders, lights, 
er ag ore and descriptive notices as required by sections 1 and 2 of said 
act. at on the failure or neglect, after thirty days’ notice, of the owner 
or lessee of any building used as a factory, manufactory, tenement house, or 
to the trustees of any building used as a seminary, college, academy, hos- 
pital, or asylum in the District of Columbia, to provide fire escanes, stand- 
pipes, ladders, lights, and alarm gongs, as required by sections | aud 2 of 
said act, such person or persons shall be liable to a fine of not less than fifty 
nor more than one hundred dollars for each day he or they shall fail to pro- 
vide the same; such fine to be collected by prosecutions in the police court in 
the name of the District of Columbia. And in cases of default of lessees, 
trustees, or owners in putting up said ‘ire escapes, said Commissioners are 
hereby empowered, and it is their duty, to cause such fire escapes to be 
erected, and ot are hereby authorized to assess the cost thereot as a tax 
against the buildi on which they are erected and the ground or which 
the same stand, and to issue tax-lien certificates against such buildings and 
ground for the amount of such assessment, bearing interest at the rate of 10 
per cent per annum, which certificates may be turned over by the Commis- 
sioners to the contractor for doing the work: Provided also, That the trustee 
owner, or lessee, as. the case may be, of any such building who shall fail to 
erect fire escapes.as in said act provided shall be liabie to an action for dam- 
ages in case of death.or personal injury resulting from fire in any building 
not provided by fire escapes, as required by said act, and that such an action 
or actions may be maintained by any person or persons now authorized by 
law to. sue,.as in. other cases of injury or death by wrongful act: Provided 
L which the Commissioners shall determine 
to be fireproof they may, in their discretion, require the erection of fire 
escapes.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The effect of this amend- 
ment, which is recommended by the Commissioners, is to require 
that fire escapes be provided for buildings which require licenses 
for their construction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it apply simply to public buildings? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It applies to theaters, mann- 
factories, tenement houses, and such other buildings as require a 
license for their erection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would not apply to private houses? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What are the conditions which 
require a tenement house to be licensed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I suppose that these 
large “flats.” as they are called, require to be licensed. The pro- 
vision would not apply to any mere private residence. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why is not the present law 
sufficient? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Commissioners inform 
us that it is not sufficient. They drew this provision themselves 
and sentit tous. I havenot had time to examine carefully the 
act to which this is amendatory; but the Commissioners state that 
its provisions are not sufficient and they want this amendment 
adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, the effect of this amend- 
ment is to ——— property owners to erect fire escapes. 

Mr. RIC DSON of Tennessee. And if they do not do so, it 
authorizes the Commissioners to erect them and charge the expense 
against the property. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that proposition will be agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Such ought to be the law by 
all means. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON HON. FRANCIS B. STOCKBRIDGE. 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Con upon Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Sen- 
ator from the State of Michigan, be printed, as required by law. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That resolution is in the 
usual form. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


SANITARY AND QUARANTINE REGULATIONS. 


Mr. HEARD. Icall up the bill (H. R. 8749) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to make and enforce 
sanitary and quarantine regulations for and in said District. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to make, modify, and en- 
force regulations to promote and maintain the public health and to affix to 
such regniations: such pensaities as may be necessary to secure the enforce- 
mentthereef. Said: regulations shall include regulations governing the sani- 
tary condition of premises and of cars, beats, and public conveyances withia 
anid District, the location and government of cemeteries, bakeries, slaughter 
houses; markets; laundries, and places of offensive business, the regrlation 
and government of lying-in hospitals and infant asylums, the collection and 
Segpenbet map soil, the propagation and sale of vaccine virus, diphtheria 

toxine, similar substances, the prevention of the introduction and 
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spread of contagious and infectious diseases within said District, and such 
other regulations as may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 

Src. 2. That the “Act to rn the manufacture or sale of adulterated 
food or drugs in the District of Columbia,” approved October 12, 1888, be, and 
is hereby, amended as follows: 

In section Ll strike out “Commissioner of Internal Revenue” and insert 
“health officer of the District of Columbia;”" strike out “Secretary of the 
Treasury "’ and insert ‘Commissioners of said District.” 

Strike out section 12. 

In section 13 strike out “13” and insert ‘12; strike out “‘any officer men- 
tioned in section 12 of this act’ and insert ‘the health officer of the District 
of Columbia or any person duly authorized by him.” 

In section 14 strike out “14” and insert * 13.” 

In section 15 strike out “15” and insert “14.” 

Strike out section 16. 

Sxc. 3. That the health officer of the District of Columbia and employees of 
the health department of said District, duly appointed and assigned to such 
duty, are hereby authorized to enter and inspect during all reasonable hours 
any lot, building, boat, car, or public conveyance within said District. Said 
health officer and said employees are further authorized, for the prevention 
of the introduction and spread of coueiees diseases within said trict, to 
inspect, quarantine, and cause to be disinfected, and to stop at the boundary 
of or at any point within said District for the purpose of such inspection, 
quarantining, and disinfection, any boat, car, or public or private convey- 
ance, and to exclude from said District any person, animal, or thing infected 
by any infectious or contagious disease, or who or which may reasonably be 
believed to be so infected, and to compel the isolation within said District of 
an y such person or animal, and the disinfection or destruction of any such 
thing; and any person who shall resist or prevent any act attempted or done 
by virtue of authority conferred by this section shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be subject toa fine of not more 
than $500 and to imprisonment in the District Jail, or in such other place as 
may be designated by the court, for not more than one year, or to both such 
fine and imprisonment. 

Sec. 4. That the regulations herein provided for*shall, when adopted, be 

rinted in one or more of the daily newspapers published in the District of 
Columbia, and no penalty prescribed for a violation of said regulations shall 
be enforced within fifteen days after such publication, except penalties 
affixed to regulations to prevent the introduction or spread of contagious or 
infectious diseases, which penalties may be enforced no less than three days 
after such SS F 

Sec. 5. That all acts or parts of acts contrary to the provisions of this act, 
or not in accordance therewith, be, and they are hereby, repealed. 


Mr.HEARD. Mr.Speaker, this bill was prepared by the District 
Commissioners, or under their direction. 1 send to the desk to be 
read a letter which we have received from them on this subject. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 27, 1895. 


Sir: The Commissioners are very anxious to have favorable action taken 
this session upon H. R. bill, 8749, “To authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to make and enforce sanitary and quarantine regula- 
tions for and in said District,’ and be would be ver much obliged to you 
if you would specially interest yourself in that behalf. They are informed 
by Mr. BABCOCK that he reported the bill several days ago, but fears that he 
will not be able to be at the House to-morrow. 


Respectfully, 
JOHN W. ROSS, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn T, HEARD, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HEARD. This bill was prepared under the direction of 
the Commissioners, with the advice and assistance of the health 
officer of the District and the attorney for the District. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HEARD. ae 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. y attention has been called to this bill 
by a number of residents of Washi m who fear that if it is en- 
acted autocratic powers will be conferred upon the District Com- 
missioners; that almost any place of business—a butcher shop or 
a bakery, for instance—may be condemned, without damages be- 
ing provided for, and without any possibility of appeal. I should 
like the gentleman from Missouri to explain whether such fears 
are justified. 

Mr. HEARD. For myself I do not share those apprehensions. 
As to whether or not the bill gives to the District Commissioners 
broader powers than they ought to exercise in the interest of the 
public, that is a question which each member must settle for him- 
self. There is an amendment, however, which I desire to offer, to 
come in at the close of section 3. That section authorizes the 
Commissioners to cause the exclusion from the District of persons 
suspected of being infected or to ames the isolation of such per- 
sons. The amendment which I send to the desk is designed to 
prevent any assumption of power on the part of the Commission- 
ers to yey any citizen ; aetna on om his ee 
house for the purpose of sendi i a@ pesthouse or hospi 
for infectious es. Iam not aware that the bill contains any 
other provision needing amendment, though that is a question 
upon which each member will exercise his own saan. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment sent to 
the desk by a from Missouri [Mr. Hearp]. 

The Clerk as follows: 

At the end of section 3 add the follo z 

= i however, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the re- 


moval of any owner, lessee, or other lawful occupant of any private dwelling 
house against the consent of such person.” 


Mr. HEARD. I have oe explained the object of this 
amendment. I ask a vote upon it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to have the gen- 
tleman from Missouri explain exactly what he understands to be 


ll . ———————————— 


the effect of the provision on the first page of the bill, lines 6 and 
7? Lrefer to the words giving to the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia power— 


to affix to such regulations such penalties as may be necessary to secure the 
enforcement thereof. 


It seems to me that this gives to the authorities of the District 
power to mulct people in damages, or send them to jail, at their 
option—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. It gives them absolute legislative power. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Ithinkso. Is move at 
— er time to strike that out. 

Pr. HEARD. I do not agree with the gentleman from New 
Hampshire that it gives them legislative power. It gives them 
practically discretion as to the penalties to be affixed for a refusal 
to comply with the regulations which the Commissioners are au- 
thorized to make. But I am not prepared to say that it may not 
be profitably amended. That is a matter in which I hope to have 
the assistance of all of the members of the House as we progress. 

I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to -me that this first 
clause of the first section of the bill is obnoxious to the objection 
which has been raised against it by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Baker]. It goes further than I think such a 
legislative provision ought to go. It provides: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and ower to make, modify, and enforce regulations 
to promote and maintain the public health and to affix to such regulations 
such penalties as may be necessary to secure the enforcement thereof. 

Now, there is a power, absolutely without limitation, given to 
these three men to make such seuehiblens as they please, and then 
to declare a violation of such regulations to be a criminal offense, 
and affix such penalties for such violation of their own regulations 
as they may see — to prescribe. 

Mr. HEARD. ill the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will read further, after the 
conclusion of what he has read, I think he will find that the bill 
explains what regulations may be applied. 

r. HEPBURN. Oh, it further explains that— 
said regulations shall include regulations governing the sanitary condition 
of premises, etc. 

But that is not the limit. The only requirement there is that 
their regulations shall include certain things—that is, that on cer- 
tain matters they shall regulate. But it does not in any way put 
a limitation upon the other matters or upon the power conferred 
upon them in this first paragraph, which is in effect a power of 
legislation. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, this bill goes on to provide that— 

Said health officer and said employees are further authorized, for the pre- 
vention of the introduction and spread of con ous diseases within said 
District, to t, quarantine, and cause to be disinfected, and to stop at 
the boundary of or at any point within said District for the pu of such 
inspection, quarantining, and disinfection, any boat, car, or public or private 
conveyance— 

Now, I am not disposed to quarrel with this provision; but it 
goes very much further than that, and provides— 
and to exclude from said District any person, animal, or thing infected by 
any infectious or contagious disease, or who or which may reasonably be be- 
lieved to be so infected, and to compel the isolation within said District of 
oe rson or animal and the disinfection or destruction of any such 
thing; and any person who shall resist— 

It then goes on to provide penalties for the person who refuses 
to comply with such regulations. 

Now, l am very anxious to see the passage of some bill to ac- 
complish the pu which I have no doubt the Committee on 
the Distri ict of Columbia have in view; but I am not willing to 
invest these three gentlemen, the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, with the extraordinary powers that are given to 
them by the provisions of this bill; nor would I be willing to give 
the health officer or his employees the power which is conferred 
here. Within proper limitations, I think it ought to be bestowed 
on some one; but certainly they ought not to have that compre- 
hensive power which is diven to them by the provisions of this 
bill, enabling them to do as they please in regard to these impor- 
tant matters. 
ane HEARD. [I yield now to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

PSON |. 

Mr. 8 IN. Mr. Chairman, I thinkthis is a most extraor- 
dinary bill in almost every particular. It confers extraordinary 
eer upon the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; in 

act, te them almost arbitrary power. It is extreme in that 


re For instance, it says here, on page 2, lines 6 and7, that 


they shall have power to provide— 


such regulations and such penalties as may be necessary to secura the en- 
forcement of this act. = 


Who knows in what form that power may be exercised? Who 
knows what they may take it into their heads o reget ev It 


gives them a broad and comprehensive power to re 
thing. They might take it into their heads, in 


ate every- 
ting the af- 
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fairs of the District, to keep the Democrats all out of the Dis- 
trict-—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Cad 

Mr. SIMPSON (continuing). Or to keep out Republicans. 

And here, again, on the first page it gives them the power to do 
away with bakeries. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Who ever heard of a bakery being a nuisance, 
and dangerous to the health of the community? It gives the same 
power over laundries. Why, if the Republicans come back here, 
in such force as we expect, you will need more laundries to wash 
dirty linen than you have ever had before. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If they do not wear socks, they 
will not need any laundries to wash them. [Laughter. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Oh, I think they will need them. here is a 
provision here with reference to cemeteries, and there is no provi- 
sion in this bill to secure damages to the people so removed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Theinhabitantsof cemeteries are 
not asking for damages, are they? [Laughter. } 

Mr. SIMPSON. A ring of real estate speculators, for instance, 
may get possession of a valuable piece of property, and there may 
be some people objectionable to them, and they can, by the arbi- 
trary authority given in this bill, remove every body therefrom 
in the interest of the ring of real estate speculators. Over in north- 
east Washington, where there is a German cemetery, a lot of real 
estate speculators got hold of the land, and they wanted to cut a 
street through the cemetery, and an act was passed in Congress 
compelling them: to pay damages for so doing. 

Now, if this bill becomes a law they will not ke cumpelled to 
pay any damages, but they could commit that same thing again, 
and be relieved from all damages. 

Mr. HEARD. If people willfully violate the laws made for the 
protection of the health of the entire public, are they entitled to 
damages? 

Mr. SIMPSON. What do you know about the laws and regu- 
lations they will make? You are giving them authority to make 
any kind of regulations. 

Mr. HEARD. Ishall be glad to answer my friend by saying 
that I do not assume to know anything that I do not know, and I 
do not profess to know just what sort of a bill is requisite to enable 
these Commissioners to protect the lives of the people of the Dis- 
trict; but the bill being drawn by the authorities of the District, 
with the approval of the attorney for the District, impressed itself 
upon me as being a reasonable expression of what was needed for 
the purposes for which it was intended. I believe, in other words, 
that the Commissioners and their legal advisers know more about 
how to construct a bill that is necessary to give protection, or to 
enable them to give protection, to the lives of these people, and to 

ard them against infectious diseases, etc., than my friend from 
ansas or I could know if we studied it for some time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The objection I have to this bill is that it is so 
indefinite, and it grants such large powers to the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. I think, instead of this bill, there 
should be a more specific one, laying down the rules and laws and 
regulations which they deem necessary, and let us pass upon it. 
I think this is a dangerous bill, because it gives too great power 
to the Commissioners. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


TERRY]. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I regard this bill in its present form 
as eminently dangerous to the liberties and rights of the people of 
this city. itis characteristic of all authority, especially authority 
which does not hold its commission by a vote of the people, to 
desire to amplify itself and to increase its powers. Here you in 
effect give to the Commissioners of this District a commission of 

wer as broad as the charter of the winds, and any authority 

ike that is one that human experience in every age demon- 
strated to be liable to abuse. Some of the grossest abuses ever 
practiced against human liberty have been by the petty tyrants of 
cities and villages. 

Now, sir, I would suggest to the honorable gentleman in con- 
trol of this bill that there ought to be an amendment of this kind: 

Add at the end of section 4 the words: 

“But all such regulations must be reasonable in their nature, and as to 
time, and the question of their reasonableness shall be subject to review by 
the courts, by certiorari, appeal, or other appropriate remedy.” 

That will give to the court the right to determine whether any 
citizen is being imposed upon, or any of his rights or liberties un- 
justly invaded. The ee involved in this amendment is only 
sz applied by the courts to municipal ordinances and regu- 

tions; but as Congress is the city council of this city the rule 
ht be otherwise, and therefore it is safest to express the prin- 
ein the bill itself. 

r. HEARD. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to say only a word. 

I hope we may have a vote on the bill. 


Then let us pass the bill at once. 


mi 
ci 


Mr. TERRY. I offer this amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman offers an 
amendment which it seems to me is reasonable in its nature. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill ought to pass. It gives certain au- 
thority to the District Commissioners, and when I mention them 
I mention all the authority that exists in the District. There is 
no other authority to provide for the location of bakeries, ceme- 
teries, slaughterhouses, markets, laundries, and other places of 
offensive business. The District Commissioners say that they 
have no authority now to determine the location of these places—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. They should not have. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And that they ought to have 
this authority. This bill gives it to them. 

Mr. KIEFER. Will the gentleman inform me whether he thinks 
a bakery is an ‘‘ offensive business” in the general use of the term? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It may not, perhaps, come 
under that term; but what they throw off from the bakery might 
be offensive. These gentlemen live here in the city. They are 
the government of the District; they are the legislative body of 
the District, so to speak, and they are deeply interested in the 
welfare or the District and of the people. We are here only tem- 
porarily. Now, then, the health officer of the District, who is also 
a permanent resident here, who has his family here, is the author 
of this bill, which has been submitted to the District attorney, Mr. 
Thomas. It has also been submitted to the Commissioners of the 
District, the three gentlemen composing the Commissioners, as I 
said before, chosen to look after the welfare of the people. 

They say they can not control these businesses or avocations 
that are offensive as to their location, and ask for the passage of 
this bill. It seems to me that with the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] we ought to pass it, and pass 
it at once. So I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman hold that a ‘* bakery” is 
offensive? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have just stated that I 
did not think a bakery was offensive, but that what it throws off 
might be offensive. 

Mr. KIEFER. Then you might also hold a hotel to be offen- 
sive business, as they have bakeries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Even if that be true, they 
would not exercise the right in any tyrannical manner. They 
have to exercise discretion, and are governed by the law in all 
such cases; and then their action could be reviewed, under the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. KIEFER. Will not the fair-minded gentleman from Ten- 
nessee answer me one question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
any question the gentleman asks. 

Mr. KIEFER. Does not all this come under the regular rules 
to abate nuisances?. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessev. That is a reasonable ques- 
tion, but if the gentleman will yield to me for a moment I will 
read to him what the Commissioners say: 

This draft was prepared by the health officer of the District, and has been 
reviewed by the district attorney. Copies of the letter of the form of sub- 
mitting it, and the letter of the attorney commending it, are also transmit- 

a e municipal authorities are constantly embarrassed by the absence 
of the authority the legislation herein proposed is designed to confer. 

Now, they say they have no such power, and they ask us to 
give ittothem. That is all there isin it. They ought to have it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does not the gentleman believe that under 
the provisions of this bill a butcher or a baker or the proprietor 
of a laundry would be in danger of losing his business? __ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do younotthink a butcher 
ought to be subject to the control of the legislative authority that 
the bill seeks to impose. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know he is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But these Commissioners 
say they are not; and they forward this bill and ask us to have it 

assed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
and a place in the market. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
jure them in any way. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. For instance, suppose I own a beautiful 
residence in this city, and adjoining my residence there is a little 
bakery, which is obnoxious to me. I, as a wealthy man, would 
be able to command influence enough with the Commissioners 
this city to have that little bakery suppressed; and it could be 
er under the provisions of this bill with respect to the 
public health. That is why I say the provisions of this bill are 
absolutely dangerous. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessce. Then the little man that 
had a bakery, under the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas, could have his rights decided upon in a court of 
justice. : 


I will endeavor to answer 


He is now. 
He is not. 


They have to get a license 


Then this bill does not in- 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. But that subjects him to costs. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Where are you going to sub- 


mit the rights of the people? First to the Commissioners of the 
District; and if they usurp authority, if they act in an arbitrary 
or tyrannical manner, then the matter is submitted to the review 
of the court, and their rights will be protected under the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. RAY. Why not strike out of this bill the words “ laund 
and bakery?” If they constitute by the mode or manner in whic 
they are conducted in any locality an offensive business, then they 
are covered under the general language of the bill, and the District 
Commissioners will have power to abate them and compel their re- 
moval. The bill provides ‘‘for the location and government of 
cemeteries, bakeries, slaughterhouses, markets, laundries, and 
places of offensive business,” andsoon. Now, then, if the gentle- 
man makes that motion it seems to me that he would not injure 
the bill very materially by striking out the words “ bakerixs and 
laundries.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I have stated before, 
these words were inserted by the officers of the District; and they 
say they have no control over the location except it be given in 
pee bill. If gentlemen do not desire to put it in, it rests with 

em. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The first section of this bill refers to 
cemeteries, and says ‘‘ the location and government of cemeteries” 
shali be subject to the control of the Cémmissioners. Does the 

entleman understand this provision to apply to cemeteries ‘‘to 
be located” or cemeteries that have heretofore ‘‘ been located?” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is to be applied to those 
that are hereafter to be located. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is not retroactive in its effect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, it could not be. The 
Commissioners have no power toremove acemetery. That would 
have to be done by Congress. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, this bill seems to me to give the 
Commissioners authority to engage in the propagation of ‘‘ diph 
theria antitoxine” and similar substances. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It simply gives the Com- 
missioners the power to regulate or govern the sale of those articles, 
and it seems to me that is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No, Mr. Speaker; it goes further 
than that. Itrecognizes the propagation of antitoxine as well as 
the sale of it, and I am going to move tostrike out that part of the 
bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It gives them authority to 
regulate the propagation of such articles. However, I had not ob- 
served that special provision, and perhaps it ought to be amended. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You better pull this bill out 
until you can get an opportunity to go over it more carefully. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Better let it go over. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it ows over, it is gone, 
and the Commissioners are very anxious to have it pass. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Well, it is “gone” anyway. 
[Laughter ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa desired to ask a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No. I am with the gentleman 
from Michigan, Dr. AVERY. I do not want this antitoxine busi- 
ness recognized in this a: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the bill be read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is hardly in order, 
Mr. Speaker, as the bill is being considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is notin order. The bill is in the 
House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then I move tostrike out, in 
line 6 of section 1, all after the word “health” down to and in- 
cluding the end of the sentence. ‘The objection to that provision 
lies in the extent of power that is granted by it. It gives to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia an authority which I 
trust the Emperor of Germany would not ask from the Reichs- 
tag. It gives them legislative power, the power to send people 
to jail, and to mulct them in damages which they may not be able 
to pay. It seems to me that it is not necessary to argue the ques- 
tion beyond that bare statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The law would require that 
such regulations should be reasonable, fair, and just. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But who is to decide that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The lawitself, I say, would 
require that, but the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas 

ats it beyond peradventure, providing as it does that these regu- 

tions must be reasonable, must be just, must be fair, must be 

lawful, and such as the courts would enforce. That answers the 

criticism of the gentleman from New Hampshire, and to take all 

— = of the bill would be, I think, to strike out the very 
of it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. A man who had not the 


power to carry his case through all the courts of the District of 
Columbia would be entirely at the mercy of the Commissioners. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Anybody can do that. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Not and pay the expenses 


of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He does not have to pay. 
He can take a pauper’s oath. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. A man is not always willing 
to take the pauper’s oath. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, he ought not to object 
if he wants to litigate and is unable to pay. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this bill confers 
upon the Commissioners of the District of Columbia precisely the 
authority that is conferred upon the boards of health of every 
municipality throughout our country, and nothing more. Per- 
haps the word ‘‘bakery” and the word “laundry” ought to be 
stricken out, but when you strike them out there is no greater 
authority conferred by this bill on the Commissioners than is con- 
ferred by the municipal law upon every board of health in the 
country, and certainly the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, if they have to exercise the functions of a board of health, 
should be granted the powers conferred by this bill. Therefore I 
am in favor of it. I do not believe that a bakery in itself is neces- 
sarily a nuisance or could properly be so considered, though it 
might be made a nuisance, and the same is true of a laundry. 
That defect, however, could be cured by striking out “‘ bakery” 
and “laundry,” and then the remainder of the establishments 
covered by the bill would come under the general law as to nui- 
sances, am in favor of the bill, except that I would strike out 
“*bakery” and ‘‘laundry,” and I would also strike out the provi- 
sion which seeks to confer authority upon the Commissioners to en- 
gage in the propagation of antitoxine. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think there will be no ob- 
jection on the part of the committee to those changes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Would it be in order now to move to strike 
out all after the enacting clause or to move to strike out the en- 
acting clause? 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I move to strike out the enacting clause. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 20, noes 36, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we are willing 
to fight as long as there is any usein fighting; but weare unable to 
fight the point of no quorum, so I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I withdraw my motion to strike out the 
enacting clause. [Laughter.] 

TAXATION OF SUBURBAN STREET RAILWAYS. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole (Mr. TrRAcEy in the chair) on the bill (H.R. 
8923) te amend the charter of certain street-railway companies in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desireto make a brief statement 
in regard to this bill, the subject of which was partially discussed 
on the last District day. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Let us have the bill read. 

Mr. HEARD. I think if 1 make a preliminary statement it will 
help members to a better understanding of the bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the tax of 4 per cent per annum upon the gross re- 
ceipts of the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company, the Bright- 
wood Railway Company, and the Rock Creek Railway Company, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as now imposed by the charters of said companies, be 

u from and after the passage of this act to 2 per cent per annum: Pro- 
vided, That said companies, or any of them, shall, within sixty days from the 
passage of this act, make full payment of any and all arrears of taxes: Pro- 
vided, That this reduction shall continue only for three years; that is, for the 
years 1895, 1896, and 1807, after which time the regular tax of 4 per cent per 
annum shall be imposed on each of said companies. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, since 1888 all the charters, so far 
as I remember, granted to railroad companies in this District have 
contained a are that the company, as the price of the fran- 
chise enjoyed by it, should pay 4 per cent on its gross earnings an- 
nually in lieu of taxes on personal property. These suburban 
roads, to which this bill applies, have ever since they were com- 
— been operated at a loss; not one of them has ever paid a dol- 

of profit. The matter having been presented to the District 
Commissioners, they recommended that this arbitrary rate of tax 
upon gross earnings be reduced in the case of these companies 
from 4 per cent to 14 per cent per annum. The committee, how- 
ever, do not recommend this rate. We found that the charter of 
the Anacostia Railroad, granted prior to 1888, but amended in 
1888 so as to incorporate in it this taxing provision, provided that 
for ten years the company should pay 2 per cent upon its gross 
earnings and after that time 4 per cent. This being the fact, the 
committee has recommended that in the present case the-tax be 
reduced to 2 per cent, instead of 14 per cent, and thatthe reduction 
operate only for three years, at the expiration of which time the 
present law shall be revived without er action of Congress. 











Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to the passage of this bill. 1 ‘ 
House my views as to the taxation which ought to be paid by 
street railways and other corporations enjoying municipal fran- 
chises and as to the manner in which the tax ought to be levied 
and collected. There was submitted to the House of Representa- 
tives a bill providing for the automatic taxation of street railway 
companies in proportion to their ability to pay. The Committee 
on the District of Columbia in reporting that bill adversely gave 
this reason for their action: 


These corporations, for the privileges granted them, are now all required 

by law to pay a per cent on their gross earnings. The committee think 

lan is fair and equitable, and do not believe the change proposed in the 

bill desirable or wise. If any change is to be at ali the committee think 
it should be only as to the per cent rate charged. 


This was the only reason thecommittee deigned to give for their 
actionin the premises. It is to be doubted if twomembers of the 
committee ever gave the subject-matter of H. R.8768 fourteen 
minutes thought—a subject-matter involving the best results of 
the best thought of the most cultured students of municipal 
franchises. 

Such is the reason unanimously given by the District Commit- 
tee for its opposition to the bill which they at that time had under 
consideration, to wit, that a uniform gross-percentage tax as now 
established by law for all street railways was “ fair and equitable.” 

The committee now comes here with a proposition fixing a dif- 
ferent rate of taxation for certain special roads; the proposition 
is to equalize downward at the expense of the public treasury— 
not upward. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will allow me to say that the rate 
of taxation we now propose is entirely equal as to the class of roads 
embraced in the bill s 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not at all. 

Mr. HEARD. It applies equally to these three suburban roads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, of course, as to them. 

Mr. HEARD. I leave the House to judge as to the correctness 
of my statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, there are street 
railway companies within this District which can pay to the Dis- 
trict treasury 25 or 30 per cent of taxation on their earnings with 
perfect ease, leaving a fair profit after paying their running ex- 

nses. There is no doubt about that. There are street railways 
in the city of New York which pay from 25 to 30 per cent. Even 
in the little city of Buffalo the street railway companies are re- 
ported to pay three or four times as much in the way of taxation 
as is demanded here. In the city of Baltimore they pay 9 per 
cent on their gross earnings; they formerly paid 20 per cent. In 
this District Congress has imposed a tax of 4 per cent upon the 
gross earnings of all roads; but here we have a proposition for a 
reduction as to three roads. The disposition appears to be to re- 
duce the taxes when they are supposed to be too high, but not to 
raise them where they are certainly too low. It is poor equaliza- 
tion that knows but one direction. 

Now, it strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that it would have been far 
better had the District Committee adopted the plan indorsed by 
all the leading economists who have studied the question of monop- 
olies in municipalities—the plan of permitting the street railway 
franchises to be operated upon the payment of an unusual tax, 
automatic in its nature, based upon a public bid for the franchise, 
whereby the Government would get all it possibly can and the 
company pay all that it ought to pay. 

This is to be arrived at by submitting the rate of taxation for a 
fixed period in the case of each franchise to the business interest 
which shall operate it, by selling the franchise for a percentage to 
be bid at the time, the highest bidder taking the franchise and 
operating it; it being further provided, as in House bill 8768, that 
at the expiration of a given time, to which the franchise should 
be limited, there shall be a resale, a board of appraisement fixing 
the value of the old property when it passes into the hands of a 
newcompany. Thissystem would operate at all times automatic- 
ally, the public obtaining all that the traffic could pay in conson- 
ance with receipt of safe and legitimate profits by those who ope- 
rate the road. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall nee any further special legisla- 
tion in regard to municipal franchises in the American Congress. 
[Applause.] I want a general incorporation law, and to do away 
with this special legislation. To-day we have had an illustration 
of the present condition. There are forty-four States in this 
Union, and the District of Columbia takes up one-fourteenth of 
the time of the American Congress. ’ 

Mr. HEARD. Well, we have not taken up very much of the 
time ere 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, you take up your full 
share of the time. And one-half of the time of the District of Co- 
lumbia in this Congress is taken up by the consideration of street 
railway bills—bills that nobody here knows anything about; no- 
ae knows whether they are legitimate enterprises or merely 
jo 


Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
ave hitherto made known to the 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Does it not seem tothe gentleman 
as if a large portion:of the time of the District of Columbia on this 
floor has been taken up by gentlemen trying to abuseand hurt the 
District? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I, sir, do not know whether 
that be the case or not. I stand here for myself as one who is in 
favor of making the city of Washington the very mold, model, 
and pattern of all that is best and most desirable in municipal 
government. I have stood here at all times for that, and I shall 
continue to pursue the same policy hereafter. I do not feel that 
in what I have done I have abused the District or sought to in- 
jure it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iam not making the point on the 
gentleman himself—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, if the 
Iowa did not have that in view, his question as 
of my remarks was totally irrelevant. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Well, that is a mere matter of 
opinion. The gentleman has been arraigning the District for the 
time that it occupies the attention of Congress, I was calling his 
attention to the fact that very much of the time allotted to the 
District in this Congress has been consumed in abuse of the Dis- 
trict. The gentleman should remember that the District has no 
representation on this floor; and it certainly ought to have at least 
fair treatment at our hands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is not the fault of the Dis- 
trict that it takes up the time. If there was a general incorpora- 
tion law passed by Congress it would end it. 

I do not see any reason, and have never been able to understand 
why two or three persons in this or any other city should get to- 
gether and map and plat out the line of a street railway, and then 
come to Congress and ask the right to occupy such streets or alleys 
as they have seen proper to follow with their projected road. They 
are public property and ought to be used only for public purposes. 

In the bill which I had the honor of presenting to this Congress 
it remained for the District Commissioners to indicate at any time 
what route needful to the public should be allowed in this city, 
and then when that was determined that the franchise for the 
road to be operated along the designated route should be put up 
to the highest bidder. We have no right to give away these fran- 
chises. ides that, the plan I suggested is not an experiment. 
It has been the law in the great State of New York for ten years 
past; and it does seem to me that men lose their common sense. 
sometimes when they come to consider public questions of this 
character. No man in h:3 private business, who had control of 
the streets or alleys of this city, would be willing to give away, 
without some return, their use. He would not consent, without 
some compensation, to give a valuable franchise which author- 
ized the use of his streets or alleys. And yet that is just what we 
are doing here every day, except that is the property of the people 
and not our own which we so liberally bestow on the favered few. 

Mr. BECKNER. If the gentleman will permit me, the consti- 
tution of my State, Kentucky, prohibits the giving away of any 
franchise. It must be sold. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So much the better for Ken- 
tucky. It ought to be in every constitution of every American 
State. And this Congress, forming as it does the board of mayor 
and aldermen of the city of Washington, ought to insist on such 
municipal management of the city, covering street railways and 
other franchises, as would make the city of Washington stand 
like ‘‘a city seton a hill.” It should be a model to all other cities, 
not only with reference to the street-railway system of the city, 
but in regard to all other municipal affairs. This can be accom- 
plished by pursuing that policy which students of municipal econ- 
omy, as a science, have for years throughout the rest of the world 
advocated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will not my friend from 
Mississippi be fair enough to state that the streets and alleys to 


gentleman from 
an interruption 


which he refers are not interfered with at all by this bill? This 
does not refer to any street or alley in the city. It is altogether 
suburban—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the name of the strect 


= 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). And the roads 
to _ reference is made here do not come into the city proper 
at all. 

Mr. HEARD. The roads referred to, I will state in answer to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, are the Georgetown and Tennally- 
town road, the Brightwood, and the Rock Creek. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, the word “street” is 
merely an old Roman relic which means road, and it does not mat- 
ter whether they be in thecity orcountry. It is merely a quibble 
upon the word. A country highway is a “road,” a city highway is 
a “street.” 
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Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few observa- 
tions in reply to what the gentleman from Mississippi has said. 
The gentleman says that there should be a general incorporation 
law in the District. There is no doubt of that, but it is not aa 


original discovery on his part—— 
I shall take advantage of the 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
leave extended me to present, dispassionately, the reasons which 


lead me to believe that bill (H. R. 8768) or some other bill contain- 
ing its essential features ought to become a law. 

I shall _— the bill atlength inthe Recorp. I invite a careful 
perusal of its provisions: 


A bill (H. R. 8768) to secure adequate compensation for the right to construct 
use, or extend and operate street railroads in the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the d of Commissioners of the 
trict of Columbia, on their own motion or when application may be made 
to them for consent to the construction, maintenance, use, operation, or ex- 
tension ot a street railroad or railway for the transportation of ngers, 
mails, or freight over, upon, under, through, or across any of the streets, 
roads, avenues, parks, or public places within the District of Columbia, and 
when they shall deem the construction or extension of such railroad or rail- 
way advisable in the public interest, must provide as a condition of the said 
consent to the use of said street, road, avenue, park, or public place that the 
right, franchise, and privilege of using said street, road, avenue, park, or 
ublic place shall be sold at public auction to the bidder who will give the 
argest percentage per annum of the gross receipts derived from the opera- 
tion of said railroad or railway, with adequate ae hereinafter pro- 
vided for the payment of such percentage: Provided, That in no event shall 
any franchise be sold giving consent to the use of an overhead trolley line 
within the city of Washi m. The security hereinafter provided for shall 
be for the fulfillment of said agreement and for the commencement and com- 
plots of said road according to the plan or plans, and on the route or routes 
xed for its construction, within the time or times hereinafter designated 
and prescribed therefor; but no franchise thus sold shall be granted for a 
period longer than thirty years. Congress expressly reserves the right to 
regulate and reduce the rate of fare on such railroad or railway. Prior to 
such sale notice of the time, place, and terms thereof, and of the route to be 
sold, and of the conditions upon which the consent of the said Board of Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to the construction, maintenance, use, 
operation, or extension of such street railroad or railway, or any railroad or 
railway carrying passengers, mails, or freight over or under any of the 
streets, roads, avenues, parks, or — places of the District of Columbia 
will be given, shall be published three times a week for at least three weeks 
in two daily newspapers of the =~. of Washi nm, to be designated by the 
resident of said rd of Commissioners. e president of the Board of 
Jommissioners of the District of Columbia, or any other member of the Board 
designated by the Board for that purpose, shall attend and conduct the sale 
to be made under the ren of this act, and may adjourn the same from 
time to time, not exce ing twice, for a period not exceeding four weeks in the 
aggregate, and may cancel the bid if the bidder shall not furnish satisfactory 
security, and resell the said consent and license in the same manner as above 
provided. The bidder or bidders to whom the said consent or license shall 
sold shall commence the construction of the said road within one year and 
complete the same within three years from the date of sale. The said bid- 
der who may build and operate said railroad shall at all times keep accurate 
books of account of the business and earnings of such rail which books 
shall at all times be subject to the inspection of the said of Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia; and in the event of the failure or refusal 
of the party or corporation operating or using the railroad to be constructed 
as aforesaid to pay the rental or percentage of gross earnings agreed upon, or 
to commence the construction of said rai , or to complete same within 
the time or times designated, then, upon notice to the said party or corpora- 
tion of not less than sixty days, the said consent and right to operate such 
railroad must be declared forfeited and the same shall be resold to the high- 
est bidder in the manner above provided. Such forfeiture may be decreed 
or ordered by the judgment of any court having jurisdiction, after the party 
or corporation s have had opportunity to be heard in their defense; and 
the said court shall have jurisdiction in the same suit to assess the damages 
accruing to the District of Columbia for the failure to comply with said 
agreement in any particular and to give judgment on the for the 
amount so ascertained. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall apply to all ee for consent to construct, 
maintain, use, operate, or extend such street railroads or railways as afore- 
said, made under or in pursuance of any statute, whether such application 
is hereafter made or may have been heretofore made, but not at the passage 
of this act finally acted upon by Congress, and also to emcees upon 
which Congress has finally acted, but which have not at that time been made 
final by the consent of the owners of a sufficient oh ecagamy of the property 
situated upon the line of the proposed railroad or railway. 

Sec. 3. t the security required by section 1 of this act shall be a bond 
or undertaking in writing and under in such form, condition, amount, 
and sureties as shall be required and approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. 

Sec. 4. That Congress wer.ot any time amend or repeal this act, and the 
— or repeal shall have the effect of operating on all consents given 

ereunder. 

Sxnc. 5. That whenever the sale shall be made of the right to construct and 
operate a branch or extension of an existing railroad but one fare shall be 
ex: for over such branch or extension and over the line of the 
road which shall have applied therefor, and if operated by separate corpo- 
— earnings from such joint business shall be divided upon the basis of 
mileage. 

Src. 6. That when, after the expiration of the thirty years herein fixed as 
the period for the sale of franchises, a franchise shall be sold to a company, 
corporation, or a person not the company, corporation, or person formerly 
operating the same, then, upon the application of the company, corporation, 
er person formerly operating the same to the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, the said court shall hear evidence and determine the actual 
value at the time of such personal and real property as is necessary to the 
operation of the road, transferred by the new sale of consent from the old 
company, corporation, or person to the new company. corporation, or person, 
ani said amount so determined shall be paid within ninety days; but the title 
to such real or personal property, the property of the eres corporation, 
or person formerly operating the said ri or cewets as 
the ration of the road vest at once by virtue of the new sale of con- 
sent in the company, corporation,.or person purchasing the same. Either 
party to said controversy may demand and have a jury for the trial of the 
cause; but nomies herein contained shall be so construed as to permit the 
coasideration by the court or the jury of the value of — public right, fran- 
chise, or easement transferred by the new sale of consen 

Sxc. 7. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


necessary to’ 


The bill causes, as you will notice, Mr. Chairman, a complete 
revolution of existing methods as they prevail within the District 
of Columbia; but it is a great mistake to — for that reason 


that it contains anything of an experimental character, or that 
there is anything in it new to men who have given this subject 
much thought. 

Among the problems of to-day are two most interesting and 
great ones. One is the problem of municipal taxation, as a part 
of the greater question of municipal government, which is attract- 
ing much attention. 

axation in all the large cities is growing much more rapidly 
than either population or wealth. This is true not only of Ameri- 
can cities, but of those of all Christendom. Cities are expending 
much more money for public buildings, public parks, sewerage, 
paving, and things of that sort than ever before, and many of 
them are beginning to make expenditures for public baths and 
other things, which would have struck our forefathers as rank 
socialism. 

The question of ways and means, therefore, in municipal gov- 
ernment is becoming a matter of deep anxiety. In casting about 
for methods to raise revenue sufficient to meet these new condi- 
tions men of advanced thought have begun to fasten upon ‘‘nat- 
ural monopolies” as fit suggestions for taxation. A ‘natural 
monopoly” may be defined to be any business in the carrying on 
of which competition is impossible and combination unavoid- 
able. Gas, water, electric lights, telephone lines, and street rail- 
way companies are instances of such ‘‘natural monopolies.” It 
has become a matter of elementary economic science now that 
competition is impossible in any of these. New charters and new 
companies are driven out by the old ones putting the prices down 
for that purpose until the field is clear of competition, and then 
more than making up from the citizens by new and extortionate 
charges what they have previously seemed to deny themselves. 

In the matter of gas and water works there seems a general con- 
sensus of opinion of those who have made the most careful obser- 
vation and study that municipal ownership is the solution of the 
problem. 

As to street railways, several methods of solving the problem 
have been suggested. First, municipal ownership and operation— 
the public receiving all the profits of the business—to which there 
are many objections into which I can not now fully enter; second, 
the old scheme of private ownership combined with a propert 
tax or a license tax; and third, the method suggested by this bill. 

This question of the ck pm of street railways is, moreover, 
in my opinion, but a part of a = greater question—the manage- 
ment of all steam railways. The man who runs may see that the 
present system is condemned, not only by reason, but by costly, 
almost fatal, experience. The constant war which takes place be- 
tween capital and labor, resulting in the total interruption of the 
business of the people, requiring the intervention of the public 
authorities in order to settle quarrels in which the public as such 
should have no interest, and many other evils too numerous to 
mention now, have been illustrated in very recent days by the ob- 
a which the people viewed in Chicago during the late 
strikes. 

The public ownership of railroads is obnoxious for so many rea- 
sons—political, social, economical, and departmental—in a Gov- 
ernment constituted as ours is, that I do not think it would be se- 
riously considered by anyone not a radical inopinion. It may be 
well in considering the matter to recur very briefly to the first 
methods of management of railroads. 

When railroads were first chartered in England it was the view 
of Parliament that they should be treated like canals, the only 
transportation then existing whicli seemed analagous. For this 
reason charters were given to construct the railroads, and the 
chartered companies were empowered to charge tolls to anyone 
desiring to run cars over the roadbed. It was, of course, soon 
seen that this was absurd, and however much the fact was to be 
regretted upon other scores, it was a matter of unavoidable neces- 
sity that there must be an exclusive right—a monopoly forall time 
or for a limited time—given to one person, or company of persons, 
to operate the road. 

This monopoly was necessary in the interest of life and property. 
The Publicists then ran to the other extreme, which resulted in 
our present system—treating the construction and operation of 
railroads as private enterprises. Under this system the public 

arted in fee simple with all of its rights. The railroad was no 
onger like a turnpike or a canal, a thing to be used by anybody who 
would pay a fixed rate, but became the exclusive property of cer- 
tain companies. In our day we have begun to see that this sys- 
tem can not be carried on long consistently with the public interest. 

If, when the original policy had been changed, the Government 
had retained its control and ownership of the roadbed, leasing to 
corporations the right to operate cars over the bed duringa fixed 

od of time ot under fixed conditions, the problem would 

ave been settled without resort to Government rent which 

seems to be the method of solution just at present fashionable 
upon the continent of Europe, and threatened here. 


1895. 





To leave the larger question. 

Street railways present the same problem upon a smaller scale. 
The problem is simpler with them, because experiments can be 
nee easily made, with less risk of great harm in case they prove 

ures. 

In an introduction by Richard T. Ely to the Historical Sketch of 
the Finances of Pennsylvania, which I find in volume 2 of bpd nae 
lications of the American Economic Association, on page 128, adopt- 
ing the principles laid down by Prof. Henry C. Adams in a pre- 
vious monograph, I find the following lines: ‘“‘ The construction 
and management of street-car lines by English municipalities, the 
purchase of the telegraph in England, the growing importance of 
state forests, under the apparent inadequacy of private enterprise, 
to provide sufficient area of forests, and to manage it properly, 
the reversion of all French railways to the nation in the coming 
century, the reversion of the street-car lines to the municipality 
of Berlin in 1911, and like reversions in other countries; all these 
are similar phenomena,” showing the tendency of modern thought 
in this regard. 

It is well enough to take a view of the actual status of street- 
railway management with a view of showing that what I am pro- 
posing to do in this bill is neither radical nor new. By recent 
parliamentary legislation in Great Britain municipalities are for- 
bidden to grant charters to street-car companies and electric light- 
ing companies for more than twenty-one years, and are compelled 
to reserve “‘ the right of repurchase at the appraised valuation for 
actual outlay.” 

In Baltimore, by the ordinance of 1859, the city is given the 
right to purchase the lines at the end of the period of fifteen years. 
In this ordinance a provision was incorporated requiring the pay- 
ment of 20 per cent of gross receipts for the franchise. Since that 
time the tax has been cut down to 9 per cent. As a consequence 
of this I find it stated by Mr. Davis R. Deway, Ph. D., Massa- 
chusetts Institute of Technology, that the city of Baltimore has 
secured during the past ten years an average of $100,000 a year. 

The city. of New Orleans has adopted the method of selling its 
franchises outright instead of reserving a rental in the shape of a 
percentage of the gross receipts, as proposed by me in House bill 
$768. The system there is to sell outright for a term of twenty-five 
years; advertising for sealed proposals accompanied by specifica- 
tions and conditions. In 1879 as high as $630,000 was paid for street- 
railway franchises by the New Orleans City Railroad Company. 
In 1883 an extension was awarded this omar ne another period 
of twenty-five years, in consideration of which it agreed to pave 
all the city portion of the streets over which the line ran. In 1881 
the sum of $300,000 was paid for the St. Charles street-railway 
franchise. In 1886 nearly one of the total expenditures of 
the city of New Orleans was paid by the sale of yet another street- 
railway franchise. In New Orleans the property reverts to the 
city at an agreed valuation at the end of twenty-five years. 

But it is from legislation in the great State of New York that 
we can obtain the best guidance. 

In this connection I shall take the liberty of reading from the 
report of the ‘‘ committee on public finance,” made by Mr. Deway 
to the council of the American Economic Association, to be found 
in volume 2 of the publications of that association, on page 560: 

In the early history of railway legislation in New York there were in- 
stances where the city obtained a certain share of gross receipts as well as a 
license fee for each car. This was ially the case with certain grants 
made to the New York and Harlem Company, when 10 per cent of the gross 
receipts on certain extensions was secured by the city. 

I call especial attention to this in view of the claim made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hatngs] that the highest taxes 
paid in New York were 3 per cent. I continue to read: 

The recent discussion and agitation in New York over this question are fa- 
miliar to all. In 1884 a law was passed by the State nears giving the 
aldermen the option of selling franchises at auction to the highest bidder if 
they saw fit todoso. This, however, was not compulsory, and, in the words 
of the chief magistrate of that Commonwealth, “‘ The aldermen refused to per- 
mit the city to avail itself of the power tod of the franchise of Broad- 
way for what it would realize at an honest public sale, and, without Ss 
a dollar’s compensation, gave the franchise away to a corporation that ha 
purchased a majority of the votes by which the outrage was consummated. 
All this was done against the protests of the citizens and in spite of the fact 
that millions had mn offered the city by responsible parties for the same 
franchise.” 

It is well for members to keep this fact, testified to by the gov- 
ernor of New York, in mind when they are assured on the floor 
that the District Commissioners “‘do not believe that it is wise or 
good policy to sell the franchises to the highest bidder in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” The aldermen of New York indulged in sim- 
ilar protests when this species of legislation was inaugurated 
there. ‘‘ Methinks the lady doth protest too much.” But to pro- 
ceed to the reading: 

In 1886 another bill was passed remedying this defective legislation and com- 
pelling the authorities to sell ‘at auction to the highest bidder.”’ This bill 
provided that the franchises must go to the bidder offering the largest per- 
centage of gross receipts. In accordance with this the sales of the franchises 
for the two distinct routes in New York City were advertised to be sold on 


A en 1887. The sales, however, were postponed and readvertised for 
ay . 
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On that day bids were received, and for the Twenty-cighth and Twenty- 
ninth street chise a premium of 26.2 ni cent was paid, and for the Fulton 
cross-town franchise, 35 percent. In addition to the pagmene of a percent- 

of the receipts as required by the law of 1886. it is distinctly de- 
clared in the recent notice (du the latter period of 1887) of the sale of 
franchise that the purchaser will be liable to pay annually into the city treas- 
ury for the first five yee 3 per cent, and thereafter 5 per cent,of the gross 
receipts, as required by the law of 1884. It should be noticed, however, that 
the requirement of a percentage of gross receipts as uniformly applied to ali 
companies, young or old, wealthy or struggling (the system in vogue in 
Washington), is by no means just. 

_In Baltimore, for example, some of the roads which have been long estab- 
lished and which have the best paying traffic could well afford, judging from 
the continued high rate of dividend, to pay more than 9 per cent, while other 
corporations which cover districts not so densely populated and which are not 
yet strong and established, find it difficult to pay any percentage whatever, 
and in some cases show repeated deficits in their budgets. Such a rule (that 
is, of uniform percentages applicable to all roads) not rationally applied will 
certainly hinder new extension of lines. 

In this connection I should like to read to the committee the 
language of Richard T. Ely, commencing on page 131 of his Prob- 
lems of To-day: 


Street railroads are one of the most important natural monepolinn, and a 
tendency for public ownership and management is beginning to become man- 
ifest. In the United States, however, there is but one public street railroad, 
and that is the one which is operated in connection with the Brooklyn Bridge. 
Although it is said to be the best-managed street railroad in the country, Iam 
not prepared to advocate public ownership in Baltimore at present. What 
we want is the New Orleans system, and that is what I have recommended in 
my report [to the Maryland legislature] on taxation. It is sale of franchise 
with reserved — to Be See all the property; that is, land, buildings, 
horses, cars—in short, the plant—at an appraised valuation at the expira- 
tion of a short period, say fifteen years. 

The period fixed by me in this bill is thirty years, but I shall 
take advantage of the first opportunity to move an amendment, 
having become satisfied myself that that is too long a period. 

To proceed in the language of Professor Ely: 

In this, as in every case of natural monopoly, it should be made perfectly 
clear that no compensation ought to be granted for compulsory purchase, 
good will, or expectation of future profits. This yields a large revenue to 
the city, and leaves the people free at the expiration of each period to adopt 
any system of street-railroad service which they see fit. It works very well 
in New Orleans, where in 1886 nearly one-eighth of all municipal expendi- 
tures was defrayed by the sale of a single franchise for twenty-five years, the 
maximum period for which one should ever be granted. * * * In New 
York City a franchise has been sold for 40 per cent of gross revenues, and ‘n 
Buffalo, N. Y., half the size of Baltimore, 30 per cent was offered for one. 

i was interrupted in my previous remarks upon this subject by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Haines] with the assertion that several 
times in New York extravagant bids had been made for the pur- 
pose of preventing an existing road from being paralleled; in 
other words, to keep out competition. This was true, and when 
the law was first passed — into operation in the city of New 
York the system which | am now attempting to put into opera- 
tion in the District of Columbia the bill was defective in that it 
did not provide sufficient safeguards to secure the bona fides of 
bidders. This defect was corrected, as were various other defects 
in the law from period to period. 

The bill which I have presented to the American Congress is a 
copy of existing New York law, almost verbatim et literatim, and 
contains, not the first crude efforts of the New York legislature 
to solve this problem, but all the subsequent legislation found nec- 
essary to its correct and efficient solution. By examining my bill 
it will be found that security in the shape of a bond in such “form, 
condition, amount, and sureties as shall be required and approved 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia” must be given 
by each bidder before his bid will be considered, which bond shall 
be for ‘‘the fulfillment of the agreement of the bidder to pay the 
amount bid by him and for the commencement and completion of 
said road according to the plans and on the routes fixed for its 
construction within the time designated and prescribed” in the 
advertisement for bids; and that in addition to the right of action 
on the bond which would accrue. to the District of Columbia for 
the failure to comply with said agreement in any particular, for- 
feiture of the franchise is to take place at once upon failure to pay 
the percentage of gross ee agreed upon, or upon failure to 
commence the construction of the railroad in the time limited 
by the advertisement, or upon failure to complete the same within 
the time designated. So that the abuses complained of by the 
gentlemen from Ohio and New York could not take place under 
the operations of the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I have called attention to the evils of special 
legislation and to the advisability of putting all companies under 
a general law, with an automatic variable tax corresponding to 


the wealth or poverty of each road; in other words, its ability to 
pay taxes. I have called attention to the time of the American 
ongress unnecessarily consumed in this legislation. There are 


some other matters I feel a delicacy in dwelling upon, whichit is well 
enough yet that we should bear in mind. The Congress of the 
United States and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
ought to be like Czsar’s wife, ‘‘abovesuspicion;” andas long as this 
special legislation continues there w ill be suspicion of favoritism, 
and even of fraud and corruption. We have ourselves seen one 
of the most estimable and honest members of this House forced to 
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make an explanation in defense of charges against his integrity, 
made by some newspa in the city of Washington—charges 
without foundation and totally uncatled for, growing out of a 
street railway charter. This and like transactions are but humil- 
itating incidents of a vicious system. a; 

Those who have studied the ways of legislative bodies know that 
special legislation in regard to corporations generates two classes 
of legislators. The first class consists of those who, while osten- 
sibly ceepeeieiee of the people and the agents and trustees of 
the public, are the concealed agents and advocates and ‘legislative 
attorneys” of corporate bodies. The second is a class still more 
contemptible, if possible—the class of blackmailers who are con- 
stantly threatening opposition to right legislation, or the initiation 
of wrong legislation, for the purpose of forcing corporations to buy 
them up. 

A law like the one I am proposing would take street railway 
legislation, at any rate, out of politics. It would make it a busi- 
ness matter. It would put it upon the same footing as the adver- 
tisement for bidders to construct a house within a certain time, 
out of certain materials, and in a certsin way, according to pre- 
scribed specifications. 

I might dwell upon the argument of the plain honesty of not 
giving away public property which should be sold. This ought 
to be a guiding principle for us as legislators. I can not wes 
this, however, as well as it has been expressed for me by Prof. 
Richard T. Ely in an article which he calls ‘A plan whereby taxes 
may be reduced in cities,” published in his volume ‘‘ Problems of 
To-day,” upon pee 174, which I shall take the opportunity of 
reading to the House. 

Let us imagine for the moment that a private man owned absolutely the 
streets of Baltimore. How would he ma the street-car business? He 
wonld give no favors to anybody. He would either operate the street cars 
himself or lease the privilege to the one who would give the most, and never 
under any circumstances—I take it for granted that the man is sane—woul 
he give a perpetual lease. Short, terminable leases are the kind private men 
give, and thus ee complete control of their own property. Yet witness 
the carelessness and indifference of our business men and the general public 
about this matter. 

Every one of us has an interest, and the interest of a single family is very 
considerable; but no one seems to concern himself about his own share in the 
pubhe property. Take the case of street-car fares. A certain public policy 
would ultimately lead to the establishment of 3-cent fares, which would easily 
be worth $0 a year to a family of five persons living a little distance from 
the center of Baltimore. Forty dollars a rae is interest on $1,000. 

Now, if the head of an ordinary family heard that there was a chance for 
him to come into an inheritance of a thousand dollars, how eager would he 
be? How actively would he follow by 4 all his legal claims? Yet he scarcely 
will turn on his heel to influence the legislature in the matter of some most 
astonishing street-car bills now before that body. On the contrary, when 
you begin talking with him on this matter, he will make such petty and trival 
objections to a sound policy, in successful operation elsewhere, that one 
is tempted to believe that three men out of four lose their common sense 
when they begin talking about public measures, 

I am sorry that the Commissioners for the District of Columbia 
and the District Committee in this House should have seen fit to 
set their faces against any plan to get for the public the value of 
franchises, and to show a preference to continue giving away valu- 
able public rights to the enrichment of corporators. 

This great Federal city, planned upon a magnificent scale, hav- 
ing its like nowhere in the world for streets and parks and ‘‘ mag- 
nificent distances,” worthy to be the seat of the Government of 
the ea and freest of peoples, should be the model city of the 
world, It should furnish for the study of the world the best sys- 
tem of public schools to be found, the best pavements, the highest 
degree of sanitation—the exemplification of the most advanced 
thought in — municipal. Itshould be the 7 mold and pat- 
tern of what is best in municipal management. I am not one of 
those who believe that the city of Washington, the capital of this 
great nation, should be restricted within the narrow limits that are 
necessary for the governance of other cities. It should be magnifi- 
cent—even superb—worthy of the oorie of the nation and of its 
traditions, and should reflect all t is best in American char- 
acter—all that is highest in American thought. 

Mr. Chairman, it been suggested that when we sell a fran- 
chise, even though for a fixed period, during that period we have 
put the incorporated company in the possession of vested rights, 
and have subjected ourselves to the anes of a contract. Of 
course this is true to a certain extent. It is true in this faratan 
rate, that the ae id and accepted can not be alter 
without the consent of —_. parties. But that is, as 
far as the public interest goes, virtually the case now. Frequently 
you find corporations knocking at your doors for the reduction of 
the amount of taxagreed upon. Never 7 by chance or hap- 
hazard find the District Committee or the Congress of the United 
States knocking at the door of the corporation to increase the rate 


agreed upon. 

In this bill I have retained the usual provision that ‘‘ Congress 
may at any time amend or repeal this act, and that the amend- 
ment or repeal shall have the effect of operating on all consents 
given hereunder.” I have further provided that ‘‘Congress ex- 
pressly reserves the right to regulate and reduce the rate of ” fare 
on such railroad or railroads. It can not be too clearly kept in 


mind that a reduction of fares is, from the standpoint alike of 
the public and of the corporation, an increase of taxation. 

It has been objected that it would have been fairer to have based 
the taxation upon the net receipts of railroad companies. Theo- 
retically this objection is well taken. Itis true that the ability of 
a corporation, or of a person, to pay is not in strict keeping with the 
gross proceeds of the business. One railroad will cost more to op- 
erate in proportion to its receipts than another. But gross pro- 
ceeds furnish a rough and approximate measure, and it has been 
found by experience in all cases where taxation has been levied in 
proportion to net proceeds of business that by some hocus-pocus 
of bookkeeping—fictitious expenditures—high salaries—inner con- 
struction works, or other legerdemain, net proceeds tend to dis- 
appear, and that basing a tax upon net receipts opens the door wide 
for all sorts of fraud and perjury and reduces the public com- 
pensation to a minimum. 

The tax on gross earnings is ‘‘ certain, easily ascertained, and 
not to be evaded,” and, if defective in that it bears no fixed pro- 
portion to net earnings or real profits, is defective in that respect 
only so long as a certain prescribed percentage is fixed for all roads. 
But if the gross percentage itself vary in proportion tothe ability of 
roads, or their estimated ability, to pay, it does necessarily bear a 
fair proportion to the real profits of the business, and becomes a 
very good measure of net profits themselves. The very beauty of 
this scheme is that the gross percentage does vary, and vary auto- 
matically, so that the public treasury will obtain all that the 
business will stand, and at the same time private enterprises and 
industry will be left a reasonable profit over and above running 

mses, wear and tear, insurance and risk. 
. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Missouri will pardon me, 
how long does he propose to continue? 

Mr. ARD. at is a matter to be determined by the temper 
of the House. I should like to get through with this bill if I can. 

I only want to call attention to the fact that there is a general 
incorporation law in this District, but it has not been the sense of 
this Congress, nor of any preceding Congress, that general incor- 

ration laws should contain provisions authorizing the charter- 
ing of street railways to run through the streets. On the con- 
trary, Congress has reserved to itself the exercise of that right. 

Only a short time ago a bill was presented to this House for its 
consideration, and passed by it, authorizing business companies, 
and so forth, incorporated under the general incorporation laws 
of the District, at the expiration of twenty years for which they 
might be incorporated under said laws, to extend their charter 
existence by filing declarations of purpose, and so forth. Upon 
themotion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] an amend- 
ment was incorporated in that bill expressly excluding street 
railways, gas companies, and concerns of that kind. It is an ex- 

ression of the sense of this House in approval of, and in conform- 
ity with, what has been the law always in this District, that while 
a general incorporation law may apply to business establishments, 
yet that Congress is not willing to give away to any other power 
the authority to license street-railway companies in this District. 
I think that Congress alone should exercise that power. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the three railroad companies referred to 
in this bill lie exclusively outside of the city of Washington, their 
lines running out into the country. Noone of them has ever 
earned a dollar above its expenses, nor in fact enough to pay its 
expenses, and upon presentation of these facts, as they are bound 
to appear annually—for the charter of each of these roads requires 
that it shall annually file a statement showing a detailed account 
of its earnings and expenditures—upon presentation of these facts 
in the case, the Commissioners recommended that in view of the 
fact that these roads were being operated at a loss, and were yet 
conferring a benefit upon the public, that it would be only equita- 
ble to reduce the rate of taxation from 4 per cent on their gross 
earnings to 14 per cent, which is the usual rate of tax on real and 
personal property. The Commissioners recommend that, and we 
recommend it. ' 

Mr. SWANSON. Did these corporations accept their charters 
with a provision providing for taxation at 4 per cent? 

Mr. RD. They did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And is there any proposition 
to increase the rate of taxation on the Washington and George- 
town road? 

Mr. SWANSON. If it had been a good bargain you could not 
have increased the rate of taxation. 

Mr. HEARD. My friend is in error in that regard. In every 
one of these charters there is reserved the right to Congress to alter, 
amend, or repeal these laws, and it is perfectly competent for Con- 

to impose upon any one of these roads a greater rate when 
in the judgment of Congress their traffic will bear it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I wish to interrupt the gentleman 
from Missouri, with his permission. In view of the fact that phere 
seems to be a considerable opposition to this bill, I ask the ge-tle- 
man if he has any objection to moving that the committee now rise, 
with a view to adjourning? 
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Mr. HEARD. I should be very glad to have a disposition of 


this matter before the committee rises; and I think u an un- 
derstanding of the bill the House will readily pass it. ‘or myself 
I care nothing about it, and the committee are absolutely indiffer- 
ent as to what the House may do with the measure. It is reeom- 
mended by the Commissioners. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It looks as though, from the char- 
acter of the opposition, we may be delayed a long time, and it 
seems to me it would be as well to adjourn now as later. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that we have any 
other bill to present that will be any more acceptable to the House 
than the one under consideration. If it is the disposition of the 
committee to rise, why, if it is manifested to a degree that justi- 
fies me in withdrawing the bill and moving that the committee 
rise, I shall do so. Standing for the District Committee and for 
the District of Columbia, I feel obliged to ask the indulgence of 
the House to such an extent as the House feels disposed to grant 
for the consideration of District business. It is not, however, my 
desire to impose upon the good nature of the House nor to urge 
the House beyond the limit of what it thinks is reasonable. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will not the gentleman move to 
take a recess until 8 o’clock? [Cries of “‘ Oh, no!”]} 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpDsoN] fora moment. He desires to read 
from the official report filed by these companies. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only wish tooccupy a min- 
ute. Imade the report inthis case by direction of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. The letters from the District Commis- 
sioners inclosing the annual reports of these three suburban 
roads show the following facts: That for the year 1893 the 
Brightwood Railroad lost $9,662 to operate it. For the year 1894 
the same road lost $16,687 to give the service to the public which 
that road renders. 

That is the Brightwood Railway. Now, as to the Rock Creek 
Railroad, the second in this bill, owned largely by a member of 
this House, as you all know, and who I have no doubt will verify 
the truth of these figures, this statement shows that that railroad 
lost in 1894 all earnings down tothe beginning of January, 1895, and, 
all the losses taken into consideration, a clear loss of $51,792.59. 
. Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what it cost to oper- 
ate that road over and above what the railroad received. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Inonemoment. This other 
road included in this bill is the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
road, a suburban road; and that road lost in its operating ex- 
penses for the last year $2,279.91. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, will the gentleman allow me to inter- 

rupt him? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In view of these facts the 
Commissioners recommended that the rate of taxation on the 
roads be reduced from 4 to 14 percent. The committee recom- 
mended it at 2 per cent. 

Mr. SWANSON. Are not most of these suburban railroads run 
in connection with real-estate ventures? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido not know. Iam not 
prepared to answer that question. I do not know that it is true. 

r. SWANSON. Is there any evidence before the committee 
as to the profit these men have made upon the purchase of real 
estate on the lines of these roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That would have been wholly 
foreign to our inquiry. If the gentleman knows anything of that 
kind he knows more than I do about real-estate speculation. But 
what bearing has that upon the expenses of these roads? The bulk 
of the stockholders of these roads have no interest in real estate. 
a oa them may have, and it would be perfectly legitimate if 

e ‘ 

r. SWANSON. Have they had bills to increase the rate of 
taxes upon the other roads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman asks the 
question if there are any bills introduced to increase the rate of 
taxes upon any of the other roads. No such bill has been refer- 
red tous. The District Commissioners have not sent us any such 
bill in respect to those roads. Ido not know who owns them. 
do not know that any member of Congress owns a dollar in any 
of them except the gentleman of whom I spoke, and he does not 
object to it. 

. . SIMPSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
on 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Has it been the policy of the Commissioners 
or the Committee on the District of Columbia to reduce the taxes 
of corporations and institutions that were not making money? 
Has that been the general policy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Those corporations do not 
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come before us; and I am not. prepared to answer that question 


at all. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Do you not think that is a dangerous policy to 
adopt in t to this matter? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think it is danger- 
ous where we reserve the right to put all the taxes back whenever 
it is necessary to do so or desirable. The bill itself, Mr. Chair- 
man, provides that this reduction shall only last three vears, and 
at the end of that time the rate of 4 per cent is again imposed upon 
oe roads; and, afterwards, if we want to put it higher, we can 

0 SO. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to question the gentleman a little 
further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the gentleman fear that by setting 
this example every corporation, and the rest, all the street-car 
corporations of the city, will use up their funds and spend the 
money in betterments along the line of road so as to secure a re- 
duction of taxation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
man suggests robbery upon the part of these stockholders, direct- 
ors, and officers of the company. I do not think that any such 
insinuation as that can be made against the honorable gentlemen 
who happen to be officers of those companies. I do not believe— 
and I state it from personal acquaintance with many of these gen- 
tlemen—I do not believe that they will falsify their returns in 
order to save taxes upon their incomes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman has a great deal more confi- 
dence in corporations than I have. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not speak for corpora- 
tions. I speak for the officers who make these reports. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, they represent the corporations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ah! they do. It is very 
easy to say that a corporation has no soul, but here is the sworn 
statement of these officers that they are running at a loss. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN... I understand these taxes are imposed against a 
street-car company because it is using a public highway? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. 1 would like to ask the gentleman if the reason 
he gives for the reduction of the taxes in this case is good; if it 
could not be urged with equal propriety by the owner of proper‘y 
whose property is not paying? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think so; and I ¢o 
not think the gentleman thinks so. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not a proper answer to make that this road 
is built for the purpose of improving real estate that the stock- 
holders own, and that they make a profit on the real estate? Isit 
fair for them, then, to come in and insist that they must not be 
taxed for the use of the highway? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
man is a very hypothetical one. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not a proper one in the consideration of 
this matter? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do you say the facts are 
that way? 

Mr. BRYAN. I believe in most cases these suburban roads are 
built for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do you believe it in this 
case? 

Mr. BRYAN. I believe the committee should have investi- 
gated that matter and found out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
should have served on the committee. 
man. 

Mr. HULICK. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

9 HEARD. I yield a minute to the gentleman from New 
York. s 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, on previous District days, when 
these railway matters have been before the House, I have advo- 
cated in each instance the reduction of the 4 per cent tax on the 
gross receipts of the companies, because I believed, and not only 
believed but knew, that it was impossible for these suburban roads 
to pay a tax of 4 per cent of their gross receipts and do business. 
It is only a question of time when the roads provided for in the 
bills that we have recently passed—the incorporators or the offi- 
cers of those roads—will come to Congress and ask for some relief 
of this kind, and in the mean time they will probably have passed 
once or twice into the hands of receivers. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams] states that it is customary for street- 
railway corporations in different cities to pay into the city treasury 
a certain percentage of their earnings, and he says that in some 
places they pay 13 and 15 per cent. Now, it is a fact that in the 
city of New York they are only paying 3 per cent of their gross 
receipts upon the greatest street-railway system in the United 
States, the Broadway line, and if a corporation such as it is now 


The inquiry of the gentle- 


The question of the gentle- 


Perhaps the gentleman 
Iam through, Mr. Chair- 
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statements that I have heretofore made, that it is only a question 


undredth per cont, then the Broadway line can afford to pay 25 | of time when the ene mentioned here (and I have no 


per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
gentleman from New York to say that 3 per cent was the highest 
amount of tax that was paid by the street railroads in the city of 
New York. I read from a statement of ‘‘ Municipal revenues 
from street railways,” in the report of the committee on public 
finance to the council of the American Economic Association, 
which investigated this very matter. Here is a statement of the 
sales of franchises as required by law (the sale being provided 
in my bill, which was copied from the New York law verbatim 
et literatim). 

These sales were on May 31, 1887. On that day bids were re- 
ceived. For the Twenty-eighth and Twenty-ninth-streets fran- 
chises there was bid 26.2; and for the Fulton-street-cross-town 
franchise 35 per cent, this being in addition to the payment of a 
percentage of the gross receipts, as required by the law of 1884— 
the 8 per cent of which the gentleman from New York speaks. I 
read further: ‘In arecent notice of the sale of a franchise it is 
stated that the purchaser is required to pay annually into the 
treasury for the first five years 3 per cent and thereafter 5 per 
cent of the gross proceeds, asrequired by the law of 1884.” Now, 
in addition to that, we have one company paying 26.2 for a fran- 
chise and another 35 per cent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Are you aware that neither of those roads 
was ever built? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am not aware of it, and I 
think I am aware of the contrary, but I will not make the positive 
assertion. I am morally certain that the gentleman from Ohio is 
not aware of any such fact. It is a well-known fact that in the 
city of Baltimore the street railways paid a tax of 20 per cent for 
years, which was ey reduced, until it is now 9 per cent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not upon the same basis as these roads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They pay 9 per cent on all 
street franchises in the city of Baltimore; and in the city of New 
Orleans they are required to pay—— 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to direct the attention of 
the gentleman to the point that the charters to which he refers 
were charters to build railroads through thickly settled portions 
of great cities. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I admit that. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, one word more. I have 
been here ten years, and have helped consider évery street railway 
franchise that has been granted in that time, and there has not 
been one of said roads of which the operators have made any money; 
so that if those franchises had been sold for one penny it would have 
been more than the roads had made during this period. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, statements of 
that sort, and the letters which come to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and which induce him to repeat the statements here in per- 
fect truthfulness and good faith—— 

Mr. HEARD. I take the statements from the official reports. 
Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I did not yield for a controvers 
between these two gentlemen. I yielded for a question. [Langhter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
— yield? 

Mr. HAINES. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. lam going to say that state- 
ments of that kind would come to me with very much greater 
force but for the fact that Lremember a little history. That his- 
tory is, that when it was attempted to put this system in operation 
in New York the same kind of statements and arguments were 
made there, the railroad companies saying that perf could not live 
and pay even 5 per cent, and the great board of aldermen and the 
common council of the city of New York eed with them, and 
gave away a franchise for which millions of dollars had been ac- 
tually bid. The then governor of New York is my authority for 
that statement. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I do not know how truthful 
this Economic Association may be upon matters in general, but 
in this t its reports are entirely wrong. The franchises 
for which 25 and 35 per cent were bid, mentioned by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, were for roads that have never been built. 
7 were never intended to be built. It was not the intention 
of the promoters to build them. What they wanted was to keep 
other companies from building on parallel streets. For that rea- 
son they have bid in New York City as —_ as 101 per cent for 
a street-railroad franchise—that for the Fulton street line. The 
fact is there is only one street railway in the city of New York, 
in my judgment, and I believe I am correct, that is now paying 
over 3 per cent, and that is the Broadway line. 

Mr. DRIX. That is the only one. 

Mr. HAXNES. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is the disposition of this 
House to be fair, and it will be fair when it understands the situ- 
ation, and I trust that members will listen while I repeat the 


personal knowledge of any of them) must succumb to the inev- 
iiable and fail, if they have not already failed—when they must 
go into the hands of a receiver; because it is impossible for them 
to maintain themselves while paying a tax of 4 per cent on their 
gross receipts. It is true that in the city of New York, where the 
roads pass through miles and miles of thickly populated neigh- 
borhoods, it is possible that roads of this character may pay a tax 
of 3 or 5 eo cent; but as to these suburban roads in this District, 
passing through a country where perhaps there is one residence 
in a space of half a mile—I do not pretend to state the matter with 
certainty, because I am not familiar with those parts of the Dis- 
trict—it is not possible for them to pay a tax of 4 per cent. Their 
receipts are in some instances, as I gather from their reports, $20 
or $25 a day, and they must be running behind day after day, 
week after week, and year after year. 

I advocate the reduction here proposed, because I understand 
this line of business; it is one in which I have spent my life. I 
mean to be fair. In the management of franchises of my own in 
different sections of the country I have accepted anything that is 
reasonable and fair from the officials granting charters. This I 
consider a proper bill for the relief of the corporations mentioned; 
and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. COX. When these railroad companies accepted these fran- 
chises what did they agree to pay? 

Mr. HAINES. As I have stated heretofore, there are people 
who obtain these franchises in order. to sell them; and they will 
pay in some cases 25 per cent or 40 per cent if they are obliged to 
do so in order to get control of the franchise and get some one to 
build the road. 

Mr. COX. Do you mean to say that parties obtain these fran- 
chises by false bids? 

Mr. HAINES. I do saythat such is the case in many instances. 

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman think we ought to excuse them 
when they make false bids in order to take advantage of the com- 
—o 
Mr. HAINES. But these people who make these bids in order 
to obtain the franchises are not the parties who operate them; it 
is ~——e outside whom they induce to invest their capital who 
are ‘‘ left.” 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, as there is only one proposition 
in this bill, and it has been thoroughly discussed, I ask for a vote; 
and to test the sense of the committee I will move that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want tooffer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move to amend by adding a 
provision that the rate of taxation upon the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company be increased to 15 per cent. If it 
is fair to reduce taxation in one case in order to ‘‘equalize,” let 
us, where it is equally fair, increase the taxation in order to 
‘*equalize.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to 
move that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the 
gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Harp] has yielded the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. In view of the impatience manifested by mem- 
bers (which I confess is not unnatural, the session having been 
a long one), I move that the committee rise, my purpose being to 
ask that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock to resume the con- 
sideration of District business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TRACEY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R.8923) to amend the charters of certain street 
railroad companies in the District of Columbia, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the House take a recess until 8 
o'clock this evening, for the further consideration of District busi- 
ness. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope that will not be done until 
the House has considered a bill to which I think there will be no 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. A motion having been made to adjourh, the 
Chair is not at liberty to entertain ao proposition; but 
pending the motion to adjourn, if there be no objection, will sub- 
mit certain personal requests. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BRYAN obtained leave to print in the 
REcoRD remarks on House bill No. 8556, and Mr. WriiaMs of 
Mississippi on House bill No. 8768. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. ; 

Mr. LAPHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Fifty-second Congress papers in the case 
of Francis A. Field. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS] to withdraw his motion to adjourn that I may as consid- 
eration of a little local bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. [I insist on my motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 45 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned till 12 o’clock m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the clerk, and 
reload to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: ; 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 

H. R. 8651) for the relief of the personal representatives of James 
hodes, deceased. (Report No. 1953.) ; 

By Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts: Miscel- 
laneous document for the relief of John W. Almarode. (Re- 
port No. 1955.) 3 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
8070) for the relief of Henry A. Webb. (Report No. 1956.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
—_— following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 8961) to provide for the 
location and sale of certain lands, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8963) to add a new section to an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the examination and classification of cer- 
tain mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho,” approved 
February 26, 1895, to be known as section 9. 

By Mr. HOUE: A bill (H. R. 8962) to authorize the improve- 
ment of the water power of the Holston River at Armstrong Mill 
Shoals, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 








By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the house of representatives of | 
uesting the Government to cede to Ne- | 


the Nebraska legislature, r 
braska the site of Fort Omaha, to be used for a military training 
school—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Territories: 
ig of the legislature of Oregon, to protect the wild fowl of 

aska. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolution passed by the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, asking that the Government build a new and larger dry 


dock at Boston or enlarge the present one—to the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
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issued or sold except in pursuance of special act of Congress—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the State board of health of the State of 
Iowa, favoring House bill 8481—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of 54 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution that no State shall 
grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of 199 citizens of Burlington, 
175 of Trenton, 150 of Mount Holly, 128 of Vincentown, 106 of 
Cassville, 100 of Hammonton, 82 of Yardville, and 64 of Cross- 
wicks, all of New Jersey, against appropriating public money and 
in favor of a law prohibiting an establishment of religion—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of 199 citizens of Burlington, 175 of Trenton, 150 
of Mount Holly, 128 of Vincentown, 100 of Hammonton, 82 of 
Yardville, and 64 of Crosswicks, all of New Jersey, against grant- 
ing the right of franchise to persons not citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of citizens of Linden- 
wald, N. J., against Government support of sectarian institu- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution by the Minne- 
sota Agricultural Society, favoring legislation for the destruction 
of the Russian thistle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Clear 
Ridge, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting any legislation for sectarian purposes, 
or appropriations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Clear Ridge, Pa., 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting any State from granting the right of franchise to any 
person not a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH (by request): Petition of A. Coleman Cis- 
mont and others, 6f Virginia and elsewhere, for the passage of 
House resolution of January 19, 1895, for the ratification of a per- 
manent treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign airs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of 150 member of the National Council 
of Women, asking for the passage of House resolution of January 
19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of arbitration 





| between the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee 
| on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of Schuylkill County, Pa,, 
in favor of the proposed sixteenth and seventeenth amendments to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAYERS (by a omc A Protest from the Federation of 

Columbia against the seizure of property 


| by condemnation—to the Committee on Labor. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H.R.8965) for the relief of the | L . 
| on Foreign Affairs. 


next of kin of Christian Reimers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of Tobias E. Lamb—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8967) for relief of Marshall 
R. Satheren—te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8968) granting a pension to 
Stephen L. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8969) granting a pension to Rebecca P. Mc- 
Cullough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following — and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Typographia No. 3, in favor 
of the so-called Maguire bill for the better protection of American 
seamen—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, petition of 60 citizens of St. Louis, in favor of a constitu- 
tional amendment restricting the right of suffrage to actual citi- 
zens of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 60 citizens of St. Louis, in favor of a constitu- 
tional amendment oe for the a separation of church 
and state—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: Petition of Rev. Amanda Deyo and 56 
others, for the passage of House bill of January 19, 1895, for a per- 
manent treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 27 citizens of Tama Ceunty, Iowa, 
favoring (1) the restoration of silver to its ‘‘old position” on a 
ratio of 16 to 1; (2) that the Government alone be invested with 
power to issue currency—gold, silver, and paper; (3) that the law 
under which the Secretary of the is permitted to sell in- 
terest-bearing bonds be at once repealed, and that no more be 
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By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (by request): Petition of citizens 
of Elkhart, Ind., for the passage of House resolution of January 
19, 1895, for the ratification of a permanent treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Lorenzo D. Arm- 
strong, of Marshall County, Ala., for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRmpAY, March 1, 1895. 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitpurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings; when, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the eulo- 
gies delivered in Congress upon Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator from 
the State of Michigan, be printed as required by law. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the resolution be put on its passage. 

The concurrent resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T.-O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, 
cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and George- 
town, and for other purposes, with an amendment; in which it 

uested the concurrence of the Senate. 

he message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
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8093) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


The message further announced that the se had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8618) making ap- 
propriations for gundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiseal year mn June 30, 1896, and for other purpeses; agreed to 
the conference for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Savers, Mr. 
O’NeIL of Massachusetts, and Mr. CANNON managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8767) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 

UrpPOses ; to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 

isagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. DockrerRy, Mr. Coomss, and Mr. DInGLEY managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8S. 2790) to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws of 
1882, entitled “An act to provide for deductions from the gross ton- 
nage of vessels of the United States;” 

A bill (H. R. 5062) to some the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railway Company the right to build two branch lines, and to 
grant the right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, and 
for other “eon 

A bill (HL. BR. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of the Red 


Cress ; 

A bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monon- 
gahela River; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies-in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot grounds, 


ete, ; 

A bill (H. R. 7177) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudsen; 

A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of the heirs and devisees of 
Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased ; 

A bill (FH. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro 
Electric Railway Company, of Maryland, to extend its line of road 
into and within the District of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing Second Lieut. F. D. 
Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, to accept 
the position of commandant of cadets at the Virginia Military 
Academy, Lexington, Va. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 60 citizens of Attica, 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented itions of 54 citizens of Cincinnati, of 
sundry citizens of Middleport, and of 60 citizens of Attica, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying for the tion of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, prohibiting the appropriation of 
moneys for sectarian institutions; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition ef the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Detroit, Mich., praying for the establishment of branch 
hydrographic offices at each of the principal lake ports, ay oe y at 
the port of Detroit, Mich.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Calhoun, 
Jefferson, Bullock, Clark, Henry, and Bibb counties, all in the State 
of Alabama, praying for a republican form of government in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution of the general assembly of 
the State of Illinois; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution No. 12, 


Ween Sate te pies pees a Be apace of the United States a bill 
known as House bill oe © —— of the land sales on military 
; an 


land warrants to the 

Whereas this bill is of great interest to the people of this State, and if enacted 
into a law will benefit the le of this State: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the of Illinois (the house of representatives concur- 
ring therein), That our Senators in ps perry h instructed and our Repre- 
sentatives requested to vote for said and to use all honorable means to secure 


its passage. 
‘Hesolved further, That the secretary of the senate and clerk of the house furnish 
Sas Senator and Member of Congress an authen copy of these reso- 
utions. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing is a true of ble and resolutions 
adopted by The thirty-ninth general assembly of the Stato of pe pbocx, 


ue eannok BE, 
SPRINGFIELD, ILL., February #7, 1895. v so 7 


Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution of the general assembly of 
the State of linois; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, ad ordered to be printed in the RecorD, as follows; 

Senate joint resolution No. 14. 

Whereas it is of paramount importance to the people of this State that the 

river and lake advantages within and adjacent to its boundaries be kept in proper 


condition for the carrying on of commercial enterprises between the citizens of 
this State and other States and countries; and 

Whereas the harbor at Waukegan, Ill., has been partially improved by the 
United States Government, but is yet in need of further improvement in order 
to fully meet the needs of lake shipping at that point: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring herein), That 
our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives be requested to 
obtain from the General Government an appropriation for the completion of the 
improvements begun in the harbor at Waukegan, Il. 

esolved further, That the secretary of the senate and clerk of the house are 
hereby instructed to send certified copies of these resolutions to each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress assembled. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of preamble and resolution 
adopted by the thirty-ninth general assembly of the State of Dlineis. 

J. H. PADDOCK, 
Soremn at the Senate. 
JNO. A. EVE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

SPRINGFIELD, ItL., February 27, 1896. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution of the general assembly of 
the State of Hlinois; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution No. 13. 

Whereas the claim of this State against the Government of the United Statos 
for indemnity due the Stateunder the swamp-land grant has never been adjusted ~ 
or paid, but been withheld for nearly half of a century upon one pretext and 


another; and 
Whereas a bill is now pending before the Senate of the United States known 


as Senate bill No. 1777, providing for the settlement of the claims of this and 


— States arising under the several acts of Congress relating to swamp lands; 
an¢ 

Whereas said bill, as printed, contains clases and amendments which, if not 
eliminated amendment, will defeat and render nugatory the purpose of said 
bill, as sta’ in the title thereof: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house representatives concurring herein), That 
said bill, ar, lines 27 to 40, inclusive, of section 1, and that part of section 2 
beginning with the word ‘‘ and," im line 8 of said section, down to and —s 
the word “investigation,” in line 26 of said section 2, meets with our augrers " 
and that said bill, if the above-designated portions are stricken out, will, if it 
— a law, result in a fair, just, and equitable settlement of the aforesaid 
claims. 


Kesolved further, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and 
they are —- requested to use all honorable means te secure the passage of 
said bill, amended in the manner and form above set forth. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of preamble and tesolutions 
adopted by the thirty-ninth general assembly of the State of Illinois. 

J. H. PADDOCK, 
Secretary of Senate. 
JNO. A. REEVE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

SPRINGFIELD, ILL, February 27, 1895. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of the National Council of 
Women of Somerton, Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for an exhibit of the best methods of do- 
mestic science; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


INCREASE OF WAGES. 


Mr. KYLE. I present a paper prepared by W. A. Croffut, Ph. D., 
of Washington, D. C., on the labor question, and having for its 
purpose the increase of wages. 

I move that the memorial be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. I have consulted with 
the members of the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON, I wish to ask the Senate to give a few moments 
to pass a bill—— 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is morning business concluded ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business is not concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. Of course, if there is morning business yet to be 
transacted I shall not insiston my motion; but I shall do so as soon 
as the morning business is over. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 
6816) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of 
James an Duckett, reported it without an amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. 
GIBSON on the 28th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, 
the daughter of John R. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pen vania in the war of the Revolution, reported it without 
am t, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. 
Markham, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5301) to pension David H. Sexton for serviees in Oregon 
Indian wars, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


SETTLERS ON FORFEITED RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2355) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof,” to report it favorably 
with an amendment. I will state that the other House has passed 
a bill in precisely the same words as the bill unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands. I should like to have the 
ouse bill substituted for the Senate bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As this relates to a matter in which 
settlers are very much interested in certain sections of the country, 
I ask that the House bill be put on its passage now, if it is agree- 
able to the Senate. ‘ 

Mr. BERRY. The House bill and the Senate bill are precisely 
alike. It is a bill to which there is no objection in either House, 
and I hope the request of the Senator from Oregon will be complied 
with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill received from the House of Representatives, which now on the 
table. 

The bill (H. R. 8097) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amenda- 
tory thereof,” was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon requests the 
immediate consideration of the House bill just laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It is a general act. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot think such an important measure should 
be passed mpon now. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senators will hear me 
for sbout two minutes in regard to this proposed act. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwas going to ask the Senator from Oregon to 
make an explanation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not quite sure—— 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will at least make good grammar 
out of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now, if I can have the attention of 
the Senate for a few moments I think I can satisfy every member of 
the Senate that this bill ought to pass. 

{n the forfeiture act, passed in 1890, provision was made for the 
protection of two classes of persons who were claiming lands from 
the railroad companies. One class was composed of persons who 
had written contracts with or licenses from the railroad company. 
This bill does not refer to that class at all. Another class was 
composed of persons who were in possession of railroad lands, eul- 
tivating the same. Each of those classes was entitled to purchase 
not exceeding 320 acres of land thus in their possession and being 
cultivated by them by paying $2.50 an acre. 

The Land Department for over a couple of years or more held that 
it was not necessary in the latter class that the persons should be 
in actual possession, but held it was sufficient if they had fenced in 
the land and were cultivating it. Along the Columbia River, in 
the State of Oregon, where these lands were mainly forfeited, a 
great many persons have been in possession of the lands for years, 
cultivating them and having them fenced in, but they do not reside 
on them. Recently the Seeretary of the Interior held that in his 
judgment a fair construction of that act required actual residence 
on the land. 

A great many patents have issued to persons who are in posses- 
sion by having the same fenced and cultivating the same, but who 
never resided on the land, while others of the same class can not 
now get patents, simply from the fact that they do not actually 
reside on the land. Yet they have been in possession of the same, 
many of them, for twenty years, cultivating and raising crops on 
the same, and the only p of this proposed act is to allow 
persons who have fenced in lands and cultivated the same, in other 
words, who are in possession of the same, to obtain their patents 
> paying $2.50 an acre, although they do not actually reside on 

e land. 

Now, that is all there is in this bill. It does not extend the time; 
> does not reduce the amount; it doesnot do anythingexcept what 

state. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I dislike very much to make any suggestions that 
& bill is not being fsirly considered. I know that this is an impor- 
tant bill. I know that the act of 1890 was a very necessary measure. 
I know that it was in order to relieve cases of hardship. 
But I do not know how this bill will operate. If the Committee 
oz Public Lands have carefully considered the bill, and say it is all 


right, I should not take it upon myself to make an objection at 
this time. 

I notice that the bill is ungrammatical as it was read, and I could 
not, in the brief reading of it, gather what the effects would be. 
I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Committee en Public 
Lands whethgr this measure has been before the committee in the 
regular way, and has received careful consideration. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut, in an- 
swer to his question, that the bill was for quite atime before the 
committee, and was talked about frequently, but on account of the 
absence of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorpnx] it had not been 
reported, until the other House, after a thorough consideration and 
a full investigation, passed identically the same bill, except there 
was one little mistake in the Senate bill, where ‘‘not” should have 
been inserted and was left out accidentally. The other House 
passed, after thorough consideration, the same bill. We had consid- 
ered it, but it was not agreed by the committee to be reported yes- 
terday when we found that the House had passed the bill. 

The bill is all right; there is no job in it; and the parties have 
got to pay $2.50 an acre for the lands which are already fenced and 
enltivated. That is better for the Government. I do not think 
that there is any wrong in itinany way. There isno objection from 
any quarter that I have heard of. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to know just what this means, for 
here is the real meat of the bill: 


Provided, That actual residence upon the lands by 
te purchase the same shall not be required where sac! 
cultivated, oretherwise improved by such claimant. 


Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator, if he will permit me—— 

Mr. PLATT. Let me make my inquiry. How could there bea 
class of claimants ‘who had ‘“‘fenced, cultivated, or otherwise im- 
proved” the land who did not reside on it? What character of 
people are they? 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that 
I do not know the character of the people who are residing on the 
lands, because I am not acquainted with them. The first ruling of 
the Department was that if the land was in actual cultivation, 
although the owner might have resided on another tract or might 
have resided in Walla Walla, if he was aetually cultivating and 
fencing the land it fell under the act of 1890. But Secretary Smith 
thought that a strict construction of the act of 1890 only applied 
to those whose residence was on the land, and denied other parties 
the right to purchase where they had been authorized to doso under 
a former ruling. 

By the words “provided he fenced it and cultivated it,” it is 
meant simply to say that although his residence might not be on 
that 160 or 320 aeres, still he should have the right to purchase it at 
$2.50 an aere. 

Mr. PLATT. Are these parties persons who in all instances ae- 
quired their lands from the railroad companies before the grant was 
forfeited ? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Every one of them. 

Mr. PLATT. They do not in any instance embrace people who 
have gone upon the lands as homesteaders or under the old pre- 
emption law 

Mr. BERRY. They were protected under the other act. 

1? MITCHELL of Oregon. And they are protected under this 
bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Like those who have bought—both classes. 

Mr. PLATT. There was great complaint that people had made 
fraudulent entries on land. 

Mr. BERRY. They were protected in 1390. Whether the entries 
were fraudulent or not, we passed an act allowing them to purchase 
the land at $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. HALE. As this is clearly a change of the general funda- 
mental law in relation to the oecupation and title to lands, and 
must be passed without the Senate knowing much about it, let me 
ask the Senator from Oregon or the Senator from Arkansas what is 
the particular need of pressing it now without giving the Senate an 
opportunity to look into it and investigate it and discuss it? What 
is the particular need of its passing now, as it has been allowed to 
run along until the end of the session? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will answer the Senator from 
Maine. In the first place, the Senator is under a misapprehension 
when he states that this is a proposition to change the fundamental 
law. Inmy judgment, the bill does not change a thing. There 
has been a difference of opinion as to what the present law means. 
The Secretary of the Interior . 1d the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office held for a long time that the luw as it stands to-day 
means precisely what this bill will make it mean beyond all ques- 
tion. The present Commissioner of the General Land Office holds 
still that the law does not require actual residence on the land; 
that if the party who has purchased the land has fenced it and is 
cultivating it, it is not necessary to reside on the land. However, 
the Secretary of the Interior recently, without I think much con- 
sideration py has held that in his judgment the correet inter- 
pretation of the law requires actual residence on the land. 

Mr. HALE, Now that is essentially 


rsons claiming the right 
lands heave been fenved, 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not believe that is a correct in- 
terpretation; neither does the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator why is it that this is not a change 
of the fundamental law? Is it not a fundamental proposition gen- 
erally that residents must go on the land? Has not yet been the 
theory? I will say to the Senator I have not the fi iarity with 
this subject that he has, because my constituents are not interested 
and I do not follow it up. 

I only know that in ai the time I have been in Congress there 
has been constant complaint of the results following from hasty 
legislation upon the public lands—that at the time when such bills 
were pushed through nobody understood or knew about them. I 
predict that this very bill (and I get that impression from the dis- 
cussion that has taken place) will give rise to trouble hereafter; 
that it will be claimed it was not understood what its provisions 
were; that it will be found to be much more sweeping and exten- 
sive than is either admitted or understood; and that it will come 
back to plague us. 

I say that on a matter changing the fundamental law with refer- 
ence to residence going with occupation of land to maintain title, 
where it is admitted by the Senators that two Secretaries of the 
Interior have taken different grounds, Congress ought not now to 
interpose with no more consideration than the Senate is capable of 
giving this bill. There I am going to leave it. 

Mr. President, it has got to be the fashion here, when a Senator 
believes that a bill ought to be kept for disqussion and considered, 
that he is es am personally not to make an objection, and we 
give way rather than to have the appearance of needlessly inter- 

osing; but itis a bad practice. It is one that gives rise to trouble 

ereafter, and it prevents the full consideration of great bills that 
cought to be debated at length. There I leave this subject, predict- 

ing that it will come back and plague us after the bill becomes a 
aw. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Never in the world. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ore- 
gon a question for my own satisfaction. Of course, we ail under- 
stand that residence upon the land is a feature of the purchase of land 
or the homesteading of land that belongs tothe Government. This 
measure, I understand, applies only to lands that have been pur- 
chased from land-grant railroads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all. 

Mr. HALE. A large class of purchasers. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly, a large class of purchasers; but 
has it ever been held that a purchaser of land from a railroad com- 
pany shall make it his hoino and occupy it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Never. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is what I understand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘That is the distinction. 

Mr. HALE. Yet the Secretary of the Interior seems to have 
ruled—I judge from what has been said here—that that is necessary. 

Mr. BERRY. Hesimply construed the law that way. The former 
Secretary held that it was not necessary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The present Secretary simply held 
that the word “‘ possession” meant actual occupation. 

Mr. HALE, e has soruled. You may phrase it as you please. 
The present Secretary has ruled that occupation and residence are 
needed. That is a very distinctive thing. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me I will state that it 
was the intention of the committee when they had the bill of 1890 
passed to appl the act to this kind of cases, but using the word 

‘possession,” the Secretary since construed it in the way the com- 
mittee did not intend. The object of this bill is to correct the con- 
struction given by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand the distinction is that where 
land is taken under the homestead laws of the United States, occu- 
pancy, actual residence—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And under the preemption law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Which gives ownership. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Always. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But where purchase is made from a land- 

nt road then it is the same as though the purchase was made 
rom & oe individual. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Precisely. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And the man can hold it for sale or hold it 
for occupancy, as he pleases. 

Mr. MITCHELL o Oregon. Precisely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, AsI understand the object of the bill, it is 
to construe a statute to show that occupation means legal and not 
actual ion. 

Mr, LE. Itis a construing statute to get over the attitude 
taken by the present Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MANDERSON, That is as I understand it. 

Mr. HALE. That is undoubtedly so. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may continue a moment longer—I simply 
want a little light on this subject to see if I properly understand it— 
I should like to have the Senator from Oregon state to what States 
this legislation will probably apply: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mainly to the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CULLOM. To the land-grant States alone? 

» Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Alone. 
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Mr. CULLOM. And to nothing else? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To nothing else. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishouldlike to know, woulditapply to lands 
adjoining the Central and Union Pacific railroads and other roads in 
the States of Nebraska, Wyoming, etc.? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It applies to no lands whatever in 
the United States except to those railroad lands which have been 
declared forfeited by Congress on account of failure to comply with 
the conditions of the grant. This bill is solely in the interest of a 
Sip, Hema cermrane class of farmers. 

I hope we may have a vote now, Mr. President. I do not wish to 
occupy time. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I only want to say a word. This 
bill comes from the Committee on Public Lands. It does not 
materially change the existing law, the law of 1890, which provided 
for the disposition of unearned lands within railroad grants, and 
that they should be subject to purchase at $1.25 an acre by actual 
settlers within two years. Now the time has been extended to 1897, 
two years longer. The other provision simply changes the con- 
struction as to what is meant by being in possession of the land; it 
does not confer any extra authority upon anybody, or any extra 
is iy so far as the purchase of land is concerned. There is no reason 
why the bill should not pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third — reid the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the bill (S. 2355) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 
or and the several acts amendatory thereof,”.be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report favorably, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 7150) to pro- 
vide for terms of the circuit and district courts of the western judi- 
cial district of the State of Texas, to be held at the city of Laredo, 
and for other purposes. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in section 1, line 4, before the word ‘‘ Monday,” to strike out “sec- 
ond” and insert “ third;” so as to make the section read: 

That there shall be two terms of the circuit and district courts of the western 
district of Texas held on the third Monday in March and the first Monday in De- 
cember in each year, at the city of Laredo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SPECIE RESUMPTION AND REFUNDING OF THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution, and it was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That House Ex. Doc. No. 9, second session, Forty-sixth Congress 


entitled ‘‘Specie resumption and refunding of the national debt,” be reprinted 
for the use of the Senate. 


HISTORY OF RED-CROSS SOCIETIES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the history of the societies of the Red Cross authorized to be 
propered and printed under joint resolution of Congress, approved August 3, 

, and thereafter printed under the direction of the Secretary of State, be 
rinted in the usual number, and that such additional number as can be printed 
‘or the sum of $500 shall be printed for the use of the Senate, and there shall be 
added to said publication, under the direction of the Committee on Printing, the 
history of said societies of the Red Cross after 1882, to be prepared by Clara ‘Bar- 
ton, said additional matter not to exceed 100 pages. 


PRINTING OF NICARAGUAN CANAL REPORT, 


Mr. GORMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] on the 9th ultimo, to report an amendment 
to the resolution in the nature of a substitute, and ask that the 
substitute may be read and acted upon. 

The substitute resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That 3,000 copies of Senate Report No. 331, Fifty-third Congress, second 
session, with index thereto, be printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Committee on Foreigu Relations and 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit areport on theexpenses of the printing, 
to accompany the resolution. 

_— VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 
rule. 

EMPLOYEES AT MALTBY BUILDING. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 


the resolution submitted by Mr. Linpsay on the 25th ultimo, 








1895. 





reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as foliows: 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized to continue the present session employees at the Maltby Building, 
authorized under resolution of July 26, 1892, during the coming recess of 
Congress. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2808) to authorize the Okla- 
homa Central Railroad to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, readjust- 
ment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain 


cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS, 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to withhold any further distribution and ent out of the money derived from 
35 per cent of the judgment in favor of the ‘Old Settler” or Western Cherokee 
Indians against the United States in the sum of $800,386.31, set apart for the 
payment of expenses and for legal services justly and — yable on ac- 
count of the prosecution of said claim, until otherwise authoriz y law, except 
allowances already made for legal services, and to report to the Senate any and 
all payments and distributions from said fund already made, with copies of all 

apers in any manner connected with said payments and distributions filed in the 
Sanevioe Department and the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the 
action had thereon. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Whereas the Senate did heretofore, to wit, on the 17th day of August, 1894, 
duly authorize the Committee on Commerce to sit during the recess of Congress 
and to visit and examine the Pacific Coast between Points Duma and Capistrano, 
with a view to determining the best location for the construction of a deep-water 
harbor, and did authorize said committee to visit and examine such other works 
of river and harbor improvements on the Pacific Coast existing or proposed as in 
their judgment the interests of commerce may demand, giving said committee 
the power to subpeena witnesses, to administer oaths, to take testimony, to em- 
ploy a stenographer, and to appoint a sergeant-at-arms from the messengers of 
the Senate: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Senators Vest, Frye, Jones of Nevada, GORMAN, CULLOM, QUAY, 
Wurre, Murpnuy, and Berry, members of the Committee on Commerce, be, an 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to sit as a committee of the Senate dur- 
ing the present year, with the same powers and duties so conferred on and as- 
—_ to said Committee on Commerce, and that the actual necessary expenses 
of said committee properly incurred shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

BRITISH BERING SEA CLAIMS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I offer a resolution, for which I ask present con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the message of the President received by the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 13, 1895, relating to the payment by the United States of the claims of 
Great Britain arising out of the Bering Sea controversy, is referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, with instruction that such committee examine into 
the question of such liability to Great Britain and the amount thereof, if any, and 
of any liability on the part of Great Britain or Canada arising out of said con- 
troversy, and that said committee shall have authority to report by bill or other- 
wise ; and, in making such exavaination, may sit in the vacation of Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama whether 
it would be wise to pass this resolution pending the controversy 
between the two Houses with respect to an appropriation of four 
hundred and some odd thousand dollars? 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no such controversy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink that matteris now in conference between 
the two Houses. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I beg pardon. There is no report in either 
House in favor of any money to go to Great Britain, as the case 
now stands. 

Mr. HALE. Such an appropriation was stricken out in the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that was stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. And the Senate committee has not put it in; so it 
is not in conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no controversy. I wish to make this 
statement: The British Parliament seems to be acting upon this 
subject now by anticipation. I see by the morning papers that Sir 
George Baden-Powell says that he wants to pay to the Canadians and 
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to the recalcitrant and rascally Americans who hired themselves out 
to the British flag to rob the Government of the United States and 
to violate its laws and dishonor the country, and to pay them in 
advance, so as to have a moral claim on the United States for this 
$425,000, not one shilling of which is due. 

I propose that the Committee on Foreign Relations shall investi- 
gate that matter. There has been enough of falsehood and misrep- 
resentation about that in official documents and in newspapers to 
require, for the vindication of the honor of this country, that that * 
investigation should be made; it makes no difference what any 
committees of this body may do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
whether the text of this resolution does not propose a revision of 
the Bering Sea arbitration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. It is merely to ascertain what 
are the obligations of the respective Governments under it. 

Mr. TURPIE. It seems to me that the text of the resolution, asI 
heard it read, proposes to review the proceedings of the international 
arbitration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notatall. It is merely to ascertain what are the 
liabilities of the respective Governments under it. 

Mr. TURPIE. The liabilities spoken of are certainly res adjudi- 
cata. 

Mr. MORGAN. I quoted from the language of the President of 
the United States in sending his message to the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask that the resolution be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the resolu- 
tion will go over and be printed. 

SENATE ELECTION CASES. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the 
document ( ) “Senate election cases and precedents relating to privi- 
leges of the Senate,” compiled by George P. Furber, and by the Senate ordered to 
be printed by a concurrent resolution March 21, 1894, 100 additional copies be 
printed for the use of the compiler. 

DOMESTIC ARTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 








Whereas the industrial education of women in household arts is of nationai 
my and a potent element in the labor problem; andl 

Whereas a complete presentation of the best methods and appliances in honse- 
hold arts would tend toward a solution of this phase of the labor problem 

Be it enacted, etc., That in connection with some exhibit already undertaken by 
the Government, a special department shall be provided for making an effective 


presentation of these best methods and appliances in domestic arts. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 328) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Martha 
Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter; 

A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull; 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax; 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin; 

A bill (8S. 2173) to provide for the appointment of additional 
judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (8. 2351) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones. 

JOINT COMMITTEE OF NECROLOGY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the resolution presented by me yes- 
terday, and now on the table of the Vice-President, may be con- 
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution yesterday submitted by the Senator from Nebraska, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider the propriety of 
a to the Senate a joint rule of the two Houses providing for a joint com- 





mittee of necrology, whose duty it shall be to report to Congress after the death 
of a Senator, Representative, or Delegate upon the life and services of the de- 
ceased member; and all reports of said joint committee to be printed and bound 
at the conclusion of each Congress in one volume, to be entitled ‘‘ Necrology of 

Congress,” together with such written contributions as may be made and sub- 
mitted by the colleagues of the deceased member to the joint committee, such rule 


to take effect with the beginning of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to say that I think the ex- 
perience of Congress with reference to this subject-matter has been of 
such a character that the wisdom of some such rule as that to which 
the resolution refers is apparent without argument. I hope that 
the resolution will be adopted, and that the Committee on Rules 
will give attention to the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LABOR ARBITRATION. 


Mr. BUTLER. I find in the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings 
that the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. KyLe] moved to refer 













































































the bill (H. R. 8556) coneerning carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce, and their employees, to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
that reference was made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest tothe Senator to make the motion now. 
The bill properly belongs to the Interstate Commerce Committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. It properly belongs to the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, and I move that the vote by which the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor be reconsidered, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that the arbitration bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that that bill originated in the House of 
Representatives; that it was drawn by the Attorney-General and 
furnished to the Committee on Labor of the House, and not to the 
Committee on Commerce; it was considered by the Committee on 
Labor, reported favorably by that committee to the House, and 
engineered throngh the House by that committee. Upon coming 
to the Senate the bill should properly go to the Committee on 
Labor, and nowhere else, as it deals with the problems of labor as 
related to the railway carrying service of the United States. It is 
just as much in order that the bill should be considered by that 
committee as by any other committee of the United States Senate, 
and, inasmuch as the bill has been considered by the Committee on 
Labor of the other House, and it was desired that it should go to 
the Committee on Labor here, I think that reference was proper 
and should net be changed. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. I enter the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. Is it in order to act upon that motion now, Mr. President? 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to sueneel to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. The motion submitted by the Senator from South 
Carolina will be entered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I give notice that I shall call it up as soon as I 
can get the opportunity. 


GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin to withhold his 
motion for a moment, that I may ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a joint resolution which it is important should be 
passed at once, 

Mr. VILAS. I yield to the Senator for that purpose, 

Mr. LINDSAY. 1 ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver to citizens’ general committee on twenty- 
ninth annual encampment Grand Army of the Republic, to be held 
at Louisville, September, 1895, condemned cannon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in line 6, 
after the word “ Kentucky,” to insert “such;” and in line 7, after 
the word “ cannon,” to insert “as is necessary ;” so as to make the 
joint resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized to deliver to the erder of Thomas H. Sherley, general 
chairman twenty-ninth annual national encampment Grand Army of the Republic 
citizens’ committee, Louisville, Ky., such condemned cannon as is necessary for 
the — of furnishing badges to the Grand Army delegates at said encamp- 
ment: Provided, That ne expense shall be caused the United States through the 
delivery of said condemned cannon. 


The amendent was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. A short session, I suppose, is all that will be 
necessary. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the eon- 
sideratiun of executive business. After two hours and seven min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JamMEs Kerr, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr.COUKRELL. The Senator from Maryland was not here last 
night when we closed at half after 12 o’clock. The Senate then 
took up, on my motion, the eral deficiency appropriation bill. 
That is the pending unfinished business, and I must insist upon 
precedence being given to that bill. It is absolutely necessary for 
the final disposal of work on the appropriation bills that the de- 
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ficieney bill shall be considered first. Then the naval appropria- 
tion bill can be taken up, and while that is being considered the con- 
ferees on the sundry civil bill and the legislative bill can dispose 
of them and be ready to report by the time the naval bill is dis- 
posed of. Unless the deficiency appropriation bill is disposed of 
now it will be impossible for us to do that. I must insist upon the 
regular order. 

Mr. GORMAN. As a matter of course, if the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations desires to have that order followed 
I shall not object. Ordinarily the deficiency appropriation bill is 
considered last; but I appreciate what the Senator says. He is on 
the conference upon two or three great appropriation bills. I there- 
fore can not press my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLackBurn in the chair). The 
Senator from Maryland withdraws his motion. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN. During my temporary absence from the Chamber 
last night, I suppose in the confusion, when the Chair appointed the 
conferees on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, he appointed Mr. Cockreti, Mr. Gorman, and Mr. ALLISON. 
I ask to be excused from service on that conference committee, and 
that the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who 1s a member of the 
subcommittee, be substituted in my place. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It was an oversight in making the announce- 
ment. 

Mr.GORMAN. Ialsoask that the House benotified of the change, 
as I understand the notice has gone over to the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senator 
from Maryland will be excused from service upon the committee 
of conference indicated, and the Chair will appoint the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Cai}. The other House will be notified of the 
change. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that before the appropriation bill is taken up we try 
to reach some understanding about the order of business during the 
day. We had a very late session last night, and we shall probably 
have to remain in session all night to-morrow night. It seems tome 
it is desirable to have an early adjournment to-night if the state of 
the public business will permit, and I suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that we have an understanding that the deficiency appro- 
priation bill be disposed of to-day and that no other business, except, 
perhaps, unobjected pension cases, shall be entered upon 

Mr. FAULKNER. And conference reports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And conference reports; and that when that is 
done the Senate will adjourn, unless there is some executive business 
to be transacted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let me suggest to the Senator that memorial 
services are expected to take piace some time. 

Mr. FRYE. That ought to be dons on Sunday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not be done Sunday, because the Senate 
will take an adjournment at the cenelusion of the services. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can it not be done at the close of Saturday's 
session f 

Mr. CULLOM. Saturday’s session will run over Sunday. 

Mr. GORMAN. It would in all probability require an adjourn- 
ment, and for that reason it can not be done on Saturday. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is not expected to call,up those resolutions 
until late in the evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we ean very readily get through with 
the deficiency appropriation bill by 5 o’clock. That is my judg- 
ment. Then the pension bills can be disposed of, and they ought 
to be disposed of, and then the eulogies can be had, and we will 
adjourn. 

fr. ALDRICH. If it can be understood that no other business 
is to be transacted, it is not necessary to have a quorum to listen 
to the evlogies. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There may be conference reports to be made, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Conference reports are always in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are always in order, of course. It is a 
great strain on all members of the Senate to stay here very late 
three nights in succession, and if we can avoid a session to-night in 
view of what is before us I think it is extremely desirable. I think 
an understanding can be had now by the Senate. I suggest to the 
Senator from Missouri that he ask for a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would be a decided relief to a number of 
members of the Committee on Appropriations to have to-night to 
dispose of appropriation bills in conference. We have already 
arranged for the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 
bill in conference to-night. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator should obtain unanimous consent that 
the deficiency appropriation bill might be considered under the five- 
minute rule there is no question but that we could get through 
with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think that would be necessary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
considered under the five-minute rule. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business, which is the general 
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deficiency appropriation bill, shall be considered from this time 
forth under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, I suggest that the Senator ask for the agree- 
‘ment which I indicated a few moments ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that when the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill is disposed of private pension bills and 
similar bills, as was specified yesterday evening, mere matters of 
the correction of military record, where there is no objection, and 
there are some few of those, may be considered. 

Mr. GEORGE. And that the memorial services be had. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that the memorial services be had this 
evening, and that then the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that no other business shall be considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that no other business shall be transacted. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
conference reports are included in the request of the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They will be received; but I shall ask that 
any conference report, unless a very short one, be printed and laid 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. A 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 8892) making »ppropriations tosupply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year a - June 30, 1895, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the amendments may be acted upon 
as they are reached in the reading of the bill, and that they be dis- 

osed of before other amendments are offered. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the request of 
the Senator from Missouri will be considered as agreed to. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 3, after line 3, to insert: 

Convention between the United States and Ecuador: To carry into effect the 
convention concinded at Quito, February 28, 1893, between the United States 
and Ecuador, providing for a reference to arbitration of the claim of Julio R. 
Santos against the Government of Ecuador, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 9, to insert: 

International bureau at Brussels for repression of African slave trade: Tomeet 
the share of the United States in the expenses of the special bureau created by 
article 82 of the general act concluded at Brussels July 2, 1890, for the repression 
of the African slave trade and the restriction of the importation into and sale in 
a certain defined zone of the African continent of firearms, ammunition, and 
spirituous liquors, for the year 1893, $93.09. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, on page 9. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 18, on page 9, before the word “thou- 
sand,” I move to strike out ‘‘five” and insert ‘‘ten,” so as to increase 
the appropriation for expenses incurred in suppressing counterfeit- 
ing and other crimes from $5,000 to $10,000 and to correspond with 
the amount appropriated for the next fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, at 
the top of page 10, to insert: 

Payment to Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. Redfern: To enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. Redfern, of the District of 
Columbia, the sum of $2,738.40, rye g be amount stated to be due by the War De- 


partment for injuries to and rent of buildings Nos. 1719 and 1721 G street NW., in 
the city of Washington, D. C. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 22, to insert: 
UNDER THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

National Zoological Park: For repairs to the Holt Mansion, to make the same 
suitable for occupancy, and for office furniture, including the accounts set forth 
hereunder in House Ex. Doe. No. 258 of this session, $426.57. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 4, to insert: 

To reimburse the Smithsonian fund for assuming the expenses of labor and 
materials for repairs urgently necessary fer the preservation of the Holt Mansion, 
including the accounts set forth hereunder in House Ex. Doc. No. 258 of this 
session, $499.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “three” and insert “four,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

joard of children’s guardians: For care of feeble-minded children; care of 
children under 3 years of age, white and colored; board and care of all children 
over 3 years of age, and for the temporary care of children pending investigation 
or while being transferred from place to place, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, after the word 
“make,” to strike out ‘‘the said Charles Cowles Tucker within six 
months after the passage of this act, settle his account as adminis- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


es 


eet eats tmcarcsiestiiy 
<ccaeLc CC eeaaanie 


2963 





trator of David Patterson, and pay over to the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, for the benefit of the police relief fund, 
any balance that may be due from him as administrator aforesaid,” 
and insert ‘‘said judgment payable out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia: And provided further, That the said Charles 
Cowles Tucker shall, within six months after the passage of this 
act, settle his account as administrator of David Patterson, and pay 
over to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, for the ben- 
efit of the police relief fund, any balance that may be due from him 
as administrator aforesaid ;’ so as to make the clause read: 

Provided, That the act of August 23, 1894, directing the payment of judgment 
in faver of Charles Cowles Tucker, administrator of David Patterson, oat of 
police relief fund, be, and is hereby, amended so as to make said judgment pay- 
able out of the revenues of the District of Columbia: And provided further, That 
the said Charles Cowles Tucker shal), within six months after the passage of this 
act, settle his account as administrator of David Patterson, and pay over to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, for the benetit of the police relief 
fund, any balance that may be due from him as administrator aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 7, to insert: 

Improvement ard care of public grounds: For removing snow and ice, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 11, to insert: 

Payment to North American Commercial Company: To compensate the North 
American Commercial Company for the loss of one bidarrah, or skin boat, which 
was sunk while engaged in lightening the U. S. S. Adams, when aground on St. 
Paul Island, Pribilof Group, Bering Sea, on August 2, 1894, and which could not 
be raised, $454. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 20, to strike out: 

To pay William E. Brandt, late a qualified surgeon in the Pension Office, for 


expenses incurred while detailed as a special examiner of the Pension Office dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1886, $153. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 7, to strike out: 

To pay John H. Cradlebaugh, of Hood River, Oreg., for publishing in 1892, 
pursuant to instructions from the local land office at Vancouver, Wasn., eleven 
notices of intention of final homestead proof to be made by Indians, $55, or so 
much thereof as the Secretary of the Interior may ascertain to be due and certify 
for payment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, subsequently said: I was called from 
the Senate afew moments ago when the amendment of the commit ee 
to strike out the clause on page 36, which provides for the payment 
of a small claim to John H. Cradlebaugh, amounting to only $55, 
was agreed to. I desire to appeal to the Senator from Missouri to 
allow that provision to remain in the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator that he wait until we 
have concluded the committee amendments, and then he can call 
the matter up. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Very well; Ishall call it up later on. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. PLATT. There is something about the next paragraph relat- 
ing to photolithographing, or otherwise producing copies of draw- 
ings of the weekly issues of patents, that I wish might be explained 
by the chairman of the committee. I call his attention to what was 
done in the legislative bill, where the following words, which appear 
in this paragraph, were stricken out: 

To be done under the supervision of the Commissioner of Patents, and in the 
city of Washington, or within such a reasonable distance therefrom as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may consider to be not disadvantageous to the Department. 

If this is simply a provision to pay for something which has 
already been done, I submit that that language should not be in the 
paragraph; but if it is to pay $12,000 for something which is con- 
tracted for and not done, perhaps it is not improper. I do not un- 
derstand the provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please read the paragraph as 
it was passed in the legislative appropriation bill? 

Mr. PLATT. The provision in the legislative appropriation bill 
is as follows: 

For producing copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents, for produe- 
ing copies of designs, trade-marks, and pending applications, and for the repro- 
duction of exhausted oopins of drawings and specifications; said work referred 
to in this and the preceding paragraph— 


Then several lines appear to have been stricken ont and theso 
words inserted: 
as provided by the act providing for the public printing and binding and for 
the distribution of public documents. 


I do not consider this a very important matter, but I think the 
Senator from Missouri, in charge of the bill, had better consent to 
the striking out of the language I have read on page 36, and then 
the matter can be inquired into in conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to strike out, on page 36, line 20, after tho 
words “‘referred to,” all down to and including the word “ Depart- 
ment,” in line 24. I think if the words I haveindicated are stricken 
out the matter can be examined in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 20, after the words ‘‘referred 
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to,” it is proposed to strike out “to be done under the supervision 
of the Commissioner of Patents, and in the city of Washington, or 
within such a reasonable distance therefrom as the Secretary of the 
Interior may consider to be not disadvantageous to the Depart- 
ment,” so as to make the clause read: 

Patent Office: For photolithographing or otherwise producing cop‘es of draw- 
ings of the weekly issues of patents, for producing copies of designs, trade-marks, 
and pending —— and for the reproduction of exhaus copies of draw- 
ings and specifications, said photolithographing or otherwise producing plates 
and copies referred to, $12,500, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator finds the provision as it came from 
the House of Representatives is all right, I shall not object to it 
being restored in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment submitted by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 38, line 9, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to insert “five hundred ;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

That the unpublished work of the Eleventh Census shall be completed in the 
oflice of the Secretary of the Interior, to whom the records and other property of 
the Census Office shall be transferred ; and the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to employ, from the date specified in this act, from the force of the Census 
Office then employed, a chief of division, at a salary of $2,000 per annum; three 
special agents. and such other employees, not to exceed 90, as he may deem nec- 
essary for ao up and completing the work of the Eleventh Census, such em- 

loyees to be paid according to the classification set forth in an act to provide 

or the taking of the Eleventh and subsequent censuses, approved March 1, 1889; 
and the Secre of the Interior is further authorized to rent necessary rooms in 
the city of Washington to carry out the provisions of this act, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding the rate of $0,500 per annum; and he is also authorized to continue the 
services of the Commissioner of Labor in charge of the completion of the Eleventh 
Census, in accordance with an act to extend the time for ——e work of 
the Eleventh Census, and for other purposes, approved October 3, 1893. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 3, to insert: 

To reimburse John L. Bullis, captain Twenty-fourth Infantry and acting Indian 

nt at San Carlos Agency, Ariz., for expenses incurred by him in the United 
States district courts of Glebe and Solomonsville, Ariz., in a suit brought against 
him by one E. W. Kingsbury, an ex-Indian trader at said agency in 1891, $600.15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 10, to insert: 

For > to Henry L. Fitch in full compensation of amounts found due 
him by the Interior Department, for survey of the Quinaielt Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, under contract with the surveyor-general of 
said State, dated May 23, 1892, $604.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 23, to strike out: 

To pay Allen R. English, of Arizona, for services as attorney rendered in de- 
fending five certain Indians charged with murder, under orders of the judge of 
the United States court in Arizona, $750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 4, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out “thirty-three” and insert “seventy-one;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For 1894, $71. 20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 7, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘ which sum, in connection with the amount appro- 
priated August 23, 1894, for the defense of Indian depredation claims 
and the investigation and examination of A ape of the Court 
of Claims in said cases, shall continue available until expended for 
the payment of salaries and expenses in the defense of said claims, 
whether pending or reduced to judgment;” so as to make the clause 
read : : 

Defense in Indian depredation claims: For salaries and expenses in defense of 
the Indian depredation claims, $5,000, which sum, in connection with the amount 
appropriated August 23, 1894, for the defense of Indian depredation claims and the 
investigation examination of judgments of the Court of Claims in said cases, 
shall contiune available until expended for the payment of es and expenses 
in the defense of said claims, whether pending or reduced to judgment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 3, to insert: 

Expenses of Territorial courts in Utah Territory: For oe the contin- 
gent expenses of the courts, including fees of the United States district attorney 
and his assistants, the fees and per diems of the United States commissioners and 
clerks of the court, and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses of the United 
States marshal for the Territory of Utah, with the expenses of summoning 
jurors, subpenaing witnesses, of arresting, guarding, and tran ng prison- 
ers, to be approved by the courts, the expense of hiring and feed ng gaa s, and 
of supplying and caring for the penitentiary, to be paid under the tion and 
sprees of the Attorney-General, upon accounts duly verified and certified, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 19, before the word 
“ Sen to strike out “three” and insert “eleven;” so as to 
read : 

For 1893, $11,000. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. May Laska question? Are not the expenses of 
marshals and jurors appropriated forin advance? Are these merely 
deficiencies to supply what has not been appropriated for? It is a 
very large amount. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it has alwaysbeen very large. We have 
never in any year been able to appropriate anything like the 
amount; frequently not over half of it. The Attorney-General, 
since the bill was reported, sent me a letter, in which he suggests a 


reduction in certain amounts here. I am not sure that I have it: 


now, but I will see that it is attended to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 6, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out “one hundred and fifty-six” and insert 
“eighty ;” so as to read: 

For 1895, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 7, after the word 
‘‘ninety-four,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five thousand seven hundred 
dollars and sixty-four cents” and insert “eighty-two thousand 
eight hundred dollars ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 1894, $82,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 15, to insert: 

For 1888, $2.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was one mistake made in the printing 
of the bill which I should like to have corrected before we go any 
further. On page 20, after line 3, is an amendment which we have 

assed over. The language is right, but it ought to be in italics. 

t should be treated as anamendment. Itis, ‘‘ For fuel, $6,000.” It 
is not a part of the bill as it came from the other House, and it 
appears now as a part of the bill. I desire that it shall be put in 
italics and treated as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 3, insert: 

For fuel, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 46, line 19, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “ fifty- 
three” and insert ‘‘ fifty-six ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 1883, $105. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 21, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘ eighty-four” and insert “‘ one hundred and 
five ;” so as to read: 

For 1883, $105. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 8, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-six” and insert ‘seventy- 
eight;” so as to read: 

For 1894, $78,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 16, to insert: 

For 1887, $3. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 13, to insert: 

Refund to Noble C. Butler, clerk United States court: To refund to Noble C. 
Butler, clerk of United States court, ae, Ind., the sum of $49.30, 
costs in the case of The United States vs. Nettie Williams, inadvertently turned 
over to the United States and covered into the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 6, on 


page 53. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After line 6, on page 53, I ask for the adoption 
of the amendments that I offer, which we did not have ready when 
the bill was reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 6, an page 53, insert: 

Mail transportation: To pay amounts set forth in Senate Ex. Doc. No. 99, of 
this session, for inland mail transportation by railroad routes, being deficiencies, 
as follows: For 1893, exclusive of Pacific Railroad, $15,794.86. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri wiil be stated. 
ane SECRETARY. On page 53, after the amendment just adopted, 

sert: 

Miscellaneous: For rent, light, and fuel, first and second class offices, fiscal 
year 1893, $1.684.68. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 
aoe SEcrReTaRY. On page53, after the amendment just adopted, 

sert: 

en of postmasters: For amounts to reimburse the postal revenues, 
a he amount retained by postmasters in excess of the appropriations, includ- 
ing the amount set forth in Senate Ex. Doc. No. 99, of this session, for the fiscal 
years as follows: 

For 1894, $1,775.46. 

For 1893, $830.16. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 53, after the amendment just adopted, to insert: . 

To enable the Postmaster-General to refund to Volley P. Hart, postmaster at 
Sedalia, Mo., the balance of the $9,000 received by him on the 13th day of April, 
1894, from the Post. Office Department to pay postal clerks and office force for the 
months of April, May, and June, 1894, and deposited by him in the First National 
Bank of Sedalia, which remained in said bank at the date of its failure, on May 
4, 1891, not to exceed $6,000: Provided, That before said balance shall be so 
refunded tho said Volley P. Hart shall aoe and transfer to the Postmaster- 
General his claim against said First Nationa 
of the said $9,000 and all dividends thereon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 3, after the word 
‘‘House,” to strike out “and including the clerks to members of 
the House of Representatives now in Congress, to be certified to by 
the members as now prescribed by law;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House, borne on the 
annual and session rolls on the Ist day of February, 1895, including the Capitol 

olice and official reporters of the Senate and House, for extra services during the 
Fitty-third Congress, a sum equal to one month’s pay at the compensation then 
paid them by law, the same to te immediately availablo. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not intend to interfere in any shape or 
form with the business of the other House. We have been requested 
by the Representative who offered this clause in the House, and at 
whose instance it was adopted and put in the bill, to strike it out, 
in order that it may be placed in conference, as if does not convey 
the meaning and intention they desired. At his solicitation, and at 
the instance also of the chairman of the subcommittee in charge of 
the deficiency appropriation bill, we have stricken out the clause, 
and leave it entirely to the House to make their own provisions for 
their own employees. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri what is 
the meaning and operation of the remainder of the paragraph. I 
see it provides for the payment of ‘‘a sum equal to one month’s pay 
at the compensation then paid them by law” to certain officers and 
employees of the Senate and House. Does this not mean extra com- 
pensation over and above the regular salaries of these persons pro- 
vided by law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see how it could possibly mean any- 
thing else on earth. I think it means exactly what it says. 

Mr. PEFFER. How long has this been the practice of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not been in the Senate long enough to 
tell when it originated. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit, and that is my object in asking the 
question, that it is a vicious practice, one that ought never to have 
been started, and one that ought to be abandoned just as soon as it 
can be done with propriety. I shall not object to the paragraph, 
but I give notice to the Senate that when we come to another bill 
of this kind and another year I shall make it a part of my business 
not only to call the attention of the Senate to what I think of the 
vicious character of such legislation, but to trace the history of this 
practice. 

If the officers and employees referred to are not receiving sufficient 
salary I would cheerfully vote to give them enough, and I have no 
doubt that every other Senator would vote for it; but after we have 
given what we regard as sufficient out of the public Treasury, then 
to give them, in addition to that, one month’s salary is a custom that 
is not in practice anywhere in private affairs among the people of 
this country or any other, and it ought not to be adopted here. I 
hope that when the next deficiency appropriation bill is prepared 
this matter will be looked at. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have been requested to add to the clause, 
in order to put it into conference, after the word ‘‘ House,” in line 3, 
the words: 
and W. A. Smith, CONGRESSIONAL REcorD clerk. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the end of the paragraph, after line 8, 
I move to insert: 

And to enable the Librarian of Congress to pay the employees in the law de- 
partment of the Library of Congress one month’s extra pay, the sum of $400, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the chairman of the committee 
understand that by striking out lines 4,5, and 6, page 54, as recom- 
mended by the committee, the provision as it stands will give an 
extra allowance to the clerks of the members of the other House? 

Mr. COCKRELL. lhave not pretended to fathom what it means. 
We simply struck it out, as I said before, at the instance and solici- 
tation of members of the House of Representatives, who desire to 
pyehs it in vonference, so that they may make such changes as they 

esire. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then one other question. Does the 
clause, as it now stands with the amendment of the committee 
adopted, make provision for an extra month’s allowance for Sena- 
tors’ clerks? 

Mr. COCKRELL. WilltheSenatorjustreadit? Idonotsee how 
I can explain it so as to make it any plainer than itis. It says: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Represent- 


atives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House borne on the 
annual and session rolls. 
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ate—— 


cludes the clerks of Senators. 
the Senator has appointed a clerk and his name is on the roll he 
must be included. 


Bank of Sedalia for the said balance | 


feel disposed, inasmuch as the House of Representatives sent that 
provision here providing for clerks of members of the House, to agree 
to it. 


strike out the word “‘February” and insert “first day of March,” 
and I hope the chairman of the committee will agree to the amend- 
ment. 
ent time it leaves the clerks of three Senators on this floor without 
the benefit of this allowance. 
an equality. 


from Washington, for the purpose of moving the amendment he has 
indicated, when the committee amendments are disposed of. 


on page 54, after line 8, to insert: 


of the Senate, $1,025.17, as follows: For clerk to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, and clerk to the conference minority of the Senate, $162.46 
each; for clerk to the Committee on Woman Sutfrage, and clerk to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining, $172.69 each; three clerks to committees, $118.25 each; 
salary for the above-mentioned employees, from July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895, in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of July 31, 1894, making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government. 


paragraph on page 54, ending at line 8. 
become of the committee’s amendment striking out certain words 


hope no point of order will be made by the Senator in charge of the 
bill. 


have never to my knowledge done anything to promote the holding 
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Simply as one member of the Sen- 








Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 






Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question aboutit. It certainly in- 
It can not mean anything else. If 








Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no doubt about that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about it. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As one member of the Senate I should 











I do not think we ought to strike it out. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. On page 54, line 1, I move to 








It is a very small matter. As the clause reads at the pres- 






I think they ought all to stand on 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 













































Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 


SENATE. 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON, I thought we were still considering the 
I desire to ask what has 






in lines 3, 4, and 5 in that paragraph? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before passing from that, as the committee 
has amended the provision, I propose an amendment upon which I 


I move to insert at the end of line 8 what I send to the desk. 
The SEcRETARY. After line 8 insert: 
And hereafter wives and children of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 


shall not be carried on or paid upon the rolls of either House of Congress as 
clerks of committees or clerks of Members of Congress. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to this amendment, and I hope it will meet with his ap- 
proval. I think that this evil should be remedied. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Icould not hear aword. Let the amendment 
be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not agree to the amendment. I 


of political or public office of any kind by any relative of my own, 
and never expect todoso. I have no personal interest in this mat- 
ter. But the newspapers have, I see, criticised some members of 
— the other House because they have employed their sons as 
clerks. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And wives. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the employment of sons as clerks that I am talk- 
ing about. It is a highly confidential relation. The clerk of the 
committee acts, and is expected to act, and always has acted, as the 
confidential private secretary of the Senator or Representative. 
He opens his mail as if it were his own; at least that has been my 
arrangement aboutit. He attends toit in the absence of the Senator 
or the Representative; he has the opportunity of knowing his closest 
and most intimate secrets. 

There are plenty of reasons against nepotisra or against appointing 
to public offices for the discharge of purely public duties the near 
kindred of public men. I entirely sympathize with the objections 
that have been raised to having judges of courts appoint their sons 
or nephews or brothers as clerks; although that has beendone. But 
I think if I had a son who was willing to undertake the duty and 
was competent, he is the man of all others whom I should want to 
appoint, whom I should have a right to appoint, and whom I onght 
to appoint. It is a very great mistake on the part of those members 
of the press who attack the members of this body or of the other 
House on that account. 

The question of the appointment of the wife is one which I do 
not care to discuss. I am, as everybody knows, in favor of having 
women employed in all public duties, legislative or other; but 
whether you would have any women for the particular function of 
clerk of a committee of this body, which requires the clerk to be 
up late at night, to be going around the galleries and corridors of 
the Capitol, and going into places that are not very attractive 
down in the basement where my committee room is, at any rate, is 








a question that stands by itself. I will not diseuss that at all; 
but if my son would take the office I would appoint him the clerk 
of my committee sooner than I would appoint any other man alive, 
and I would stand by the action. I do not see why we should 
undertake to interfere with the discretion of Senators in that 
matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As the Senator from Massachusetts suggests 
in his few remarks, much can be said against nepotism. Nepotism, 
when carried to an extreme, shocks, as it seems to me, the best sense 
and the better judgment of the citizens of the United States. 

The clerks of committees and the clerks of Senators are not sup- 

osed to be carried upon the pay rolls of the Senate and House of 
presentatives that they may attend to the private business of 
Senators and Representatives. They are in the public employ. 
They are appointed for the purpose of doing the best they know 
how, being qualified for the public service, and when they are used 
to the utilinctit and the damage of the public service for the pri- 
vate purpose of Senators they are not performing their full duty to 
the public that pays them. 

Mr. President, it is the rule, and I think a very safe and proper 
rule, ina great many mercantile and banking institutions of this 
country, that the immediate relatives of the heads of those great in- 
stitutions shall not have places within the institution of which their 
relative—their parent frequently—isthe head. I would have no ob- 
jection if I cared but little for the future welfare of a son of mine 
(if I were so fortunate as to have one) in having him take a place 
as my clerk or as the clerk of a committee éf which I was the chair- 
man. I would hope that he was cut out for better service than that. 
But I believe it to be an evil that clerks of committees and private 
clerks of Senators should be their wives or their female children. I 
do not understand the Senator from Massachusetts to think that it 
is desirable that females should act in that capacity when they are 
related to the one who has the designation of the clerk. 

The reasons for this are obvious. Itis a little difficult for a man 
to occupy his position as chairman of a committee, or one who 
occupies the position of a member of the House of Representatives 
or of the Senate of the United States to make that removal which 
is frequently essential for a better service when the removal shall 
appeal to him in his capacity as parent, having regard, perhaps, to 
the comfort and welfare of those who may be dependent upon him. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] yesterday introduced an 
amendment to the bill then pending proposing to cut down the 
mileage of Senators, and he gave to the Senate an estimate as to 
what it costs him to come from Kansas. I am glad to know that 
the Senator from Kansas never comes to the capital of the nation 
without having his wife and members of his family accompany him. 
I believe that the wives of members of Congress should be here dur- 
ing the term of office of thos» who fill places in Congress; but I do 
not believe it is desirable that those wives and children, particular] 
the female children, should fill places of this character. I thin 
this sort of nepotism shoukl be done away with, if it exists, as is 
sometimes charged. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not think any of the reasons, 
the so-called reasons, given by the Senator from Nebraska amount 
to objections to appointing the son of a Senator or a member of the 
other House a clerk to a committee. I have nothing to say about 
the matter, as the Senator from Massachusetts had none, of employ- 
ing the daughters or the wives. I donot think there is any necessity 
for considering that aspect of the question. I do not believe it is 
ever likely to assume proportions that will attract the attention of 
either the press, or the public, or the Senate. But the Senator from 
Nebraska has said that it is shocking—I have failed to learn on what 
account it is shocking—that his son, if he had one, shall be employed 
either on his own committee or on my committee, if I chose to ap- 
point the son of the Senator from Nebraska the clerk of the com- 
mittee of which I had the honor to be chairman, for this amend- 
ment would prevent me from exercising my choice in that respect 
quite as much as in appointing my own son. 

There is no reason in the world, unless, indeed, it be true that ap- 
pointments made by Senators of clerks of committees and private 
secretaries are meant for the benefit of the clerks. If this is con- 
sidered as a mere distribution of benefaction by the Senate to the 
appointees there might be some reason for the objection urged by the 
Senator from Nebraska; but on no other ground whatever is it pos- 
sible to see an objection. On the contrary, as the Senator from Mas- 
ae said, there is every reason why the choice should not be 

imited, / 

I therefore move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska upon the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 55, after line 2, to insert: 

For five annua) clerks to Senators who are not chairmen to committees, from 
March 4, 1895, to June 30, 1895, at $1,200 each, $1,966.65. b 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 7, to insert: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $89.09, fiseal year 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 10, to insert: 

For rent of warehouse for storage of public documents formerly in the Maltby 
Building, from January 1 to Jane 30, 1895, $945, fiscal year 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 15, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay George H. Walker for services 
as skilled laborer in the Senate from and including the Ist day of June to the 
22d day of June, 1892, $60.44. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 20, to insert: 

To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid by him for clerk 
hire and extra clerical services during the third session of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, $1,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 11, to insert: 

To reimburse Rogert A. CHILDS for expenses necessarily incurred in defense 
of his title to his seat as a member of the House of Representatives, Fifty-third 
Congress, $2,500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment is put in at the special in- 
stance and request of members of the House Committee on Appro- 
priations, and it is becanse under their gag rules they are not able 
to insert such a provision. We will leave it entirely to them when 
we get into conference as to whether they want it retained or not. 
It will depend entirely upon their wish. We put it in in orderthat 
they may have an opportunity of passing upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand there is another case in the other 
House similarly situated, and later in the day I think the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hatx] will offer an amendment to come in at this 
point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 14, to insert: 

To pay George Smart for services rendered in pursuance of a resolution of the 
House of Representatives directing an investigation of charges against Augus- 


tus J. Ricks, judge of the United States district court for the northern district 
of Ohio, $56. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment has been proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations at the special request of members of 
the House of Representatives. I have another, which I wish to 
offer immediately after that is acted upon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ofter an amendment, at the instance of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, to 
come in after line 19, on page 61. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add after the amendment 
just adopted the following: 

To pay James Kerr, Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-second 
Congress, balance due for services in compiling and arranging for the printer and 
indexing testimony used in contested-election cases, as authorized by an act en- 
titled ‘An act relating to contested elections,” approved March 2, 1887, the sum 
of $500, and an additiona) sum of $700 to such employees as wereactually engaged 
in the work designated by the said James Kerr, and in such proportion as ke 
may deem just, for assistance rendered in the work; in all, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
the folowing clause, beginning on page 61, line 20: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


To make the daily wages of Stephen Caldwell, laborer, from July 1 to August 
28, 1894, inclusive, and of Samuel Robinson and William Madden, messengers on 
night duty, from July 1, 1894, to August 28, 1894, inclusive, and from December 3, 
1894, to March 4, 1895, $3.60 per day each, $400, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the mysteries of this bill are past 
finding out; Ido not know that it is important that any Senator 
should be able to find them out; but as to the item which the Sec- 
retary has just read, I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if the committee knows what it means or what is the reason 
for it? It is proposed to make the daily wages of a laborer, Stephen 
Caldwell by name, and of two messengers, whe are named, for a 
certain time from the Ist of J uly to August 28, 1894, $3.60 a day each. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has been the identical provision in ap- 
propriation bills for years. 

Mr. PLATT. Why is it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis simply to pay the persons named that 
amount. 

Mr. PLATT. Do the other laborers receive that amount? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose some of them do; some receive more 
and some less, probably. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations mean that this same provision in behalf of the same persons 
named here has been in all of the appropriation bills of the past? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not in all appropriation bills, but in those for 
several years past. If the Senator desires it, I can get the last bill 
and show him the same provision. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not suppose it is of enough importance to take 
up the time of the Senate to do that. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to be an extra allowance to the per- 
sons named while on night duty, and the dates are given from one 
month to another month, and they are paid, I think, extra compen- 
sation while they are performing that service. 
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The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of the | has all the machinery for taking testimony pro and con, while the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 62, after line 15, toin- | committees of Congress from time immemorial have considered 





sort: claims almost invariably upon ex parte affidavits. Investigation 
For printing and binding for the Treasury Department, $120,000. in the court is vastly more thorough and its machinery is better 


edenadnin Se bein investi i : at s tl ave 
q The amendment was agreed td. adapted to this kind of investigation than the methods that have 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of ea — or can be adopted by a committee of Congr: 8. 
the clause providing for the payment of final judgments and decrees b ee i ‘ial — ee to that court, has been ins estigated 
of United States courts, on page 63, beginning with line 138. y that judicial tribunal, and it has reported the facts it has found 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some of the reports from the Department had aiter careful and judicial investigation, it is a mockery if we are 
not been received when this bill was sent to the Printer, and I move | to sit here by our committees and undertake to overrule or over- 
to add after the word “ fifty-nine,” in line 20, the words ‘‘ and Senate | ride its finding of facts with our machinery and our means of 
Executive Doeument numbered one hundred;” and then to strike | ascertaining what the facts are. The act authorizing such refer- 
out ‘‘ $7,037.79” and insert “$49,001.14.” ences should be repealed or the court abolished if we are to give no 

Senate Executive Document No. 100 is a letter of the Attorney- | more credit to itsfindings. If we are to give anycredit to its find- 
General, in response to a Senate resolution of February 26, 1895, | ings of fact, we should act upon them as facts. irae 
transmitting a list of judgments rendered against the United States As to the propriety of putting these items upon this bill, I know 
by circuit and district courts, under an act to provide for the bring- | nothing about the French spoliation claims, but I do know a great 
ing of suits against the United States, which require an appropria- | deal about that class of claims in respect tu which this amend- 


tion, and which have not heretofore been reported to Congress. ment is proposed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the Sena- Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I submit that the point of order 
tor from Missonri will be stated. made by the Senator from Missouri is not well taken. I offered 


The Secretary. After the word “fifty-nine,” in line 20, page | this amendment to a provision in the bill inserted by the commit- 
63, it is proposed to insert ‘‘in Senate Executive Document num- | tee, the provision which reads: 
bered one hundred ;” and in line 20, to strike out the words ‘‘seven | For payment of the judgment rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of 
thousand and thirty-seven dollars and seventy-nine cents” and insert | the Southern Pacific Company, $1,809,539.70. 


“forty-nine thousand and one dollars and fourteen cents.” Some Senator on my left suggests that that is a judgment of the 
The amendment was agreed to. Court of Claims. That may be true; but, as suggested by the Sen- 
The reading of the bill was resumed. ator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], the finding of the Court of 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on | (]aims in respect tothe French spoliation claims and those under 
page 64, after line 10, to insert: the Bowman Act ought to be as binding as a judgment of that 

For payment of the judgment rendered by the Conrt of Claims in favor of the | court. " 
Southern Pacitle Company, $1,809,539.70. Is it now proposed, after referring these claims to the Court of 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, before that amendment is acted | Claims, where, as the Senator from Tennessee has suggested, they 
upon I should like to offer an amendment toit. I will state to the | have all the machinery to investigate, to inquire, to reject incom- 
Senator from Missouri that the amendment I propose to offer pro- | petent evidence, etc., that the committees of this body are going to 
vides for a certain percentage of the judgments to pay the French | supervise the action of the Court of Claims? Mr. President, if that 
spoliation claims and the findings of the Court of Claims under | be true, the act under which they are referred to that court is an 
the Bowman Act. The amendment I offered some days ago I have | absolute mockery. 
modified. I send it to the desk, and ask the Secretary to read the Sir, I have in my possession the findings of the Court of Claims 
modification. I suggest that it come in after line 14, on page 64. | known as the French spoliation claims and those under the Bow- 
It simply reduces the amount contemplated in the original amend- | man Act. The court has found so much due each individaal 
ment to about one-half. claimant. The time has expired when there could be an appeal 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. from that finding, and no appeal has been taken. Is it now pro- 

The SEcRETARY. On page 64, after line 14, itis proposed toadd | posed that this Government shall repudiate those claims by re- 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations | fusing to put them on this bill and pay them? That is the prac- 
the following tical effect of the opposition to my amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is not worth while to read These claimants have been before Congress session after session, 
the amendment; itis a verylongone, and weall know whatit is. I | year after year, to get a recognition of these.claims found by the 





believe it includes the Bowman-law claims, does it not? court appointed by Congress. Now, the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. BUTLER. Part of them. comes in and makes the point of order against them. 


Mr.COCKRELL. And itincludes the French spoliation claims. I submit that they are not subject to a point of order, because 
I make the point of order that those are claims pure and simple | if that provision in this bill is in order, and a number of others 
which have not been adjudicated. | similar to it, I submit that this amendment is in order, and that 
LT hold in my hand a report of the Committee on Claims, sub- | this provision should be inserted in the bill, which reduces the 
mitted byits chairman to the Senate on the 16th day of February, | amount in the original amendment by one-half, and allow these 
1895, on the French spoliation claims and the so-cailed Bowman- | people to receive the money which is justly and honestly due them 
law claims. The very claims included in the amendment were re- | under thé law of the country. 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, thus admitting that they were The VICE-PRESIDENT. Willthe Senatorfrom Missouri state 
claims pure and simple, and the Committee on Claims has refused | his point of order? 
to report them as amendments to the pending appropriation bill. Mr. COCKRELL. The point of orderis that the amendment 





I read what that report says: proposes to provide for private claims, and the claims were ro- 

The adoption of the amendment would take from Congress all opportunity | ferred to the Committee on Claims, and that committee has re- 
to examine and pass upon the findings and would give them the force and | fused to report them favorably to be placed on a general appro- 
etfect of judgments. is was not the intention of the law known as the Bow- : 


man Act, nor of the act referring the French spoliation claims to the Court of priation bill. 


Claims. Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will inform 
The former act in section 1— him—— 
That is the Bowman Act— Mr. COCKRELL. I am making the point of order, and I in- 
provides as follows: sist that the point of order is not debatable. I have said—— 


“When the facts shall have been found, the courts shall not enter judg- Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is debating it. 


ment thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the House b TIC os 5 tthe; “i aon ‘ 
Sa icd Gnanak wan Seeman taetanaeiiiesetion ™ Y| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to hear the sug- 
The title of the act indicates its purpose to be not to give the court full | gestion of the Senator from Missouri. 


power to hear and determine this class of cases, but to afford assistance and Mr. COCKRELL. Iamstating the point of order. I have not 


=— a —— of claims and demands against the Government. | said a word about the merits or the demerits of the claims, but I 
That is, the act relating to the French spoliation claims— os ns to say on that subject if the point of order is 
provides as follows in section 6: Mr. BUTLER. I insist, the Senator having stated his view of 


“The court shall report to Congress’’— . a ws 
Mark the language— the case on the point of order, that it is but fair to me that I 


should be permitted to state mine. 
“for final action, the facts found by it, and its conclusions in all cases which Q + n ee a 3 
it has disposed of and not previously reported. Such finding and report of The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 


the court shall be taken to be merely advisory as to the law and facts found, | from South Carolina. 


and shall not conclude either the claimant or Congress.” Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that the Committee on 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, nobody, I imagine, pretends that | Claims have reported against these claims. They simply have 
the findings of the Court of Claims in respect to claims has | said that the claims are meritorious, but they have made no rec- 
ripened into a judicial judgment against the Government; but | ommendation in regard to them. The claims come to the Senate 
the statute provided a means of much more thorough investiga- | from a re ly organized court of the Government, and I sub- 


tion of claims against the Government by authorizing them to be | mit that they are entitled to as much consideration, and a great 
referred to that court for examination and report. The court! deal more, than the action of any committee. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the question. Is the proposed amendment in order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that ques- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Justaword. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina said that the Committee on Claims had not passed upon these 
claims. Itis so — a proposition, it seems to me, that no one 
can doubt it. ere is the report of the Committee on Claims, 
made by the chairman of that committee: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred an amendment, intro- 
duced by Mr. Harris of Tennessee, to the bill (H. R. 8518) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1596,and for other purposes, have given the same careful 
examination and submit the following report thereon— 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Missouri to 
- that the question of order was not debatable, and I object to 

ebate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
made by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I hope the Chair will hereafter, when 
a point of order is made, decide the same way in every case. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question submitted to the Sen- 
ate by the Chair is, Is the proposed amendment in order? The 
Secretary will call the roll. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH), and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
eee Gipson], but I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Nevada a JONES], and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after voting in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Texas [ir MILs] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with that Senator, and with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I inquire if the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri has not 
voted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am paired with that Senator, and with- 
hold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I observe that the Senator with whom I am 
paired is present, and therefore I record my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hunton, Proctor, 
Brice, Dixon, Irby, Pugh, 
Burrows, Dubois, Lodge, Roach, 
Butler, Faulkner, Manderson, Stewart, 
Cameron, Frye, Mantle, Voorhees, 
Carey, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Walsh, 
Chandler, Hale. Murphy, Wilson of Wash 
Clark, Hawley, Perkins, tt. 
Daniel, Hoar, Platt, 

NAYS—24. 
Allen, Cullom, McLaurin, Peffer, 
Allison, George, MeMillan, uay, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell of Wis. erman, 
Berry, Jones of Ark. Morgan, Teller, 
Call, re Palmer, Turpie, 
Cockrell, dsay, Pasco, Vilas. 

NOT VOTING—29. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mills, Squire, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Morrill, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Camden, Power, White, 
Coke. \ Pritchard, Wilson of Toya. 
PS yh, sone of Ney. Ransom, 
. cPherson, Shoup, 

Gordon. Smith, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is overruled, and 
the question now is on ing to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South lina to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not put all the claims in, Mr. Presi- 
—_ think the Senator had better move to insert them all in 
the , 

Mr. BUTLER. I thank the Senator for his suggestion, but I 
shall stand on the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that all the cases which have been 
reported to the Senate under the Bowman Act be included in the 
list proposed to be inserted. The clerks can get the lists and in- 
sert them. It is not right that one class should be put in and not 
another, and there is quite a large number of these claims... I 
move that they be inse as a portion of the amendment. Jus- 
tice, equity, and fair dealing require that all claims of that class 
should be placed on the same footing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well, Mr. President, 


a ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not press that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator makes that motion, he may as well 
move to include all the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say they all ought to be included. 

Mr. VILAS. Including the insurance claims as well? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, all of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. If that were done, it would load this bill down 
so that it would sink in spite of anything that could be done to 
save it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The seamen ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on A Poon. 

Mr. PALMER. Let me oa the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Iriseto a parliament inquiry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just one moment. I wish to knowif the 
et in line 7 of page 64, which I proposed, has been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. That was passed over. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the rule requires the committee 
amendments to be first considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the understanding, but I supposed 
when this question was called up that we could dispose of it very 
quickly, and therefore I made no — about it. 

Mr. FRYE. It was disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it was disposed of very quickly. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to have a committee amendment put 
in there and agreed to. 

Mr. GORM Will the Senator from Missouri permit me on 
this particular amendment? I understood the Senator from South 
Carolina to offer an amendment to come in at the end of the 
amendment in line 14, appropriating $1,809,539.70 to the South- 
ern Pacific Company. Only the amendment. to the amendment 
was adopted. ow the question comes up on the whole proposi- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have that read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will again be stated. 

The SkcRETARY. After line 10, on page 64, add the following: 

For payment of the judgment rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of 
the Southern Pacific Company. $1,809,539.70. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have a statement made in re- 
gard to that judgment. What is it for? 

Mr. BUTLER. The amendment I offered simply etn that 
there shall be appropriated three hundred and odd thousand dol- 
lars—I do not remember the exact amount—to pay the French 
spoliation claims, and three hundred and odd thousand dollars 
for claims under the Bowman Act. The original amendment 
which I offered provided for $1,408,342.29. Ihave modified the 
amendment, and I do not remember the amount stated, but it is 
six hundred and odd thousand dollars instead of one million four 
hundred thousand; and that sum is to be divided up between the 
two classes of claims. 

Mr. FRYE. That amendment has been adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Asan amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. As an amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the amendment in lines 11 to 
14, on — 64, has already been agreed to. 

Mr. RMAN. Nobody knows. 
ane T. It has not been agreed to, the Chair 

state. 

The amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. But- 
LER] to the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

: Was not the committee amendment agreed 
to before the amendment to it was offered? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question on the amendment as 
amended has not been submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina a question, so that I may understand his amendment. 
In respect to the fa of the Siena spoliation and Bowman 
Act claims, does the Senator provide for paying one-half of each 
claim, as found by the court, or does his amendment appropriate 
a specific sum to pay the whole of certain claims, paying nothing 
on others? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is it. 

Mr. FRYE. estion! 

Mr. . Theamendment just read at the desk relates 
to an entirely different subject-matter. I want to know what we 


are voting upon. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for a division of the two propositions. 
They are separate and distinct questions, and I desire to have a 
separate vote. 

. FRYE. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] asks the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] what the Southern Pacific 
Compan eee is. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It is a judgment of the Court of Claims 
which was rendered some yearsago. Itis not connected in any 
shape, manner, or form with any of the Government obligations, 
and I think it is as honest and just a debt as any judgment which 
the Court of Claims has rendered upon a full hearing on both 
sides. I have no sympathy—— : 

Mr. FRYE. It is drawing 4 per cent interest. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is drawing 4 per cent interest, and it will 
continue to do so until it is paid. Ican see no reason on earth, 
except a mere sentimental one, because it is a railroad company, 
why the judgment ought not to be paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN There are great and I believe just claims on 
the part of the United States due from this railroad com y; if it 
is the one I speak of, the Southern Pacific Company; oad although 
the judgment may be rendered for a icular claim, I tink there 
are counterclaims to be made by the United States against the 
company in connection with the Central Pacific Railrowl. Ido 
not think it is right for us to appropriate money to pay this large 
sum of money when these claims on the part of the United States 
are still pending and in controversy. That is the way it seems to 
me. Isup it is for that reason that the delay has occurred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no controversy about the matter 
at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Can the Senator from Ohio name a claim of the 
United States against the Southern Pacific Company? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Southern Pacific Company is re- 
sponsible for a large portion of the claim that will be made by 
the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Nota single dollar, in any way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a question. 

Mr. FRYE. I had the honor of investigating that question 
very thoroughly. The Southern PacificCompany owes the United 
States nothing. TheCentral Pacific does. It is simply leased by 
the Southern Pacific. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Southern Pacific is a mere offshoot of 
the Central Pacific, and when the question comes to be determined 
I have no doubt the Southern Pacific will be made responsible for 
a large part of the losses which the Government has sustained 
through the Central Pacific. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Ohio give it as his opinion 
as a matter of law that the Southern Pacific Company can be held 
responsible for any debt of the Central Pacific? 

Mr. SHERMAN . My impression is it can be. 

Mr. FRYE. That is utterly impossible. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Therefore I ask—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine—— 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
give me the benefit of the recognition I had. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not know that the Senator from Illinois was 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to say that I think the claim in favor 
of the railroad ought to wait a final adjustment of the matters 
between those r and the United States. I protest that there 
is a large number of claims against the United States under the 
Bowman Act and other acts, including judgments of the Court of 
Claims, and there ought to be some general arrangement for their 
settlement. Ican think of nothing more unjust than the selection 
of certain of these claims for immediate payment, and I am some- 
what surprised that the Senator from Missouri, who is usually so 
cautious and just, should favor the selection of particular claims 
of these various c and appropriation for their present pay- 
ment. They ought to be disposed of by some general scheme of 
ae I insist that the selection of particular claims—— 

. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Illinois let me say 
one word right here? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. T y,as for years past, we are paying the 
Southern Pacific Company every dollar on account of the same 
class of indebtedness as that for which the judgment was ren- 
dered. We are not pretending to dispute our liability now. We 
have been paying it for years. Payment was suspended for a 
while, and that compelled the company to sue. They have their 
judgment, and after they get judgment the United States goes 
onand pays them month by month. But we will not pay this claim. 
The others are drawing no interest, while this is drawing 4 per 
cent interest every year; and yet the Government will not pay it. 
We pay all other judgments of the Court of Claims, Right here 


we put in a provision paying all the judgments which are ren- 
dered, where the court has jurisdiction. e have been excepting 
only the Pacific railroads, where we claim a right to offset their 
demands. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest tothe Senator from Missouri that 
the judgment of the Court of Claims has been taken to the Su- 

reme Court and the principle thoroughly argued and established. 
here is no a aboat it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Weare not picking this claim ont at all. 
Weare trying to treat this one judgment like we treat all other 
judgment creditors of the United States. Unfortunately it is a 
railroad. If it were the Senator from [linois [Mr. PaLMeEr] in 
his individual capacity, not a Senator would say a word against 
it, nor would anyone else. 

Mr. PALMER. The railroads have various relations with the 
United States. There are questions with the Southern Pacific 
Company which require investigation and adjustment. There 
will be at some time, as I hope, a thorough investigation of the 
relations of the United States with these aided railroads. I ob- 
ject to the payment of anything to any of those railroads until 
there is an overhauling of accounts, in order that those judg- 
ments, if there are judgments, may be very fairly set off against 
some one of the great number of claims of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Illinois a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. What overhauling of accounts does the Senator 
contemplate other than a judgment of the Court of Claims and a 
decision by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator must be aware that while there 
may be a judgment which may determine a specific liability upon 
a given state of facts, yet there may exist equities between the 
same parties which would require that the claim should be satis- 
fied by the equities. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}, 
who was chairman of the special committee on that subject ap- 
pointed by the Senate, says he investigated the matter, and that 
there is no pretense for claiming that the United States has any 
debt which can be legally or equitably offset against this claim. 

Now, after this case has gone to judgment, the United Sts tes 
having set up its offset and its legal equities, with the knowledge 
now that the judgment is drawing 4 per cent interest, as it has 
been doing for several years, and the committee of the Senate 
appointed to look into the matter having come to the conclusion 
there is not anything, what else does the Senator from Illinois 
want? 

Mr. PALMER. Ihaveread the report of the Senator from Maine 
with the greatest attention and interest. That report seems tome 
to amount to a mere wail of despair, a mere expression of a sort 
of belief that the United States is awed in the presence of these 
railroads. 

Mr. HOAR. This company? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, and others. Sol insist that these mat- 
ters should stand open until there can be some thorough adjust- 
ment of the relations of all these great railroads to the United 
States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, if this were a claim 
against the Central Pacific or the Union Pacific Company, even 
though it were a judgment, as this is, affirmed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, 1 do not suppose any Senator hero 
would under existing circumstances care to vote to put in the bil 
an appropriation for its payment. But when it is a claim of & 
company for services rendered,which has been passed upon, first, 
by the Court of Claims, and, secondly, by the Supreme Court #9 
the United States, a company against which, so far as I know, 
the Government has no claim, a company that received no aid 
from Congress, then it does seem to me that the amendment ought 
not, simply because the claim happens to be in favor of a railroad 
company, be ruled out. 

I have never heard it suggested seriously by anybody that the 
Southern Pacific Company is to be held responsible for any claims 
the Government may have against the Central Pacific or the Union 
Pacific Company. ere are matters concerning these companies 
and the Government requiring adjustment, of course. They ate 
now pending, I understand, in both branches of Congress, and are 
being considered from time to time by the appropriate committees 
of the two Houses. But in no case do I understand is it sought to 
hold some other railroad company responsible for any derelictions, 
if derelictions there be, upon the part of the Central Pacific Cox)- 
pany and the Union Pacific. 

As stated by the chairman of the committee, this whole ques- 
tion as to the duty of the Government to pay this class of cors- 
pensation was up, adjudicated, passed upon first by the Court of 
Claims, and their decision was sanctioned, as I remember, by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. It was also stated by the 
chairman of the committee very properly that we are now paying 
every month to the Southern Pacific Company whatever it earns 
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for the same kind of service. If we refuse to pay this judgment, 
which by the way is drawing 4 per cent interest every year, run- 
ning along, then to be logical we should pass an act or a joint 


resolution prohibiting the Departments from paying the road an- 
other dollar for service of this kind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to say to the Senator from Oregon 
that the case is stro in his favor than he states it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If Iam correctly informed, in this case judg- 
ment was taken in the Court of Claims, and the Government ap- 
pealed to the Supreme Court and then dismissed its appeal there, 
abandoned the contest, which is very much like a coletent by 
confession. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the Supreme Court did not de- 
cide this case; that the appeal was dismissed. My information is 
very direct. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Indiana is right 
about it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ithinkso. That makes the case stronger. 
Tt is like the Government confessing that the judgment below was 
correct, and makes it more obligatory even than otherwise. A 
court may finally decide against a party and not convince him that 
it is correct, but where a party abandons his contest before a court 
in advance of decision, yields the point, then he is in no situation 
to contest the question afterwards. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think the Senator from Indiana 
states the case correctly. The Government, acting through the 
Department of Justice, became so well satisfied that no further 
resistance should be made to the judgment as rendered by the 
Court of Claims that it abandoned the contest, as stated by the 
Senator from Indiana. Of course, that resulted in an affirmance 
of the judgment of the Court of Claims, and besides an admission 
on the part of the Government that the judgment was just and 
should be paid. 

I can see no reason why we should not pay this claim unless it 
be that the claim is one held by a railroad company. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to me the only way the Southern 
Pacific Company, which I understand is a corporation entirely 
distinct from the Central Pacific—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Entirely. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Could be held responsible for the debt of 
the Central Pacific to the United States Government would be if 
the Government made a claim that the earnings of the Central 
Pacific had been diverted from the payment of the Government 
debt to the building of the Southern Pacific. Has any such claim 
ever been made by the United States? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have never heard of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Chair to be reminded that the 
five-minute rule is in order, and I hope it will be enforced. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, [trust the committee amend- 
ment will not be to, to pay this judgment in favor of the 
Southern Pacific . ext year the obligations of the 
Central Pacific Railroad to the Government will become due, and 
next winter Congress will be called upon to deal with the whole 


uestion. 

. These two railroad a the Centra! Pacific and the South- 
ern Pacific, are one and the same thing. , earnings, 
money of the Central Pacific were diverted by these men to the 
construction of the properties of the Southern Pacific Railroad. 
There is an obligation on their stock, under the laws of California, 
against the builders of the Southern Pacific Railroad, and also a 
personal liability for the debts of the co: y. The act of Con- 
gress required that the stock of the Cen Pacific should be paid 
in full and in money, and yet on the $54,283,000 of stock issued 
they paid in but $760,000, In order to substantiate their position 
and secure the bonds of the Government they made oath that they 
had paid in full. : 

After having paid enormous dividends, having diverted and 
converted the poeesy of the Central Pacific Railroad to their 
own use and for their own oy and having stolen on every 
hand, in order to destroy the value of oe Paupesny of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad, the scoundrels organized the Southern Pacific 
Com and diverted its business over that line. They are the 
pou to whom we are to give this money. The Southern Pa- 
cific Company was ized under the laws of the State of Ken- 
tucky, August 14,1 It is a corporation created by special 
charter, authorizing it, among other things, to contract for and 
acquire, by purc or otherwise, stocks, ds, or securities of 


any company, tion, or association. 
© capital ack by the charter was fixed at $10,000,000, with 
Nt Se ee ee dg go be determined by 
board o 


of directors, with the approval of at least two-thirds in 
interest of the stockholders. In 1888 the capital stock was in- 
creased to $150,000,000. This com leased the Central Pacific 


Railroad April 1, 1885, and also all the lines controlled by Stan- 


ford, Huntington, Crocker, and Hopkins. The lease by this com- 
pany of the Central Pacific Railroad was, in my opinion, illegal 
and fraudulent in every t. 


Now let us see who the officers of the Southern Pacific Railroad 
are. The board of directors is composed of C. P. Huntington, New 
York City; Thomas E. Stillman, New York City; Thomas H. Hub- 
bard, New York City; J. C. Stubbs, San Francisco, Ca].; Russell 
J. Wilson, San Francisco, Cal.; N. T. Smith, San Francisco, Cal.; 
Charles F. Crocker, San Francisco, Cal.; A. N. Towne, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; 8. T. Gage, San Francisco, Cal.; H. E. Huntington, 
San Francisco, Cal.; William H. Crocker, San Francisco, Cal. 
C. P. Huntington is president, Charles F. Crocker vice-president, 
and A. N. Towne second vice-president. 

This company has no property whatever. Allits income is from 
the lease of other companies. I believe when we come to make 
this settlement we will find a way to recover in a measure some of 
the money out of which these men have swindled the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. It is very easy to call people hard names. 
For many years the Government of the United States contracted 
with the Southern Pacific Railroad, running through Texasand the 
Territories up to San Francisco, to euty the mail, and it paid the 
company for it. On the argument now advanced by the tor 
from South Dakota [Mr. PerrigrEw ] the Department undertook to 
refuse to comply with those contracts. A suit was brought to 
enforce the payment, and judgment has been obtained, sanctioned 
by the Supreme Court. Since that time payments have gone on. 

Now, as to any money having been diverted to build other rail- 
roads, there is no evidence of it. On the contrary, the evidence 
is all the other way. The Southern Pacific Company was built 
by bonds. The bondholders have a lien upon it to a very large 
extent, some of it as high as $40,000 a mile. It is bonded for 
about the cost of construction. 

I do not think anyone can show that any other money has gone 
into it than the money of private parties. Itis a bonded a 
you assault it you assault the men who hold the bonds. you 
undertake to break that up, and the railroads are all having a 
hard time to run, you strike the men who put the money in and 
hold the bonds. Itis their property, and itdoes notbelong to any- 
one else. If you will examine the books you will find that none 
of the money of the Central Pacific has gone into the Southern 
Pacific. The stock is comparatively valueless. It sells for but 
little, very little, in the market in these hard times, but the bonds 
are held good because the railroad has paid its interest. In times 
like these the company wants the money to pay interest, and if 
you strike at this road and break it up and throwit intothe hands 
of receivers you will strike nobody but the bondholders who paid 
a ey in to build the road, which has not been built by any- 

ing else. 

Ican show the records of it if it were necessary. The court 
held, when the question was brought in court, that this was an 
entirelyindependentcompany. Itwasbuiltwithmoney borrowed, 
and the record will show that there was ample money borrowed 
to build the road. Now, to say that the persons who invested in 
the bonds shall be robbed, when the matter has gone before the 
courts, when it is finally determined, when the Government is 
bound to pay 4 cent interest on its indebtedness, and when this 
is not different from any other judgment, is notright. There can 
be no possibility of tracing the money of the Central Pacific to 
the Southern Pacific Company, because the bonds show with what 
it ao The bondholders are watching this proceeding very 
carefully. 

Mr. E. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate for but 
a moment. I shall vote against the amendment. The Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] asked the question whether 
there was any claim made by the Government of the United States 
that the moneys of the Central Pacific have been diverted into the 
coffers of the Southern Pacific. Such aclaimis made. Whether 
it is well or ill founded is not now to be considered. Of course, 
we can not investigate the subject and determine. I think ys 
there was such diversion, notwithstanding the statement of the 
Senator from ated STEWART]. It is certain, among other 
things, that the Cer Pacific was leased for a nominal sum to 
the Southern Pacific. The amount received by the Central Pacific 
as rental was exceedingly small. 

When the Government of the United States finally adjusts the 
dispute now pending between these various parties who are inter- 
ested in the Pacific railroads there will be an unity to do 
justice by everybody and for a full and fair ement, and we 
can then determine whether or not the Government has any offset 
against this item. Hence I think we are hasty in proposing to 
appropriate this money to pay the claim under the prevailing cir- 


c ces. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from California allow me 
to interrupt him for a question, for, so far as 1 am concerned, I 
know nothing about this matter except as I am obtaining light 
under this discussion? 





1895. 





Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 


Mr. MANDERSON. What was the original cause of action in 
the Court of Claims for which the judgment was rendered—trans- 
portation of the mails? 

Mr WHITE. Yes, sir. 

M:, MANDERSON. And troops? 

Mr. STEWART. Ona contract. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Was there a counter claim or set-off, or 
call it what you please, a defense by the United States, showing a 
wrongful diversion to the Southern Pacific Company? 

Mr. STEWART. It could not be stated. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that I 
do not understand from the nature of the litigation that the court 
could have considered any such offset. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Would it not have been a legitimate de- 
fense in that action? 

Mr. WHITE. I do not think in that proceeding it could have 
been litigated. But it makes no difference to me whether it could 
have been litigated or not. Weare not trying this case upon any 
technical ground whatever, I understand; and if the Government, 
im the final adjustment of this matter,shall be able to trace the 
funds and property of the Central Pacific, there will be an op- 

rtunity for an entire settlement, as I said before, upon a just 

asis to all concerned. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia a question. Is there any proceeding or any bill or joint 
resolution before either House of Congress which contemplatesin 
the settlement of the entire matter between the Government of 
the United States and the Union Pacific and Central Pacific rail- 
roads any mixing up whatever of the Southern Pacific in that 
settlement? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand there isnot. Being a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, I have had to investi- 
gate this question, and there certainly has been no action upon 
the part of either branch of Congress which claims that there is 
any combination between those roads, or that there is any inter- 
est affecting the Southern Pacific in any way whatever in connec- 
tion with the Central Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, happily or unhappily, Congress 
has nothing to do with the question Iam now discussing regard- 
ing the settlement in courts. There is a proceeding pending in 
the California courts in which this matter will be litigated by the 
Government of the United States. Special counsel have been em- 
ployed, and they will proceed no doubt without any joint resolu- 
tion, and will not require any, torepresent the claims of the United 
States. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator did not understandme. Iun- 
derstand the suit he speaks of is a personal suit against certain 
parties who may be interested in the roads. There is no suit, I 
tent against the Southern Pacific Company, even in Cali- 

ornia. 

Mr.WHITE. Therearetwoquestions with reference to the claim 
of the United States upon the bonded indebtedness. First, it is 
claimed that there is a personal liability. Secondly, the Govern- 
ment is seeking to trace the funds of the Central Pacific into the 
Southern Pacific and there obtain the money which it believes be- 
longs to the Government. Whether, as I said before, this claim 
is to be found in fact or not (I may have an opinion, but it is im- 
material to this discussion), I do not believe that we should take 
any steps toward setting apart any money for the use of this cor- 
poration until the whole matter has been thoroughly investigated 
and probed to the bottom. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, I think Senators should not make 
statements calculated to produce a false impression upon the 
public mind in such a grave matter asthis. It is alleged here 
that by means of a lease the revenues of the Southern Pacific 
road of California and the other Southern Pacific roads of Ari- 
zona and New Mexicoare being taken out of the place where they 
properly should go and put into the Southern Pacific Company, a 
corporation of Kentucky, which, under a nominal lease, operates 
all those roads. If that were true, the Southern Pacific Company, 
the operating company, would have been able to pay dividends 
upon its stocks or interest upon its bonds. As a matter of fact, in 
the eight years during which the lease has continued they have 
not made one single dollar of money. They have not taken any- 
thing out, because they have nothing in their own treasury, nor 
is their stock of any value. They have no bonds upon which to 
pay interest, and they have been able to pay no dividends upon 
their stock. 

So far as this es claim is concerned, it is by a company 
which has no relations whatever with the Southern Pacific Com- 


pany of California or the Southern Pacific Company of New Mex- 
ico or Arizona except that of lessee; and, as I say, its lease has 
proven so far, at least, to be valueless to the people who invested 
their money in the Southern Pacific Company's stock, paying 
many, many millions of dollars for what is utterly worthless 
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has so far been unremunerative.and unprofitable. That company 
has obtained a judgment in the court of last resort which bears 4 
per cént interest, and will until it is paid; and, in my opinion, it 
1s our duty to pay that debt. 

Mr. WHITE. I have oniya word to say in response to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. I believe he does not deny that there has been a 
lease made for a nominal sum. [ understand that the returns 
now given in since the time for the maturity of the debt has ap- 
proached are not very great. I understand that according to the 
reports there is no profit in transacting the railroad business. 
The last corporation mentioned by the Senator, it is true, has a 
different name from the other, but substantially the stockholders 
are the same. There is no dispute, I take it, as to that. As far 
as the personal liability is concerned, of course that is quite an- 
other matter. This corporate affair, as exemplified in the Pacific 
Railway, furnishes another instance where corporations are in- 
solvent and those who have conducted them are otherwise. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask if the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina, which is 
now a part of the amendment, has been read tothe Senate. If not, 
I ask that it be read. 

Mr.BUTLER. If theSenator from Florida will permit me, I can 
explain the whole object of the amendment in less than five min- 
utes. A large part of the reading will simply relate to the correc- 
tion of names of claimants, but the essential parts of it can be dis- 
posed of in two minutes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It would take an hour to read it. 

Mr. PASCO. Then I hope an honr will be taken, and it will be 
well spent. I think the Senate ought to know to whom the 
amounts are to be paid. 

The original amendment as printed covered two or three times 
as much as that now before the Senate. Some names have been 
cut out and some have been kept in, perhaps others have been 
inserted, and I think before the Senate undertakes to vote nearly a 
million dollars it ought to know to whom the million dollars or six 
or eight hundred thousand dollars, whatever the amount is, is to 
be paid. These are not the judgments of any court. They are 
mere findings of the Court of Claims. It has been customary 
hitherto that these findings should be submitted to some compait- 
tee, in order that it may be ascertained whether they are correct 
or not. Some weeks ago. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
a question. Does he mean to state that the names of any hay> 
been substituted for names found by the Court of Claims as the 
persons entitled to be paid? 

Mr. PASCO. I do not know what names are there. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Are they not names of those found to be enti- 
tled by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PASCO. Thenamesthatare included in this large amend- 
ment are, I presume, names of some of those whose cases have 
been reported by the court in its findings. Some of the names 
have been taken out of the amendment as printed, and these 
in the amendment as it now stands are made the recipients of 
the benefits to be obtained if the proposition of the Senator from 
South Carolina prevails. Why some names were cut out and 
others allowed to remain in Ido not know. Whether there was 
any rule followed, or why the selection was made, or by whom it 
was made, Ido not know. It certainly had not been made by any 
committee of the Senate, unless the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom the amendment was referred, has made the selection, 
and I understand that this committee has not acted upon it at all. 

I was going on to state that some weeks ago an amendment sim- 
ilar to this but without any names to it was proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. The Committee on Claims gave it careful and delib- 
erate consideration; but there were no names of recipients in the 
matter as it was referred to the Committee on Claims. After de- 
liberate consideration the Committee on Claims reported it back 
and asked to be excused from its further consideration. I ask that 
the Secretary read the report which was then offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Pasco, from the 
Committee on Claims, February 16, 1895, as follows: 

The pu of the pro: sis to opriate from » Treas- 
ary MBO tnolk che Waitt the annount be paolo te sings of te 
Court of Claims in what are known as the French spoliation claims. in the 
order in which the findings were made, and the other half on the findings in 
store and supply cases under the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman 
Act, and the su ent act of March 3, 1887, known as the Tucker Act, these 
latter cases being included in what are known as the Southern war claims. 


The committee are fully satisfied that there are many meritorious claims 
in both of the above classes, but they are not all of that character, and ther 
are some each class which the committee have heretofore been unab! 
after giving them p: t investigation, to report for the favorable consider- 
ation of the Senate. ether any of these rejected claims would be included 
in those erred the terms of the amendment can not bo 
No list them has been furnished to the committee, nor is it Pp ssibl 
make such a list, for no one can tell in advance the order in which they will 

certified by the clerk of the Court of Claims to the Secretary of the 









asce! 


ey. ; 
The adoption of the amendment would take from Congress all opportunity 
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to examine and pass upon the findings and would give them the force and 
effect of judgments. is was not the intention of the law knownas the Bow- 
ro ar of the act referring the French spoliation claims to the Court 

‘I “4 rOrmer act, in section 1, provides as follows: 

‘** When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judgment 
thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the House by 
which the case was transmitted for its consideration.” 

The title of the act indicates its purpose to be not to give the court full 
power to hear and determine this class of cases but to afford assistance and 
relief in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government. 

The latter act provides as follows in section 6: 

“ The court shall report to Congress, for final action, the facts found by it, 
and its conclusions in all cases which it has disposed of and not previously 
reported. Such finding and report of the court shall be taken to be merely 
a as to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the claim- 
ant or Co Mee 

The facts when found, in each class of cases, may be demurrable and not a 
pegper basis for any pecuniary relief. ‘ 

The committee do not feel that they would be justified under the law or 
the practice that has hitherto prevailed in recommending the payment of a 
lot of unknown claims and reporting them with no knowledge of their merits 
or demerits, to be covered by a large appropriation in a general appropria- 
tion bill for the sundry civil expenses of the Government. They are with- 
out any basis for intelligent action, and the consideration which the law casts 
upon Congress as a duty after the court has found the facts is not possible in 
the absence of the claims and the reports of the court upon them. 

Under these circumstances your committee ask to be excused from the 
further consideration of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. Now, the amendment has been modified so as to 
put in a lot of names of recipients of money to be paid by this 
amendment, but who selected the names I do not know. Who 

ssed upon these findings of the Court of Claims I do not know. 
F vdanaiecd that all of these claims, with perhaps one or two 
exceptions, went from the House of Representatives to the Court 
of Claims and not from the Senate: and it does seem to me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PASCO. This is an important subject, and I hope I shall 
be allowed, as I am chairman of the Committee on Claims and 
have a responsibility in the matter, to present the case fully to the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. PASCO. These claims were not sent to the court from 
the Senate, except perhaps a few of them; most of the claims 
went from the House of Representatives to the Court of Claims; 
and when the findings of the court come back here they go pene 
erly to the House in which they originated, and there they should 
be first 7. 

Mr. YE, at is not true of the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. PASCO. I amspeaking mainly of the others. I shall come 
to the French spoliation claims presently. I am ET hens, 
to these findings of the Southern war claims under the Bowman 
Act and under the Tucker Act. These claims properly go back 
to the House of Kepresentatives that sent them to the court. 
Here is a proposition to pay some three or four hundred thousand 
dollars on the claims that went from the House of Representa- 
tives to the Court of Claims, and now the proposition is made 
without action there to insert them in this bill in the Senate. 

This report which has been read was the action of the Commit- 
tee on Claims of the Senate when the amount of the os 
was given them, without mentioning the names of the beneficiaries; 
but, as I have said, I do not know who has selected these names 
in the amendment now before us. The matter in its eet shape 
has not been before any committee of the Senate. These claims 
have not been examined by any committee. If the Senate sees fit 
to put them into the bill I wish it distinctly understood that the 
responsibility for the correctness of the finding does not rest with 
the Committee on Claims. 

The French spoliation claims stand on a different footing. They 
went to the Court of Claims under another law. The Senate is 
familiar with the merits of the French spoliation claims. I un- 
derstand that about an equal amount of this appropriation goes 
to those claimants as goes to the Southern war claimants, but the 
names of the beneficiaries are placed before us in a similar way, 
and I think before the Senate upon them we should know 
who are to be the recipients of this large amvuant of money. 

It does seem to me that it is an unsafe way to anerenslet eight 
or nine hundred thousand dollars, or seven or eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars, whichever it is—I do not know the exact amount— 
without some prelimi examination of these findings by some 
committee either of the House or the Senate. 

I have felt it my duty as the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, particularly as this matter has been once referred to us, 
to call the same to the attention of the Senate, and that duty has 
now been discharged. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to having the 
amendment read. The amendment was modified by a member of 
the House of Representatives and brought over to me with the 
names in as they a in the amendment. I do not know who 
theclaimantsare. Inever heard of them before. The names were 
taken from the original amendment, which I have in my hand, 
and the amount has simply been reduced, 
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But the Senator from Florida is not altogether accurate when 
he says these claims have never been before a committee of this 
body. He can not help but recall the fact that I introduced this 
amendment February 25, and it went to the Committee on A 
propriations, I think. Therefore his statement is not entirely 
accurate. 

Mr. PASCO. Allow metocorrect the Senator. Isaid, or meant 
to say, that they had been examined by no committee unless they 
had been examined by the Committee on Appropriations, andmy 
understanding was that they had not been examined by thatcom- 
mittee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee never looked at them. 

Mr. PASCO. The chairman of the committee is here to speak 
for himself upon that question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. e never looked at them, as a matter of 
course. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Committee on Appropriations neglects 
its duty and the Committee on Claims neglects its duty, I think it 
is pretty hard on these claimants against the United States that 
they should be made to suffer because the committees of this body 
haveneglected to discharge their duty. Thatis whatitamounts to. 

Mr. PASCO. May I ask the Senator from South Carolina a 
question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. I will ask the Senator from South Carolina 
(though I think I have already heard him state that he knows 
nothing about these claims) whether he has examined them him- 
self, and whether he can state upon his word as a Senator that 
they are just and proper claims and ought to be paid. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave the certificate here of the clerk of the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. PASCO. Those are mere findings. 

Mr. BUTLER. They are findings. I have not had time, and 
the Senator from Florida has not, and would not have in twenty- 
five years, time to go through the facts that were inquired into b 
that court, and the Senator from Florida knows perfectly well 
that the Committee on Claims could never do such a thing. 

Mr. HALE. There is another answer the Senator from South 
Carolina might make to the Senator from Florida, and that is that 
the Senate twice has put on the appropriation bill the same kind 
of claims, and they have passed both branches. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest-—— 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Maine is certainly mistaken in 
that statement. 

Mr. HALE. No; Iam not mistaken, 

Mr. PASCO. He may becorrect so far as the French spoliation 
claims are concerned. 

Mr. HALE. Iam referring to the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. PASCO. I was not referring entirely to those. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate hastwice put on the appropriation bill 
the French spoilation claims, and thereby recommended their pay- 
ment. The only reason why the committee did not put them on 
this year was Seouuas it believed that in the condition of the 
Treasury it was not a safe thing to do; and some of us who were 
in favor of the claims could not get them on in committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I appreciate—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator allow me just a word? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand that the Senator from Florida 
was not speaking derisively of the liation claims when he 
spoke of them as mere findings of the Court of Claims. The fact 
is that by the statute of 1885 all those claims were referred to the 
Court of Claims toascertain what, if anything, was due. In the 
nature of the case it was a judicial matter, to be investigated and 
determined judicially. It could be done nowhere else, and it has 
been done there. Consequently any Committee on Claims or other 
committee would simply accept the findings of that court as they 
would the findings of any other court, unless the whole matter is 
brought before them as before a court on appeal, with counsel on 
both sides. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now let me read 

Mr. PASCO. Allow me one moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. In one moment. 

Mr. PASCO. Reference was made to the law. I should like 
to have—— 

Mr. FRYE. The law has been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have here the certificate of the Court of 
Claims to this effect: 





COURT OF CLAIMS. 


I hereby certify that the annexed findings by the Court of Claims for stores 
and su es taken or furnished to the military forces of the United States 
for their use during the war of the rebellion are identical with the cases coy- 
ered by the proposed amendment to the general deficiency bill Rrosentes in 
the United States Senate by Hon. M. C. BUTLER on a 25, 1895; that in 
each case the court found claimant loyal during the entire war and that 
claimant did not give any aid or comfort to the rebellion; that in each case 
the claimant or legal representative was properly before the court, and that 


AERO 


Fe railed 


a 
c 


1895. 





in each case the court found a specific sum for stores and supplies taken or 
furnished. ‘ 


i testimon whereof I Reve hererate out my hand ne a the seal of 
oe ARCHIBALD HOPKINS, Chief Clerk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina whether the amendment made covers the whole of those 
claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. It does not cover the whole of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What part of them? 

Mr. BUTLER. As I stated a while ago, the original amend- 
ment I offered did cover them all, but for some reason, I can not 
undertake to say what—— 

Mr. SHER Who will determine-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I was just going to state, if the Senator will 
permit me, that the gentlemen who have these claims in charge 
came to me this morning with this modification, proposing to cut 
down the original amount, which is one million four hundred and 
odd thousand dollars, to something like $600,000, and divide that 
practically even between the two classes of claims. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Pro rata? ' 
Mr. BUTLER. No; not pro rata. They are given to specific 
persons. 


Mr. HALE. According to the date of the judgment. 

Mr. BUTLER. According to the date of the judgment. Ihave 
not the slightest objection to having the amendment read. I do 
not know by what process these names were taken out unless upon 
the theory suggested by the Senator from Maine, that they are 
paid according to the date of the judgment. I can not imagine 
that there is any design whatever to mislead anybody. It isa 
very simple proposition. Here is the certificate of the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, saying that they are the identical claims 
which have been passed upon and that the findings are as stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish tosay one word more in order to show that 
the Senator from Delaware wasnot accurate in stating the effect of 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the French spoliation claims. 
Here is the law: 

The court shall report to Congress, for final action, the facts found by it, 
and its conclusions in all cases which it has disposed of and not previously 
reported. Such finding and report of the court shall be taken to be merely 
advisory as to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the claim- 
ant or Congress. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina a question if he will have the kindness to answer it. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the greatest pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. PALMER. Iunderstand that these claims amount to some- 
thing over a million dollars, and this proposition is to pay about 

,000. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; something over $600,000. 

Mr. PALMER. Iwish to ask the Senator whether it is proposed 
to give the Government the benefit of the difference between the 
amount now proposed to be appropriated and th. whoie amount 
paid, or whether this is a mere installment of the c.aim. 

Mr. FRYE. We will pay the rest at the next Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. 

Mr. PALMER. And I am to understand that some of them are 
to be paid at this time? 

Mr. FRYE. We will pay some the next time. 

Mr. BUTLER. We will pay some the next time. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator tell me, if all these claims are 
just, what is the ground, what is the principle of selection? 

Mr. BUTLER. AsI stated a while ago, I take it upon the theory 
that they would pay the judgments according to their date as ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims. I am not positively informed upon 
that subject, but I understood the Senator from Maine to state 
that they are presented according to the order in which they were 
decided by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps I may state here that portions of these 
claims have been paid before upon reports of the Committee on 
Claims in favorof them. Undoubtedly the law that permits these 
claims to be considered by the Court of Claims and reported by 
that court turns them afterwards into Congress for appropriation. 
They have not the force of complete judgments. eretofore the 
Committee on Claims has reported in favor of these claims, and 
the Committee on Appropriations, taking that guidance, has in 
two cases put them on the deficiency appropriation bill, and cer- 
tain of them have been paid in the order that the judgments were 
made by the court. 

In this Congress the Committee on Claims, as I think, because I 
am an advocate of these claims, has wrongfully reversed the ac- 
tion that has been taken before by the Committee on Claims and 
reported against them. A a of the Committee on Appro- 
priations took that as their e, and therefore did not put these 
claims on. 

Now, if the Senate does put them on (I have not read the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina, but it has been 
prepared in the view of what has been done heretofore, and I pre- 
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sume it recognizes that feature) the claims will be paid in the 
order in which the judgments are reached and rendered. That is 
what has been done heretofore. At any rate, that is the only fair 
way by which it can be done, and it ought to be done of course, 
Iam sorry the Committee on Claims reported that way, because 
it was that which controlled the majority of the Committee on 
ay riations. 

r. PASCO. I willstate that no list of claims was furnished to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is here in a public document. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Committee on Claims onght to have 
got the list, because it is found in a public document sent by the 
court to aan 

Mr. PA . The proposition referred to the Committee on 
Claims was to appropriate $500,000 to pay certain findings of the 
Court of Claims in the French spoliation cases, without stating 
which findings were to be paid. Tf the Senate had seen fit te refer 
to the committee a list of the claims I can assure the Senator from 
Maine, whether it would have taken them one day or one week 
or one month, the committee would have acted and passed upon 
them. But it was merely a proposition to appropriate $500,000 to 
pay some findings of the Court of Claims on the French spolia- 
tions and no list was furnished. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is sticking in the bark. 

Mr. PASCO. That may be, but—— 

Mr. HALE. When the Senate referred the whole subject of the 
———— of these claims to that committee it was, if the Senator 
will allow me, his duty and the duty of that committee to probe 
the subject, to find what the provisions were, what the judgments 
were, and to report upon such as should be paid according to their 
order. I do not find fault with the Senator from Florida because 
his views have been against these claims, but heretofore the Com- 
mittee on Claims has taken the whole matter in hand.and inves- 
tigated each judgment, and hasreported in the order that they 
were issued. That, I think, the Senator from Florida ought to 
have done. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I will 
state that the committee heretofore have had a list of these claims 
furnished to them and they have passed upon it; they have gone 
through them diligently. The Senator from Oregon | Mr. Mitce- 
ELL], not now in his seat, the former chairman of the committee, 
made a very elaborate report upon the claims submitted to the 
committee during the last Congress; but no such list as that has 
been furnished in the present Congress, and we have had no means 
of determining whether the appropriation referred to us would be 
paid to those whose claims the Committee had formerly passed 
upon or not. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator think when the subject-mat- 
ter was referred to the committee that the committee ought to 
have sent for the list and got it, asit was in this public document? 

Mr. PASCO. The proposition was not of that character. The 
a was simply to appropriate $500,000 toward paying 

rench spoliation claims, but which ones was not stated in the 
amendment referred to us. 

Mr. HALE. I think the committee ought to have investigated 
the whole subject. 

Mr. PASCO. If the entire subject had been referred to the 
committee it would have gone into that question. 

Mr. HALE. I think the whole subject was so referred to the 
committee. 

Mr. PASCO. The committee did not so understand it, and the 
unanimous report of the committee upon that subject already 
made to the Senate is upon record. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I rose to obtain from the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina some definite information. 

er BUTLER. I have given the Senator all the information I 
could. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no complaint to make of the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state further that I was not allowed to 
conclude what I was stating in reply to the Senator when inter- 
rupted. He asked me why the entire amount of claims should 
not be paid. I say to the Senator there is no reason in equity 
and morals why they should not be paid. The Senator has heard 
the Senator from Maine state that it was thought the Treasury is 
not in a condition now to pay all these claims. 

I will say to the Senator from Illinois that the Treasury never 
is in a condition to pay this class of claims, but is always ina 
condition to pay certain other claims. I have been here a good 
while, and I have known claimants with perfectly valid, legal, 
oe claims who have been here year after year knocking at the 

oors of Congress to get their claims recognized and paid, and 
they finally go away and die. I think myself that the entire 
amount ought to be put in the bill, but those who have charge of 
this matter seem to think that if they can get one-half it will be 
doing very well, and I agree with them. I would rather get one- 


half than not get anything. 
Mr. PALMER. T endarstend from the Senator from South 
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Carolina that all of these claims are just, and a certain sum of 


money is to be paid on account of the claims, and I sought to as- 
certain, if I could, the principle of selection. I must confess that 
the amount of information I have now is much more indefinite 
than was my stock when I commenced the inquiry, because the 
Senator from Maine has given us some information that was very 
eof and that after all 1 do not comprehend. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Perhaps I can assist the Senator by a simple 
illustration, 

Mr. PALMER. Iam seeking information now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Suppose a tailor has been furnishing to the 
Senator two suits of clothes for ten or fifteen years and he owed 
for thirty or forty suits, and the tailor had presented bills for 30 
suits until he got tired, we will say for ninety years; and finally 
=~ _ % If Ican not get paid for 30 suits I will try to get paid 

or five.” 

Mr. BUTLER. That is about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That isthe whole story. In thiscase I under- 
stand he takes the earliest five suitsfurnished. It makes no differ- 
ence, you see, which suit of clothes it was. The obligation for 
the payment of the French spoliation claims is just exactly as cor- 
rect, equitably and morally, as the tailor’s bill for the clothing. It 
has not been practically disputed for ninety years. Never has a 
Government owed a more honest debt, nor in a republic that pre- 
tends to be honorable was there ever amore shameful repudiation. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the Senatgr’s supposition is not a 
possible one. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I based my suggestion on the idea that the Sen- 
ator might refuse payment for ninety years. That was the only error 


in it. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not possible that any tailor wonld trust me 
for ninety suits of clothes. But it must be remembered that if the 
Senator carries out his figure I should have bought the clothes of a 

reat many tailors. Now, which tailor is to have the money? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say the tailors have agreed practically, as 
in this case, among themselves that they will take payment in the 
order in which the county court gave judgment. 

Mr. PALMER. Is that the fact? Does this amendment provide 


that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. SolIam told by a gentleman interested. I asked 
him exactly that question which some one proposed here, and he 
said in reply that they had given up the hope of getting a large 
sum or the whole of the amount due them, and they are now going 
to try te get three or four hundred thousand dollars. I particularly 
had that in mind when I asked him as to the order in which the 
payments were to be made, and I understood him to say that they 
were to be paid in the order in which the judgments were rendered. 

Mr. BUTLER, In the order of the priority of the claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the order of the priority of the action of the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. Like any other judgments of the court, or any 
other set of judgments, they are to be paid according to priority. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, I 
wish to state that I hold in my hand a list which has been fur- 
nished me of these respective claims, put down in the order of the 
day and date on which they were found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. GRAY. The French spoliation claims? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes; the French spoliation claims, and there is 
attached te it the certificate of Archibald Hopkins, the chief clerk 
of the Court of Claims, saying: 

I hereby certify that conclusions of fact and of law in the French spoliation 
cases on the above vessels were filed by the Court of Claims on the dates as 
above set forth. 

It is that sequence which has been followed, as I understand, by 
the Senator from South Carolina in his amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator from Delaware mean to tell 
me that that is the provision of the amendment, to pay the claims 
in a certain order? 

Mr. HIGGINS. No; but the amendment includes the findings 
which were found in a certain order, and provides that they shall 


be _—e 
r. PALMER. “Includes,” but does it specify; does it indicate 
who are to have this money? 

Mr. BUTLER, 7 are given by name. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the rule by which the claimants are to be paid 
the rule of priority, the rale of merit, the rule of favoritism, or 
what is it? 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is the rule of the date on which the findings 
were filed by in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. PALMER. Is that specified in the amendment ? 

Mr. HIGGINS. L leave that to the Senator from South Carolina 
to answer. 

Mr. STEWART. The claims are all given in the order in which 
the judgments were rendered, as I understand. 

Mr. PALMER. it happensunfortunately, Mr. President, that no- 
body seems to know much about this matter; but as from the course 
of this discussion I can learn nothing exact, nothing precise, I 
must content myself with voting against the amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for a division on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
has called for the reading of the amendment as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hopethat will not be done. I have it here, 
and it consists of an immense mass of names, and that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is not a question for the Chair to 
determine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are 64 pages of names, and I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon having them read. There are quite a 
large number of persons mentioned in the amendment similar to 
this, for example: 


To John T. Lynch, of Houston County, Mo., $50. 
Another is: 
To Charles E. Littleton, of Yell County, Ark., $944. 


Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the Senator himself do not read the 
list, if it is not desired to have them read. 

Mr. President, I do not like to set my judgment against that of 
the Senate; I have never done so, and I do not propose to do so now. 
I felt it my duty, as this matter was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, to present it as fully and as well as I could to the Senate, 
and if the Senate desire to have so large an amount of money appro- 
priated without the reading of the names of the persons who are to 
receive it, without even knowing in what order the names have been 
selected, or without having any statement from anybody that the 
findings are just and that those claims should be paid, I have noth- 
ing mane to say, and shall not insist upon the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave read the certificate from the clerk of the 
court, showing that the claims were allowed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to call attention to the fact, already al- 
luded to by the Senator from Florida, that these claims, together 
with a larger number, were submitted to the Committee on Claims 
on the 3d of February, 1893, and favorably reported from that com- 
mittee by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and I have in 
my hand the amendment which was favorably reported by him. I 
have here also the alphabetical list of those various claimants, 
which, I take the word of the Senator from South Carolina for it, 
are those upon which his amendment is based. ‘Therefore, you have 
the fact that these claims have been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and that they are put in the order of the date of 
their tinding. a 

Mr. PASCO. Iask that the vote be taken by yeas and nays, Mr. 
President. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand the amendment relat- 
ing to the French spoliation claims and the Southern claims has 
been adopted as an amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from South Carolina to the amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. So I understand. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. BuTLer is as follows: 


That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $632,960.43 to pav the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the following classes of cases, viz: On the findings in the French 
spoliation cases under the act of January 20, 1885, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide 
for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 3lst day of July, 1801,"' $317,960.43; and on the find- 
ings in store and supply cases under the act of March 3, 1883, commonly known 
as the Bowman Act, and the act of March 3, 1887, commonly known as the Tucker 
ns $315,000; namely, to pay the findings in the French spoliation cases, as fol- 

ows: 

On the brig Alert, Robert Gray, master, namely: 
omate M. Pratt, administrator de bonis non of Joseph White, deceased, 

0. £05 
“wen Parker, admiuistrator de bonis non of William B. Parker, deceased, 

Elizabeth R. Gardner, administratrix de bonis non of Jesse Richardson, de 
ceased, $2,617.16; 

William D, Pickman, administrator de bonis non of Dudley L. Pickman, 
deceased, $849.62; 

Henry O., Benjamin W., and Robert Stone, executors last will, ete., Robert 
Stone, jr., deceased, $4,177.16; 
ews A. Lander, administrator de bonis non of Pickering Dodge, deceased, 

132.87; 

fary F. Witherby, surviving executor of Charles Cleveland, deceased, $783.21; 

Nathaniel P. Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, deceased, $2,088.58. 

On the brig Sally, William Hampton, master, namely: Alexander Proudfit, 
administrator de bonis non with the will annexed of the estate of Robert Ralston, 
deceased, $5,734. 

On the vessel Two Sisters, Jacob Henery, master, namely: 

George W. Norris, administrator of John Garesche, deceased, $2,043.80; 

George W. Norris, administrater of Peter Bauduy, deceased, $436.77; 

William R. Lejee, surviving executor of Samuel Breck, jr., $1,919.27. 

On the vessel Snow Fanny, Garrett Barry, master, namely: 

Dayton S. Ward, administrator de bonis non of James Barry, deceased, $8,502. 

On the schooner Thankful, William Ward, master, namely: 

Adeline F. Alden, administratrix of Jwmes Torrey, $1,428.40; 

Adeline F. Alden, administratrix of George Torrey, $1,428.40; 

Abel H. Bellows, administrator of Thomas Geyer, $226.80; 

Stephen R. Rogers, administrator of Joseph Rogers, $1,733.33; 

Albert C. Arnold, administrator of the estate of Frederick William Geyer, 
deceased, $226.80, the award in the above case having been made to Francis M. 
Boutwell as administrator of the estate of John Herr, assignee in bankraptey of 
said Frederick William Geyer. 

On the schooner Ballahoo, Joseph Ripley, master, namely: 

James F. Breuwil, administrator of Francis Breuil, deceased, $1,568.95. 

On the brig American, Thomas 'Towne, master, namely : 

J. Hall Ware, administrator de bonis non of John Hall, deceased, $4,691, 
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On the ship Jane, John Wallace, master, namely: 
Esther 8. Buchanan, administratrix, representing Smith and Buchanan, 
11,€60.21; 
. Robert Carter Smith, administrator, representing Samuel Smith, $6,738.21; 
Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator, representing John Heliins, $4,922. 
On the vessel, the snow Boston, Dougherty, master, namely: 
J. Bayard Henry, administrator of George Latimer, deceased, $3,025.36 ; 
The Keal Estate Title Insurance and Trust Company of Philadelphia, admin- 
istrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of James Campbell, deceased, 
025.35. 
Vg the ship Patapseo, William Hill, master, namely: 
William Donnell, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the 
estate of John Donnell, deceased, $6,659.99; 
George W. brown, administrator of the estate of James A. Buchanan, deceased, 
$4,609.99, being his share of vessel and freight; 
Robert Carter, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the estate 
of Samuel Smith, deceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel and freight; 
Esther H. Buchanan, administratrix of the estate of William B. Buchanan, who 
was the surviving partner of the firm of 8S. Smith & Buchanan, deceased, $25,056, 
the value of the cargo shipped by said firm; 
Cumberland D. Hollins, administrater de bonis non cum testamento annexo of 
the estate of John Hollins, deceased, $7,600; 
Virgilia B. Brooke, administratrix de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the 
estate of John Smith, jr., deceased, $48,466. 
On the brig Hope, Church, master, namely : 
; John C. Parsons, as administrator of the estate of John Caldwell, deceased, 
12,412.17. 
On the brig Confidence, Thomas Manning, master, namely: 
Catherine M. Singleton, administratrix de bonis non of Alexander McKim, 
surviving partner of the firm of Robert McKim & Co., $1,497.39. 
On the brig Eleanor, James Treat, master, namely: 
George H. Williams, administrator de bonis non of Samuel Williams, deceased, 
1,583.59 ; 
‘ Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator de bonis non of Benjamin Williams, 
deceased, $1,583.59 ; 


Francis Johonnet & Co., $5,723.18. 
On the schooner Eliza, Thomas Poulson, master, namely: 
John Merven Carrere and David Stewart, administrators, ete., $1) 744.96; 
David Stewart, administrator, eic., $3,781. 
On the vessel Fusileer, Thomas Shaw, master, namely: 
George B. Chase, administrator of Stephen Chase, deceased, $2,955; 
Albion C. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of Joseph Chase, deceased, $2,955; 
Calvin Page, administrator of Thomas Shaw, deceased, $1,168.55. 
On the brig Thomas, Mark Fernald, master, namely : 


James W. Emery, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Thomas Man.- | 


ning, deceased, $6,132. 

On the schooner Lucy, Lewis Holmes, master, namely : 

Isaac Brewster, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo estate of 
Daniel Jackson, deceased, $3,567 ; 

Charles G. Davis, administrator de bonis non of William Davis, deceased, $992. 

Ou the brig Leonard, William Hackett, master, namely: 

Joseph A. Titcomb, administrator of estate of John Wills, otherwise called 
John Wells, deceased, $8,150. 

On the brig Vulture, John Berry, master, namely: 

Elizabeth R. Gardner, administratrix of Jesse Richardson, $3,618.85; 

Nathaniel P. Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, $3,618.85. 

On the sloop Fox, Brooks, master, namely : 

Sanford J. Horton, as administrator of the estateof William Wickham, deceased, 
$1,508.33 ; 

Melvin B. Copeland, as administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Blake, deceased, 
$454.16; 


George G. Sill, as administrator of the estate of William Moore, deceased, | 


$3,283.33. 
On the schooner Nancy, Nathaniel Lincoln, master, namely: 
Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, deceased, 
8 


On the brig William, Benjamin H. Rathbone, master, namely: 

Bayard Tuckerman, administrator of Walter Channing, surviving partner of 
Gibbs & Channing, and likewise administrator of George Gibbs, $20,754. * 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Olliver, master, namely : 

Franklin Leach, administrator of William Leach, $3,577.88; 

edward I. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, $1,003.73. 

On the schooner Three Friends, James Shepherd, jr., master, namely: 


Gilbert C. Huntington, administrator of the estate of Alvan Fosdick, deceased, 


surviving partner of Fosdick & Lambert, $13,517; 
qsio ary Souther, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 
10. 
On the schooner Union, Samuel Larrabee, master, namely : 
Cornelia S. Jackson, administratrix of Levi Cutter, $1,833.50; 
Seth L. Milliken, administrator of John Milliken, $1,833.50. 
On the schooner Betsey and Nancy, Samuel Leis, master, namely: 


Samuel R. Eels, administrator of the estate of Samuel Eels, deceased, $2,504.25. | 


On the vessel Georgia Packet, John McKever, master, namely: 

The Pennsylvania eee for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annuities 
administrator of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, $6,246 ; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of Kichard Flower, deceased, $1,055; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of John Flower, deceased, $1,055; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of Reese Wall, deceased, $1,055; 

Edward S. McKever, administrator of John MeKever, deceased, $1,055. 

On the brig Betsey, William Witmarsh, master, namely: 

Mary Souther, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 
$6,043.06. 

In all, $317,960.43. 

Provided, 'That in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated bank- 
rupis or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments for the benefit of creditors, 
awards shall hereafter be made on behalf of the living next of kin or to those 
entitled under the wills of the original sufferers instead of to voluntary assignees 
or to assignees in bankruptcy; and the awards in the cases of individual claim- 
ants herein appropriated for shall not be paid until the Court of Claims shall 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the personal representative on whose 
behalf the award is made represents the next of Kin, or legatees as aforesaid, and 
the courts which granted the administrations, respectively, shall have certified 
that the legal representatives have given adequate security for the legal dis- 
bursement of the awards. 

And to pay for the findings of the Court of Claims in the cases for stores and 


— when certified to the Secretary of the Treasury on its findings, for stores | 
an 


supplies taken by the military forces of the United States for their use dur- 
ing the late war, as found by the Court of Claims under the acts of March 3, 1883, 
commonly known as the Bowman Act, and the actof March 3, 1887, commonly 
known as the Tucker Act, the sum of $215,000 hereof, shall be paid to the sev- 
eral persons in this act named in the order in which their names appear herein, 


the several sums mentioned herein, to the said amount of $315,000, the same being 
in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and accepted in each case as & 
fall and final discharge of the several claims for stores ona supplies examined, 
investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the United States, 
under the provisions of the aforesaid acts: Provided, That the Court of Claims 
shall certify on its findings in each case herein named to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for payment, and no case shall be certified for payment or paid under 
this act unless the findings shall show that the proper parties were before the 
eourt, and that they were found to have given no aid or comfort to the rebellion, 
and were loyal to the Government of the United States throughout the war, and 
a specific amount found in value of stores and supplies taken or furnished, 
namely: 

To John W. Alexander, administrator of James S. Williams, deceased, late of 
Williamson County, Tenn., $1,080. 

To Thomas J. Anderson, administrator of David B. Anderson, deceased, late 
of Fulton County, Ga., $704. 

To Franklin A. Ash, administrator of John Ash, deceased, late of Washing- 
ton County, Md., $750. 

To A. M. Applewhite, administrator of Andrew J. Newsom, deceased, late of 
Fayette County, Tenn., $600. 

‘To Loftin D. Allen, of Henrico County, Va, $1,651. 

To Bettie L. Abington, administratrix de bonis non of James B. Abington, 
deceased, and E. A. Reid, administrator of Joseph H. Abington, deceased, laie 
of Shelby County, Tenn., $6,000. 

To ae A. Badley, administratrix of Henry Badley, deceased, late of Baton 

Rouge, La., $3,442. 

To Samuel Bagnell, administrator of Ignatius G. Flowera, deceased, late of 
Claiborne County, Miss., $7,935. 

To John C. Bailey, of Marshall County, Miss., $) 587. 

‘ene John C. Bailey, admmnisitrator of Andrew Nichols, late of Marshall County, 
iss., $1,067. 

To Mary E. Bates, administratrix of James K. Bates, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn., $900. 

To Thomas M. Beeler, administrator of David Standiford, deceased, late of 


tnt ae | Jefferson County, K 
David Stewart, administrator of Francis Johonnet, surviving partner of | 


To Daniel P. Belcher, of Cass County, Mo., $100. 

To Nicholas J. Bigley, of Pittsburg, Pa., $21,211.50. 

To William M. Blackford, of Washington County, Md., $6,206. 

To Rebecca L. Bolling, of Warren County, Miss., $845. 

To Jefferson Brownfield, of Larue County, Ky., $97. 

To William J. Bishop, of Fayette County, Tenn., $188. 

To John O. Buford, of Fayette County, Tenn., $450. 

To Mary J. McCall, administratrix of James Bridgman, deceased, late of Craw- 
ford County, Ark., $1,575. 

To George W. Beasley, of Fayette County, Tenn., $618. 

To A. B. Cannon, administrator of Jane W. Cannon, late of Jefferson County, 
Tenn., $150. a 

To Hugh Carothers, of Lawrence County, Tenn., $720. 

To Margaret Carter, administratrix of Thomas Carter, deceased, late of Marion 
County, Ky., $1,780. 

To Preston Chavis, of Warren County, Miss., $820. 

To Calvin Cheairs, of Benton County, Miss., $5,545. 

To Joseph A. Clark, of Madison County, Ala., $590. 

To Thaddeus Collard, of Missouri, $150. 

To Henry H. Coulson, of Jackson County, Ala., $250. 

To A. b. Crenshaw, of Gibson County, Tenn., $300. 

To William Crews, of Gibson County, Tenn., $125. 


To Sarah M. Carlisle, administratrix of George A. Carlisle, deceased, late of 
| Iron County, Mo., $150. 
| ‘To Thomas Corbett, of Washington County, Md., $315. 
| ‘Lo Isaiah Curry, of Kanawha County, W. Va., $591. 
To Elias Cooper, of Loudoun County, Va., $324. 
to F. L. Crafton, administrator of Paul C. Crafton, deceased, late of Gibson 


County, Tenn., $258. 

To Sarah J. Cofer, administratrix of Alfred H. Kennedy, deceased, late of Har- 
din County, Ky., $831.85, 

To Thomas W. Campbell, assignee of Miles Kelly, of Warren County, Ky., 
$5,142. 

To K. D. Wright, administratrix of Lucy Cordell, deceased, late of 
County, Miss.. $684. 

To M. V. Dalton, administratrix of Corson Wh. Dalton, deceased, late of Shelby 
| County, Tenn., $930. 

To Ezra Daub, of Washington County, Md., $248. 

lo Edward V. Dickens, of Panola County, Miss., $4,280. 

To P. E. Dye and W. 8S. Hoge, administrators of David Shoemaker, deceased, 
late of the District of Columbia, $1,255. 

To James Doolin, of Pulaski County, Ky., $218. 

To John Loague, administrator of Patrick Dwyer, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn., $350. 

To the estate of Thomas O. Davis, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss., 
$1,012. 

To Phil Davis, of Woodruff County, Ark., $450. 
| ToJames G. Fergusov, of Warren County, Miss., $15,063 

To E. M. Ford, administrator de bonis nun of Richard L. Ford, deceased, of 
Phillips County, Ark., $3,159. 

To Eveline Fries, sole heirof John Snyder, deceased, late of Washington County, 
Md., $233. , 

To Alexander Garrett, administrator of William Garrett, deceased, late of Mont- 
gomery County, Md., $894. 

ToSamuel D. Piper, administrator of Elias S. Grove, deceased, lateof Washington 
County, Md., $809. 

To Samuel W. George, sr., of Loudoun County, Va., $642. 

To T. 5. Galloway, administrator of Darling Allen, deceased, late of Fayette 
County, Tenn., $1,880. 

To M. A. Gober, administrator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, late of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn., $2,455. ; 

To John Grice, of Washington County, Md., $240. 
| _ To Isaac Gruber, executor of John Cowton, deceased, late of Washington County 
| Md., $295. 
| To Eliza Green, of Warren County, Miss., $17,848. 
| 


Hinds 





To S. E. Green, executor of A. P. Green, deceased, late of Hamilton County, 
| Tenn., $1,041. 

To George C. Harper, of Scott County, Miss., $3,668. 

To Abram A. Harvey, guardian, etc., of Washington Parish, La., $1,990. 

To Anna Hunt, administratrix of George F. Hunt, late of Jefferson County, 
| Miss., $19,445. 
To Mira M. Harbin, administratrix of Nathaniel P. Harbin, deceased, late of 
| Whitfield County, Ga., $12,400. 

ToJohn A. Harmon, of Putnam Coanty, W. Va 

To Josiah Hill, of Washington County, Md., $237. 

To Frisby Hildebrand, of Washington County, Md., $301. 

To Thomas Hilliary (er Hilleary), of Frederick County, Md., $627. 
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To Jacob A. Hutzell and Edward E. Hutzell, administrators of Adam Hutzell, 
deceased, late of Washington Connty, Md., $411. 
To P. N. Harris, administrator o William Harris, deceased, late of Tishomin- 
go County, Miss., $1,125. 
To Warren Holtzclaw, administrator of Elijah Holtzclaw, deceased, late of 
Phillips County, Ark., $600. 
To C. C. Howard, administrator of George W. Smith, deceased, late of Larue 
County, Ky., $20. 
To James M. Harding, administrator of James H. Maury, deceased, late of 
Claiborne County, Miss., $1,950. _ 
To F. M. Joplin, administrator of Thomas B. Munford, deceased, late of Hardin 
County, Ky., $140. 
To Henry E. Jenkins, of Warren County, Ky., $96. 
To William Johnson, administrator cf Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, late of 
Favette County, Tenn., $13,378. 
To Caty Jones, administratrix of William Irwin, deceased, late of Hawkins 
County, Tenn., $125. 
— A ee. administratrix of John Kannell, deceased, late of Memphis, 
enn., “i 
To C. M. Keedy and others, executors of John J. Keedy, late of Washington 
County, Md., $462, 
To Fredonia —— administratrix of Joseph T. Knight, deceased, late of 
Hardeman County, Tenn., $260. 
ToH, H. Keedy and Charles W. Adams, administrators of John Miller, deceased, 
late of Washin County, Md., $475. 
To Benjamin R. Keaton, of Washington Parish, La., $739. 
To Aaron Lang!ey, of Hinds County, Miss., $380. 
To T. Leake, of Warren County, Miss., $225. 
To R. B. Carl Lee, administrator of Charlotte C. Bancroft, deceased, late of 
hy County, Ark., $5,970. 
To John Loague, administrator of John N. Stephens, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn., $500. 
To L. M. Lowenberg, administrator of Seth R. an@C. W. Strong, deceased, late 
of Warren County, Miss., $720. 
To John C. Lummis, of Kenton County, Ky., $150. 
To George Leonhart, of Campbell County, Ky., $410. 
To Andrew J. McAllister, of Washington County, Md., $50. 
To Lemuel 8. McHenry, of Davies County, Ky., $150. 
To Luke Madden, administrator of Patrick Madden, deceased, late of Madison 
Parish, La., $845. 
To J. Harvey Mathes, administrator of Benjamin Cash, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn., $1,225. 
To Furneyfold Mercer, of Jones County, N. C., $747. 
‘To Samual B. Merrifield, of Nelson County, Ky., $404. 
To Daniel N. and Levi Middlekanuff, administrators of John C. Middlekauff, 
deceased, late of Washington County, Md., $160. 
To Jacob ¥. Miller, of = County, Md., $323. 
To Mrs. KE. P. Molloy, of Memphis, Tenn., $1,200. 
e To a ‘ Mayes, administrator of Mary A. E. Smith, deceased, late of Washington 
ounty, +» $234, 
To William H, Mathias, administrator of Lutton Speight (or Spikes), of Gates 
County, N. C., $125. 
To Judith McKinney, administratrix of Wilson McKinney, deceased, late of 
Tishomingo County, Miss., $425. 
To John L. Murphy, of White County, Ark., $1,240. 
To E. W. Miller, inistrator of Elizabeth A. Palmer, deceased, late of Walker 
County, Ala., $665. 
To Victor Miller, administrator of Joshua Newcomer, deceased, late of Washing- 
ton County, Md., $880. 
To Susan E. Miller,in her own right and as widow of and administratrix of 
Jacob M. Miller, deceased, late of Marion County, Ky., $910. 
To Henry C. Mumma and others, executors of uel Mumma, deceased, late of 
Sharpsburg, Md., $853. 
To Sarah L. McLemore, administratrix of John C. McLemore, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, Tenn., $2,830. 
To John G. Mussen, administrator of Susan Mussen, deceased, late of Marion 
County, Ky., $438.50. 
To Benjamin F. Middlekauff, administrator of Henry J. Lowman, deceased, late 
of Washington County, Md., $350. 
To the Nazareth Benevolent Institution, of Nelson County, Ky., $319. 
To Allie V. Askew, administratrix de bonis non of W.W. Neeley, deceased, late 
of Warren County, Miss., $8,540. 
To Henry C. Nichols, of Marshall County, Miss., $980. 
‘To John L. Nicodemus, of Longer 2 County, Md., $130. 
W.O. Anderson, administrator of Walter L. Otey, deceased, late of Phillips 
County, Ark., $4,047. 
To Mary Orendorft, of Breckinridge County, Ky., $250. 
To Joseph U. Orr, of Greene County, Tenn., $255. 
To Pleasant Owen, of Knox County, Tenn., $311. 
To J. A. Oubre, administrator of Eugene Oubre, deceased, late of Pointe Cou- 
pee Parish, La., $6,683. 
To James H. Owen, of Scott County, Miss., $825. 
To William C. Parker, administrator of Moses Trimble, late of Campbell 
County, Ga., $279. 
To Thomas Patrick, administrator of Marion Patrick, deceased, late of Jeffer- 
son County, Tenn., $150. 
To John A. Porche, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La., $550. 
‘To Lawson W. Poflinbe , executor of Joseph Poftinberger, deceased, late of 
Washington County: Md., $1,918. 
To Fayette J. Pu liam, of Fayette County, Tenn., $92. 
To Benedict Pash, of Nelson County, Ky., 
To William Pickett, administrator of Jesse Pickett, deceased, late of Sequatchie 
County, Tenn., $4,730. 
To Dent 8. Pash, of Nelson County, Ky., $480. 
To Andrew B. Phillips, ot Maury County, Tenn., $585. 
To Ab T. Phelan, of Washington County, Ark., $235. 
To W A. Quarles, administrator of Mary Quarles, deceased, late of Jef- 
ferson County, Tenn., $243. 
To Fanny Bb. Randolph and Dora L. Stark, of Avoyelles Parish, La., $16,560. 
‘To M. K. Red administratrix of James A. Redwine, deceased, of Lafay- 
ette County, Miss., 5 
To James KResley, of Washington wouate 268. $514.50. 
‘To Jehu Robinson, of Webster County, Mo., $176. 
To P. B. Robinson, administrator of William R. Collier, deceased, late of Madi- 
son County, Tenn., $171. 
To J. W. B. Robinson, administrator of Andrew Park, deceased, late of Monroe 
ego Ark., $830. 
To John A. Roe, of Gibson County, Tenn., $2,763. 
To Aaron Royston, of Marshall Count Miss., $250. 
To W. T. Ratliff, administrator of Willis Cotton, deceased, late of Hinds 
County, Miss., $270. : 
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To W. T. Ratliff, administrator of Peter Dunbar, deceased, late of Hinds County, 


To Jaber Russell, of Crawford County, Ark., $435. 

To Joseph L. Roberts, of Jefferson County, Ww. Va., $395. 

To Benjamin F. Raiff, late a private in Company H, Fifth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry, $260. 

To W. T. Smith, administrator of Willis Robinson, deceased, late of Hardman 
County, Tenn., $225. 

To me W. Roberts, of Morgan County, Ala., $150. 
z . J. Schwartz, administrator of M. Schwartz, late of Adams County, 

‘a., $622. 


To A. M. Scott, administrator of Sarah Slate, of Phillips County, Ark., $910. 

To Patrick Sheehan, of Warren County, Miss., $976. 

To Clandius L. Shipp, administrator of Felix G. Shipp, deceased, late of Lafay- 
ette County, Miss., $1,895. 

To H. B. Snively and A. G. Lovell, executors of George Snively, deceased, late 
of Washington County, Md., $174. 

To Albert H. Sprich, of Amite County, Miss., $750. 

To Mrs. J. A. Sorrell, administratrix of E. F. Sorrell, deceased, late of Alcorn 
County, Miss., $1,443. 

To Martha J. Stewart, of Jefferson County, Miss., $2,317. 

To James W. Smith, administrator of Miles H. Thomas, deceased, late of Har- 
din County, Ky., $235. 

To George W. Smith, of Hardin County, Ky., $667. 

To Robert Talley, of Haywood County, Tenn., $175. 

To James C. Tappan, adininistrator o Samuel J. Sutton, deceased, late of Phil- 
lips County, Ark., $2,105. 

To James H. Taylor, administrator of Thomas W. Taylor, deceased, late of 
Nelson a Ky., $99. 

To Wilkin Thomas, of Shelby County, Tenn., $210. 

To Abel A. Thompson, of Marion County, Ky., $124. 

‘To Lewis Trone, of = a County, Md., $555.50. 

To James A. Tennant, of Washington County, Md., $421. 

To Commodore P. Thompson, of Barbour County, Ww. Va., $480. 

ToA. T. Terrill, late of Henderson County, Tenn., $275. 

To William B. Taylor, administrator of John EK. Taylor, deceased, late of 
Dekalb Comedy, Ala., $637. 

To H. L. Thomas, administrator of B. R. Thomas, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn., $5,876. 

To Emily Thrift, administratrix of 5. B. Thrift, deceased, late of Warren 
om. Miss., $1,505. 

To Daniel K. Tenney, of Cook County, Tll., $546.87. 

To Eliza H. Tenge, administratrix of Charles A. Tenge, deceased, late of 
Lauderdale County, Ala., $501. 

To Mary Unseld, administratrix of John Unseld, deceased, late of Nelson 
County, $250. 

To Alfred B. Vernon, of Hardin County, Ky., $82.25. 

To Osborn Walker, of Wayne County, Tenn., $625. 

To A. V. Warr, administrator of N. H. Isbell, surviving partner of Isbell & 
Johnson, of Fayette County, ‘Tenn., $411.25. 

To Thomas H. Webb, of Lonoke County, Ark., $542. 

To John W. Wesson, of Dekalb County, Ala., $441. 

To Mattie S. ne, administratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, late 
of Claiborne County, Miss., $22,224. 

To Samuel W. Wysong, executor of James Wysong, deceased, late of Jefferson 
County, W. Va., $3,585. 

To Martha Walker, administratrix of Sandy Walker, deceased, late of Marshall 
County, Miss., $350. 

To William R. Welborn, of Morgan County, Ga., $250. 

To Mary M. White, administratrix of Owen (or Orrin) White, deceased, late of 
Shelby conte, ‘Tenn., $457. 

To Alfred A. Young, executor of Joseph Young, deceased, $375. 

To Fanny Young, of Giles County, Tonn., $125. 

To D. ©. York, administrator of William York, deceased, late of Woodruff 
County, Ark., $798. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. PASCO. On which the Senator from Florida has already 
asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). ‘Iam generally paired 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. The 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], however, suggests that I may 
transfer my pair to his pair, who is the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. PritcHarpD]. I will accept that suggestion, and under 
those circumstances will vote “ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. H1tu]. As I do not know how 
he would vote I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CamMpEN]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup], but I will transfer that pair to 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH], which will enable the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusBoIs] and me to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILts}. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 

aired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. He not 

ing _—— I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. The junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr, WASHBURN] 
is paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the aflirma- 
tive). Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vitas], 
and inquire if that Senator has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I withdraw my vote, 
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The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldric Clark Hale, Platt, 
Aitison” Daniel, Harris, Proctor, 
Brice, Davis, Hawley, Pugh, 
Burrows, on, Higgins, Quay, 
Butler, Dubois, Hoar, Squire, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Hunton, Stewart, 
Carey, Frye, Jones of Nev. Voorhees, 
Chandler, Gibson, : Morrill, Walsh. 

NAYS—24. 

George, McLaurin, Power, 
em — Martin, Roach, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Palmer, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Irby, Pasco, Teller, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Peffer, whe 
Cullom, Lindsay, Perkins, kb 

NOT VOTING—322. 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mills, Shoup, 
Caffery, Hill, Mitchell of Wis. Smit 
=. — of Ark. a of Oreg. Vilng, 
Camden, ge. organ, 
Coke, MeMilian, Murphy, Washburn, 
Dolph, McPherson, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa 
Gallinger, derson, Prite Wilson of Wash. 
Gordon, Mantle, m, Wolcott. 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that I shall now be permitted to offer 
some amendments. On page 64, line 7, after the word “‘eighty- 
three,” I move to insert ‘‘and Senate Executive Document No. 283 ;” 
and in the same line to strike out ‘‘ $716,093.39,” and insert ‘‘$937,- 
343.94,” so as to make the clause read— 

For payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, certified to 
Con at its present session in House Executive Document No. 283, and Sen- 
ate Executive ument No. 201, $937,343.94. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in section 2, in the appro- 
priations for the claims allowed by the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
to strike out the clause from line 1 to line 4, on page 70, as follows: 

bags Peter Martin $77.88, the amount allowed by Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury Department under act of July 4, 1864. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. After section 2 I offer an amendment as a new 
section to the bill, which I send to thedesk. It is a list of claims 
which were certified on the 27th ultimo. The document has not yet 
come back from the Printing Office, but we have all the claims 
which are in it. + 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 77 it is proposed to insert as a new 
section the following: 

Sec. 2. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by the 
several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropriations, the 
balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the 

rovisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appropriations 
heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the fiscal year 1892 and 
prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have been certified to Con 
under section 2 of the act of J uly 7, 1884, as fully set forth in House Ex. Dea 
No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, third session, there is appropriated as follows; 
CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

For contingent expenses, Treasury Department, freight, telegrams, ete., 
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09. 
For collecting the revenue from customs, $209.61. 
For repayment to importers excess of deposits, $1,121.63. 
For quarantine service, $77.80. 
For refunding taxes illegally collected (internal revenue), $35.14. 
For repairs and preservation of public buildings, $335.04. 


CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For pay, etc., of the Army, $1,681.91. ~ 
0 


For expenses of recrui » $3.15. 
For transportation of the Army and its supplies, $4.78. 
For medical and hospital a ent, $260. 


For barracks and quarters, $46.66. 
For horses and other property lost in the military service, $519.59. 


CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For pay of the Navy, $2,232.85. 

For mileage, Navy, Graham decision: For the payment of claims for difference 
between actual expenses and mileage allowed under the decision of the United 
States Supreme Court in the case of Graham vs. The United States, $2,445.13. 

For pay, Marine Corps, $95.25. 

For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance (except for service over Pacific railroads), 


46. 
ner contingent, Bureau of Equipment (except for service over Pacific railroads), 
$85 


For nein Bureau of Medicine and Surgery (except for service over Pacific 
8), 59. 
For contingent, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts (except for service over 
Pacific railroads), $759.75. 
For destruction of clothing and bedding for era ae, $23.90. 
For bounty for destruction of enemies’ vessels, $2.38. 
For enlistment bounties to seamen, $554. 


CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Public Land Service: For surveying the public lands, $10,032.01. 
Indian Affairs: For pay of Indian agents, $36.08. 
For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, $18.85. 
For transportation of Indian supplies, $2.55. 
For comport of Indians in Arizona and New Mexico, $645.53. 
For Indian schools, support, $20. 
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For Indian school transportation, $116.75. 

For incidentals in Arizona, including support and civilization, $2. 
CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR TIE STATE AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS. 

Foreign intercourse: For contingent expenses, foreign missions, $65.16. 

For contingent expenses, United States consulates, $136.33. 

For loss by exchange, consular service, $99.58. ; 
a of Agriculture: For botanical investigations and experiments, 

0, 

Department of Justice: For fees and expenses of marshals, United States 
courts, $857.70. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $173.05. 

for fees of witnesses, United States courts, $188.59. 

For pay of bailiffs, ete., United States courts, $15. 

—— of deposits by N. R. Peckinpaugh, clerk of United States courts, 10 
cents. 

CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

For inland mail transportation, railroad, $11,510. 06. 

For inland mail transportation, special facilities, $40. 

For inland mail transportation, star, $2.21. 

For poe Eng of postmasters, $491.01. 

For clerk hire, $155,70. 

For rent, light, and fuei, $10.16; in all, $12,209.14, payable from the appropria- 
tion ‘‘ deficiency in the postal revenues.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 13, in line 22, after the words ‘‘six 
hundred,” I wish to insert ‘‘ and eighty-five.” I hold in my hand 
a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, dated February 
28, in which he states that it is absolutely necessary to have the 
additional $85,000 added to $600,000 provided in the bill for the cus- 
toms service. I ask that the letter may be printed in the RecorD. 

The letter was ordered to be printed, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1896. 
Sm: The Department submitted an estimate of $685,000 for expenses of collect- 
ing the revenue from customs for the remainder of the current fiscal year (House 
Ex. Doc. No. 258, page 4). The House of Representatives has allowed only 
$600,000 of this sum in the general deficiency bill now pending in your committee, 
on the assumption that the increase of appraisers’ salaries asked for in the same 
document was included in the Department’sestimate. Theadditional amount that 
would be required for increased salaries of appraisers, if allowed, was not 
considered when the estimate submitted by the Department was made up, and 
unless the full amount ($685,000) is appropriated at this session many of the 
employees at the various ports throughout the country will go without their sal- 
aries until such time as Congress shall provide the necessary appropriation 
therefor. 
Respectfully, yours, 
C. §. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary, 
Hon. F. M. CockKRELL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLkKNER in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 4, after line 15, I move to insert what 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, after line 15, it is proposed to insert: 


INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION OF ARBITRATION. 


To defray the share of the United States, until the meeting of the next Con- 
88, in the expenses of an international commission of arbitration between the 
nited States and Great Britain, for the adjustment of claims for damages against 
the United States growing out of the controversy between the two Governments 
as to the fur seals in Bering Sea, $50,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A moment ago I received a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury transmitting a communication from the 
Secretary of State, saying that this is absolutely necessary. The 
Secretary of State says: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 1, 1895. 

Stz: I have the honor to request that you will, with all convenient promptness, 
submit to Congress a formal estimate for the appropriation of $50,000 to defray 
the share of the United States, until the meeting of the next Congress, in the ex- 
penses of an international commission of arbitration between the United States 
and Great Britain for the adjustment of claims for damages against the United 
States growing out of the controversy between the two governments as to the fur 
seals in Bering Sea. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 

The honorable The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


I ask that the letter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury be 
printed in the REcorD. 
The letter was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 1, 1896. 
Siem: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, 
an estimate of appropriation, submitted by the Secretary of State, under date of 
to-day, to defray the share of the United States, until the meeting of the next 
Con s, in the e of an international commission of arbitration between 
the United States and Great Britain for the adjustment of claims for damages 
against the United States, growing out of the controversy between the two gov- 

ernments as to the fur seals in Bering Sea, $50,000. 
Respectfully, yours, Cc. S. HAMLIN. 
Acting Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say something on the amendment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Before the amendment is adopted I should like 
to ask a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose Senators are familiar with the history 
of this matter. By the Bering Sea treaty between Great Britain 
and the United States, in respect to the fur seals, there was an 
award that the United States were in the wrong as to certain seiz- 
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ures of British vessels or Canadian vessels under British ownership. 
The award was against the United States, but no amount of dam- 
ages was fixed by the award. But it was agreed that the matter 
should be submitted first to the ordinary negotiations, and in case 
negotiations between the two powers should fail in fixing the 
amount of damages—it is a matter of account—that it should be 
settled by arbitration. 

Now it appears that an effort was made to settle the matter by 
an agreement, and after considerable controversy, the British Gov- 
ernment asking something over $560,000 in the way of damages, the 
Secretary of State, with the sanction of the President, proposed 
to give the sum of $425,000, in full satisfaction of all claims which 
may be made by Great Britain for damages growing out of the con- 
troversy as to fur seals in Bering Sea, or the seizure of British ves- 
sels engaged in taking seal in those waters. 

The President of the United States communicated this fact to 
Congress in his annual message, and advised and requested Con- 
gress to make an appropriation of that amount of money in order 
to settle this important controversy forever. Both Houses of Con- 
gress thus far have taken no action in regard to the matter, and 
now, the money not being paid, and the agreement of the executive 
branch of the governments of Great Britain and the United States 
not being carried out, we are called upon to appropriate $50,000 to 
enter into another arbitration. In my judgment it is the most un- 
wise thing that could possibly have been devised, and I feel called 
upon to say that Congress has been derelict in a publie duty in not 
meeting this negotiation by the prompt appropriation of the money. 

I have a right to allude to what has occlirred in the other House. 
The House of Representatives did not sanction the agreement made 
by this Administration, nor has the Senate taken action upon the 
subject, although I believe the Committee on Foreign Relations, a 
majority of it at least, is very decidedly in favor of the acceptance 
of the proposition made by the Secretary of State. My impression 
is that was the general feeling, but it being refused in 
House, it was scarcely worth while, it was thought, to present the 
subject-matter upon the pending bill or any bill of this kind. 

I rise simply to express my opinion that the Government of the 
United States has not acted wisely in not closing this difficulty 
promptly by paying the money. I ieve the arbitration that is 
provided for by the amendment will lead to a cost much greater 
than the amount pro to be paid to settle this matter, and that 
the refusal of the United States to carry out ah agreement made 
between the exeentive authorities of the United States and the 
executive authorities of Great Britain will do more to weaken the 
power of arbitration or to increase the dangers and difficulties of 
arbitration than any other event that has happened in recent years. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe I have stated all I desire tosay. I 
can not oppose the proposition, because we have agreed that in case 
the two parties can not agree upon the amount of damages we 
shall refer the matter to arbitration. The executive anthorities 
have agreed, and if both Houses of Congress or either House of 
Congress shall refuse to carry the agreement into execution, that is 
the end of it. There is nothing for us to do but to go on and enter 
into another arbitration, where, just as sure as fate, we will proba- 
bly meet a very significant judgment, and will be compelled to pay 
a much sum than has been proposed between executive 
authorities of the two Governments. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the necessity for a provision to enter into 
this arbitration? 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Ohio will answer the 

uestion. 
. Mr. PLATT. If I understand the matter—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me to express 
my idea, I will state that the executive branch of this Government 
agreed with the representatives of Great Britain upon the sum of 
$425,000 for the settlement of these damages. at agreement 
stands as between the executive branch of this Government and 
the representatives of Great Britain, It has not been ratified by 
Congress, but another Congress may ratify it. 

am much inclined to think that another Congress should 
ratify it. 
us to 


there is a pressing necessity and haste w compels 
ter ton nteomasioned arbiteation in the mean time in 
order to save the honor of this Government, I am for this amend- 
ment; but if it can be left open until the next Congress can come 
ther again, I hope not December, where the matter can be 
taken up at the commencement of a Congress and not at its close 
-I believe the sense of Con , upon a full investigation an 
discussion of this subject, would ratify the proposed agreement. I 
think, eee that 000 is a little more money than we ought 
to pay for dam: ; but I have not the sli t doubt that this 
in tion will result in a judgment us for 
much more, aie see about the e ses and trouble of the 
arbitration. this can be left over until next Congress I should 


"Sic SHERMAN. "The agreement embraces the legislative depart- 


ment of the Government, because the executive department has no 
money to pay out except as appropriated by Congress. Congress 
would express a disagreement by its neglect to make an appropria- 
tion during the whole of the present session of Congress. This infor- 
mation was brought to us by the President’s message at the begin- 
ning of Congress. The other House has refused to grant the amount. 
The Senate has virtually refused by its neglect to doit. Probably 
a proposition of that kind might pass the Senate of the United 
States, but it is supposed to be impossible to carry it out. 

Now, ought we to ask further time? Is it within the policy of 
the United States to refuse the payment of this sum of money until 
next December? 

On the other hand, the Government of Great Britain is propesing 
now to pay the private claims of the Canadians and the British 
subjects, and also, it is said, some Americans, the amount of their 
damages. In the meantime this process of arbitration will go on. 
This $50,000 will be expended for a junketing expedition. The 
arbitrators will probably disagree, and then under the language of 
the treaty some arbiter, who we can not tell, will be called in to 
settle the question between the United States and Great Britain, 
because the treaty itself provides, I believe, that Great Britain 
shall have two and the United States shall select two, and if they 
fail to agree that they in some way or other should have an arbiter 
selected as a disinterested person, probably a person of some other 
country, to settle the controversy between these two great and 
powerful nations. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senater from Ohioif it would 
not be well for him to present his views in the shape of a substi- 
tute for this amendment and give the Senate an opportunity to pass 
its judgment as to whether, in the opinion of the Senate, we should 
pay 7 $425,000, and let that go to the other House fer them to act 
upon that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have prepared such an amendment; but I 
know very well that my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGcan], for 
whom I have great respect, who is a member of this arbitration, is 
opposed to my view. He thinks that we ought to appropriate this 
sum of money and have another arbitration. I do not wish in his 
absence to offer the amendment. That is the only reason I can 

ive. However, I have the amendment here, and I can read it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It does seem pretty hard that we should be forced 
into voting on this amendment as a matter of compulsion when it 
may not meet the views of the Senate. I am sorry Senator from 
Alabama is not here to maintain his side of the controversy; but I 
shall feel constrained to vote against the amendment, beeause we 
have the option left open tous to pay thelump sum. ‘There can be 
no doubt taat by the time all the poachers, made possible by unwise 
acts on our part heretofore, come forward with their claims, and 
their sailors swearing them through, a the expense of this 
suggested arbitration in their behalf, we shall have a very much 


—— sum to pay. 

. HOAR. Mr. President, I hope that the Senate will either 
adopt such an amendment as is suggested by the Senator from Ohio— 
that is, paying the lump sum—or will let the matter go over until 
next winter. think it is very clear that if the matter were to 
to the other House for reconsideration, so that the opinion of t 
President would be reenforced by the opinion of the Senate, the 
House would be taking a very grave responsibility indeed to enter 
upon an arbitration with all its risks. 

But if this is not to be done and we are to have an arbitration in 
the future, it seems to me that it would be much better to have it 
after Great Britain has executed her purpeseef paying the individ- 
ual losses. She will scrutinize those losses carefully before 
she makes the payment out of her treasury with the mere ce of 
having them established by a board of i . Weehall then 
enter ng the arbitration with the security that at amy rate we 
can not be compelled to pay more than Great Britain has paid ont 
of her treasury for these individnal losses, which will be a very 
great protection. 

Mr. President, if we go to arbitration now without any payment 
by Great Britain in the first place, and without any limit upon the 


claims of the Canadian poachers, we are in great ger of having 
another Halifax performance, and we are in great of bring- 
ing the iple of international arbitration itself into 

and it ble to be resorted to for the future. In that 


case all Canada will be let loose to inflame these demands, and they 
will regard it as a triumph, as they did in the fishery award at 
Halifax, te some vast sum out of the United States. They got, 
I think, $4,500,000 or $5,000,000 out of us (I have forgotten now which 
of these sums it was) as a payment for a right we did net want to 
take asa giftand which we abandoned after we had 

When two great nations like the United States 
summon the representatives of foreign countries to assess inter- 
national damages there is a great tonhency on the part of the ref- 
erees to inflame them even if they are just and honorable men, as, 
of course, they will be. They do not like to be summoned for a 
small matter. They regard the fact that the nation makes a claim 
as a good deal of evidence of its and good faith. We 
got the benefit of that principle at Geneva, so that after we had 
paid all the individual claims we had a sum left which some peor 





ple thought we ought to pay back to Great Britain. I never shared 
that view myself. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that he has spoken five 
minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted to finish my sentence by 
unanimous consent, I hope we shall let the whole matter go over. 
Let Great Britain show her good faith in the matter of the claims 
by first paying the individual claims she proposes, and then we 
shall have a check. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Alabama being now present, 
I will offer the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the Senator from Missouri will be re- 

orted. 
The Secretary. Insert the following in lieu of the amendment: 

For the payment by the United States, in full satisfaction of all claims which 
may be made by Great Britain for growing out of the controversy as to 
fur seals in Bering Sea, or the seizure of British vessels engaged in taking seal 
in these waters, sum of $425,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Alabama to allow 
me to present an amendment which will take but a moment, to 
come in at the end of page 55. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendments of the committee are not yet through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment remain on the table until 
we get through with the committee amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Very well. Ithought the committee amend- 
ments were through. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in five minutes’ time no man in 
the world can even state the question presented by the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. The Senator from Ohio evidently wants 
to lump off in a round sum the honor, integrity, and rights of the 
people of the United States to Great Britain. This is the same 
proposition which is contained in the message of the President of 
the United States to us. It was debated in the other House, and 
the House voted it down after an earnest, faithful, and fall debate. 
The gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Hirr] presented there a statement 
of the reasons why it was impossible for us, with any sense of self- 
respect or honor, to pay that demand in the form in which it has 
been made upon us. 

The Government of Great Britain have im various ways con- 
trived, by the assistance of members of the administration now 
here, to evade, break up, and destroy the effect of the award made 
at Paris. They have ena the poachers and sealers from Can- 
ada to go into the waters of the North Pacific Ocean and into Ber- 
ing Sea with arms aboard their ships, sealed up, in violation of 
the award, in violation of all the principles contained in it, to 
traverse those seas at pleasure; and when they would get outside 
of the supervision of an American armed ship of course they had 
not anything to do but to uncover their guns and go to work and 
inflict upon the seal herds those disastrous butcheries which 
mar whole trouble between the United States and Great 

itain. 

I will state the purpose of those gentlemen who are called neu- 
tral arbitrators upon the Bering Seacommission. I[t was to break 
and avoid the taking of the outfit of the sealer in January. For 
instance, they can seal to some extent along the coast of the 
United States and the British Possessions from January until the 
ist of May, but not profitably. When they would outfit for that 
excursion they were then met with the close season, and the 
seals by that time hed not got further north than 30 or 32 de- 

, according to the regular fixed method of their run along 
those coasts. Then they would have to go in under the close sea- 
se wait until the last of August before they could enter 


2. 

But they availed themselves of the opportunity to make this 
outfit for sealing in the month of January, and when the close 
season would commence at 35° north latitude, on the 1st day of 
May, they would then cross over to the herds of Japanese and 
Russians in the vicinity of the Commander Islands, and they would 

h and seal there during the close season in the North Pacific 

an. Then they would return with their arms sealed up, as it 
was said, on of the ships, with a full supply of ammunition, 
and they would enter Bering Sea, where it was against every pro- 
vision of the award and against the statute of both countries that 
a gun could be fired or a net used in the capture of a seal. They 
would go in there armed and equi with all the supply of guns 
and ammunition and slaughter the seals at will and pleasure. 
The 60-mile limit that we put around the Pribilof Islands was of no 
protection in the world to the seals because our Government con- 


sented that these men might go in there without arms and am- 


munition. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether the 
hers thus entered the Bering Sea before or after the end of 
e close season. 


Mr. MORGAN. Would they? 
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Mr. HIGGINS. The Senator says they go into Bering Sea and 
slaughter the seals. I ask whether they get into there coming 
from the Asiatic side before or after the end of the close season? 

Mr. MORGAN. The close season north of 35°, except in Bering 
Sea, extends through the whole of the year after the ist day of 
May. But when you get to Bering Sea it is an open season from 
the Ist day of September to the close of the season, which is about 
a month anda half. There they have the right to hunt and fish 
for seals, but not to use nets or firearms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Ofcoursel understand. I just wish to say 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Alabama may be permitted to continue his remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. How long? 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say if this amendment is passed and 
this money is paid to Great Britain the Government of the United 
States and this Administration is disgraced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I felt that it was my duty to present the 
matter to the Senate, not anticipating that it would lead to the 
discussion that it has and the contrariety of views which have 
been expressed. No great harm can come by delaying tiiis mat- 
ter, and I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I want to offer two or three amend- 
ments and then I shall be through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Ohio to withdraw the substitute? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only offered it as a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 17, after line 6, I offer an amend- 
ment made necessary by reason of the law creating the office of 
surveyor having been approved and being now in effect. This is 
for the balance of the year. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After line 6, on page 17, insert: 

Surveyor’s office: For the salaries of the surveyor and assistant survevor 
of the District of Columbia and for such employees as may be required in ac- 


cordance with the provisions of the act of Congress making the survéyor of 
the District of Columbia a salaried officer, approved February 28, 1895, $3,509, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. to be available from the passage of 
this act, for the remainder of the present fiscal year. 

For surveying instruments and implements for the surveyor’s office, draw- 
ing material, stationery, copying and binding plats and records, and neces- 
sary transportation, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now offer some amendments that were 
placed upon the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill and 
were rejected because they were deficiencies. On page 4, after 
line 15, 1 move to insert: : 

To pay fore incurred by order of the Department of State, at the 
request of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the United States 
Senate, in making investigation into the consumption and production of cot- 
ton in their respective consular districts, as follows: J. W. Pepper, United 
States consul at ¥ , $9.65; R. W. Hemick, United States consul at Geneva, 
$24.12; Alton Angier, Uni States consul at Rheims, $38 
commercial agent at Freiburg, $10.75; A. J. Bensusan, vice-cousul at Cadiz, 
& and to E. Heenan, consul at Odessa, for loss of salary occasioned 

his absence, under orders of the State Department, in investigating cotton 
culture in Asiatic Russia, his repert thereon having been f urnished’ by the 
said Department to said committee, $526.96. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following amendment, to come 
in on page 61, after line 19: 

To pay to Annie E. Thompson, mother of J. A. Thompson, deceased, late a 
member of the Capitol police force, the sum of $450, being an amount equal 
to six months’ pay as such policeman, same to be in lien of all other allow- 
ances or f expenses, and to be immediately available. 

This is in consequence of the death of a policeman yesterday. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 40, after line 16, I move to insert: 

To pay to Ebenezer Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth Indian 
Agency, State of M ta, for money paid out and services performed by 
said Douglass at the request of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in clos- 
ing his accounts with said agency, $566.66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 36, after line 14, I move to insert: 

To enable the fevetery of the Interior to have published 20,000 copies each 
of histories of her education in the States of Missouri, Louisiana, and 
New ee or distribution by the Commissioner of Education to libra- 
ries in the United States and foreign countries, 35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 39, after line 12, I move to insert: 

To enable the Director of the Geological Survey to complete report on the 

eral resources of the United States, the sum of $2,000, which shall be im- 
mediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- HALE. I offer an amendment on page 57, in place of lines 
12, 13,14,and 15. It is another House case. It goes on all fours 
With the case of Ropert A. Caips. The chairman of the Com- 





70; A. H. Lowrie, 
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mittee on Appropriations of the House has requested that it be put 
in with the other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 57 strike out lines 12, 13, 14, and 15, 
in the following words: , 





To reimburse RoBERT A. CHILDS for expenses necessarily incurred in de- 
fense of his title to his seat as a member of the House of Representatives, 
Fifty-third Congress, $2,500. 

And insert: 

To reimburse RoBertT A. CH1LDs and THOMAS SETTLE for expenses neces- 
sarily incurred in defense of their title to seats as members of the House of 
Representatives, Fifty-third , $2,500 each; in all, $5,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is put in at the ial request of mem- 
bers of the House and it is not interfering with the prerogatives of 
the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 64, after the word ‘‘session” in the 
twenty-fourth line, I move to add: 

Inclu final judgments rendered since the date of those included in the 
last- executive document. 

So as to read: 


For at of Jatemente of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation 

order in which they are certified to Congress in Senate Executive 

Doongnents No. 7, parts 1 and 2, Nos. 82 and 128, and Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 

ment No. 249 of the Fifty-thir Congress, second session, and House Executive 

ent eT 143 and Senate Executive Document No. 86 of this session, in- 

clud Snel fs udgments rendered sace the date of those included in the last- 
named executive document, $200,000 

The amendment was agreed i 

Mr. GORMAN. On behalf of the committee I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in on page 55, at the end of line 24: 

To to Solomon J. Fague for services and disbursements in making 
meaumemente and estimates of work on the post-office and court-house in 
New York City, atthe request of the Secretary of the Treasury, and after- 
e300. by direction of the Committee on Claims of the United S ates Senate, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN, I offer the following amendment, to come in 
on page 77, after line 2 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay. 
out of any money in the eeneey not otherwise appropriated, the sum o 
money reported to the Senate in the letter of the Secretary of the Treasu 
dated December 17, won and printed in Executive Document No. 17, secon 
— Fifty-second Congress, to be due to the State hereinafter mentioned, 


To the State of Delaware, the sum of $6,341.99, with interest thereon from 
the 26th day of December, 1826. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I sent an amendment to the desk a few 
minutes which I ask may be acted on. 
The PRESIDING OFFI . The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary. At the end of page 55 insert: 


ont pay Kimball E. Valentine and T. B. Kirby $200, being balan 
for making inventory of public documents in the Senate wing of the Capita 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLATT. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 23, page 70: 

ri 
years the following-numbered ‘Treasury sot ements, heretofore allowed an ae 
aoe SesOer sooeee accounting officers of the oe on 

ations, a ae — have been exhausted or ied to the ear; is 
ae ee in Executive Documents —s a 
Forty-eighth aeoe and second prewene. and soame apes 


Document No. third session, namel Noe iid 174, lel, 161, 
Yr, 1, tb, 7 TOL, 711, 805, 44, 1206, 1538, 1538, 1715, 999, amount: 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr.HOAR. I move, on 17, after line 6, to insert the amend- 
ment which I send to the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 17, after the word “dollars,” in line 
6, it is proposed to insert: 


To trom i Dr. Edward x yg for services as to the coroner 


assistant 
ap en OOo une A), 1598, both inclusive, at the rate of $000 per 
The eile was agreed to. 
ere I offer an amendment, ee on page 53, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 53, after line 21, it is proposed to in- 


a 
by authorized to credit H. F. Menough, 


whee t Wyo. po nith 71, th t contained i 
late ostimanter at ie en 0., $1 (eed tT aly wes gh eas 


partment by exif HF en . Menough, while io postmaster, as aforesaid, and which 
was lost d 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. CAREY. On 54, at the end of line 8, I move to in- 
sert the amendment w I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. At the end of line 8, on page 54, it is pro- 
posed to insert 


This provision shall apply to the clerks of the junior Senators of Washing- 
ton, Montana, and Wyoming, re tively, though such clerks were not 
borne on the annual and session rolls on the date named. 


a amendment was agreed to. 

QUAY. On page 72, after line 2, I move to insert the 
eens which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

a SECRETARY. After line 2, on page 72, it is proposed to in- 
se 

wer yment to the Dogar tvente Railroad Company amount of certified 

eretofore repo: to Congress and reexamined, reported in Senate 
Geen Document No. 6, Fifty-third Congress, third on, $14,878.93. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. The next amendment I offer comes in on page 27, 
between lines 9 and 10, and is an appropriation of $15,000 for the 
Indian River, Florida, a bill for which has already passed the Sen- 
ate and is pending in the House of Representatives. I believe 
neither of them are objected to by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SrcretaRy. After line 9, on page 27, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

That in addition to the amount heretofore appropriated the sum of $15,000 
shall be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any pases in the Treas- 
not otherwise appropriated, for dredging the channel at the Indian River 
Infet, the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iofferan amendment, which I send to the desk, 
to come in on 89, after line 24. 

The PRES G OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzoreTary. After line 24, on page 39, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To pay the State $e Contin} Printing Company of Guthrie, Okla., in full for 
~~ said list of lands in the Oklahoma State capital, agreeably with 
—— ae pegdemation of April 19, 1892, $750. 
Thompson, of Guthrie, Okla., in full, agreeably with the 
omer ie aaaecaaian of estes 19, 1892, $750 
To pay Joseph B. Campbell, of Hennessey, Okla., in full, » Saoeelty wae — = 
President's proclamation of April 19, 1892, for publishing d list of lan 
the Hennessey Clipper, $316. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have one other amendment to offer, which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add thefollowing paragraph 
at the end of page 55: 


Lucy A. Hughes for services as stenographer to the Committee on 
Pensiong y i during firs t, second, and third sessions of | Fifty-third Congress, the 


pene ponies. Thope that amendment will not be insisted on. 

Mr. MARTIN. I want simply to say that this young lady for 
the last three years has performed very faithful service as ste- 
nographer to the Committee on Pensions, and she has had no 
compensation for it except such as has been paid her by the clerk 
himself. His compensation is not sufficient to justify such pay- 
ment by him, and I think this sum ought to be pai 

Mr. KRELL. We have officers of the Senate, ‘the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and the Secretary, and they make no re rt of this. We 
can not afford to be increasing the employees of the Senate simply 
at the will and pleasure of this, that, and the her person who 


be in its whe’, 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, after line 14, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


That the nerpented balance ($8,362.16) of the California Indian war debt 
riation made by Congress under its act, a ved August 5, 1854 


oh ited States Statu » page rare 582), modified under its act approved August 
= id United States Statutes, page 91), an d Teappropristed under its 

July 23, 1860 (12 United States Statute: page 1 Ne | of July 25, 1868 
as Waived ee cee: ae 175), and of 8, 1881 (21 Uni States 


tatutes, same is hereby, reappropriated and e 
available the purpose urpose of enabling the leaeelary at of the Treasury (the 

ee, to ie which is hereby given ) to pa therefrom aw outstan: 
d Indian war bonds issued under the atin! of the of California 


oa Feb 15, 1851, and May 3, wen ou 
approy cou. sa pabtaiing to any bonds ponte sald two any 0 ee 
inte thereon between January 1, 1854, and September 1, 1856; and if 
da Secretary shall be satisfied that any of said bon or said coupons have 
been lost or destroyed and never paid by or presented to the United States 
perment he is peceny Den enon to pay the owners thereof, or their 
Peek representativ vee out of said unexpented bal- 
Daan eee om tiene ‘or legal made’ to him therefor, and Seren conve 
to said a = bond sufficient, in his opinion, to indemnify th 
States against a loss therein; and after such payment shall ave 
been said he shall report his action in the premises to the 
governor of the State of Ca ‘ornia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


f. 
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Mr. WHITE. I have another amendment, which I send to the 
des d desire to have stated. 

“pio PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

e SECRETARY. At the end of page 39 it is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and em- 


yovere’, under general regulations to be fixed t 7 him, to permit the use of 
he right of way to the extent of 25 feet, together with the use of necessary 
grounds, not exceeding 40 acres, upon the public lands and forest reserva- 
tions of the United States, by any citizen or association of citizens of the 
United States for the purposes of generating, manufacturing, or distributing 
electric power. 

Mr. WHITE. _ I will state that that amendment was prepared 
in the Interior Department as a substitute for a bill offered here. 
and designed to enable parties to use water power which now can 

be used under an act of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcrETARY. After the words “said judgment,” in line 5, 
page 66, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That in the absence of actual fraud no motion for a new 
trial in any of said cases in which judgment has been rendered shall be 
granten, and no claimin any Indian depredation case shall be defeated on 

he ground of the want of citizenship if at the date of the depredation the 
laws then in force pe for recovery by inhabitants as well as by citi- 
zens, nor on account of alleged want of amity, if the Interior Department, in 
the cases examined by it in which judgments have n rendered 
by the Court of Claims, has found that the Indians were chargeable under 
-~ sponte or existing law, or in any other cases, if the Court of Claims shall 
so find. 


MrsDUBOIS. Mr. President, the general deficiency bill ap- 
roved August 23, 1894 (Public No. 202), contained a provision 
identical with the provision in the present general deficiency bill 
(H.R. 8892), page 58, line 23, to e 59, line 11, and appropriated 
$10,000, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
for making the examination and investigation therein referred to, 
and directed that officer ‘‘ to report to Congress at its next regular 
session all of said judgments concerning which, in his opinion, 
after such investigation and examination, there is no evidence, 
cumulative and otherwise, that any fraud, wrong, or injustice has 
been done to the United States.” 

First of all, the proposed amendment, as is apparent on its face, 
has no effect on cases of actual fraud, if there are any such. 

In order to understand the situation it is important to bear in 
mind under what circumstances these judgments that the present 
Attorney-General was called upon to investigate had been given. 
They were judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in accord- 
ance with the rere of the sixth aph of sec- 
tion 4 of an act approved ch 3, 1891 (1 Sup. to Rev. Stat., second 
edition, page 913), which provides that in certain cases that had 
been examined and allowed by the Interior Department pursuant to 
the direction of Congress ‘‘judgments for the amounts therein 
found due shall be rendered unless either the claimant or the United 
States shall elect to reopen the case and try the same before the 
court,” with the further provision that the party electing to re- 
open should assume the burden of proof, 

Not only did neither the claimant nor the United States elect 
to reopen any one of these cases, but in all of them both parties 
after examination joined in a formal stipulation for judgment. 

There are several hundred of these unpaid ——— in which 
the former Attorney-General had stipulated for judgment. The 

resent Attorney-General now comes and moves for a new trial 
in about 165 of them, on the ground of ‘‘fraud, wrong, and in- 
justice” to the United States. But, sofaras we are aware, he does 
not allege a single instance of actual fraud, but bases his motions 
for new trials on doubtful questions of law and an alleged want 
of citizenship and amity, supported by meager and unsatisfactory 
evidence, in the face of the fact that the preceding Attorney-Gen- 
eral after examination had formally admitted the existence both 
of citizenship and amity, while the Interior Department had 
found that the depredations had been committed and that the 
claimants were entitled to recover under the laws. The general 
form used by the Attorney-General in making these motions for a 
new trial is appended. 

In view of the facts above stated, it does not seem that any case 
of ‘fraud, wrong, or injustice” io the United States is made out, 
or that it is in the interest of justice that these new trials should 
be had, or that it was in such cases that Congress intended that 
new trials should be asked for. , 

On page 11 of the accompanying printed »rief will be found a 
statement of fact in one of the cases in which a new trial was 
asked for. There is certainly nothing in that case that looks like 
fraud, wrong, or injustice. In another case a motion for new trial 
was made on the ground of the alleged want of citizenship of the 
claimant. The evidence produced in support of the motion is a 
statement of the claimant’s wife that claimant, who is now dead, 
was born in Canada, and that she does not know that he was ever 
naturalized. 

The facts show that the claimant came to this country when 


2981 


very young (a minor, it is said), and that he resided here continu- 
ously for a long period—until his death, I believe. Since the mo- 
tion for new trial was made evidence from the records of the 
Land Office has been filed in the case showing that the claimant 
received a patent for land. In order to obtain such patent proof 
of citizenship is required, and this proof was made prior to the 
date of the depredation. Nevertheless, it is claimed that evidence 
of naturalization must be shown in order to have the motion for 
a new trial dismissed. It is, of course, impossible in most cases to 
get such proof at this late day, and it seems a great hardship that 
anything of the kind should be thought necessary, particularly as 
the laws in force at the time the proof of the depredation was filed 
in the Interior Department and at the date of the depredation did 
not require proof of citizenship, but only that the claimant was 
an inhabitant. 

There is, however, another reason why some action by Congress 
is almost absolutely necessary to prevent a complete denial of jus- 
tice. The delay in getting a trial in these cases is simply intoler- 
able. The act of 1891 contemplates a speedy trial, but during the 
eighteen months in which the present Assistant Attorney-General 
has been in office he has actually tried, I think, only about 50 new 
cases on their merits, and now motions for new trials are made in 
165 cases that had been disposed of by his predecessor. There are 
about 10,000 cases undisposed of on the docket, and certainly the 
outlook for the claimant is not a cheerful one. We desire em- 
phatically to disclaim any suggestion that the present Assistant 
Attorney-General is not conscientiously doing his duty, but we do 
submit that it is im ible for him to go over all the work of his 

redecessor and at the same time do the work that rightfully be- 
ongs to his office during his term. 

The amendment proposed affords a speedy remedy in the case 
of most of the motions for a new trial without affecting any ques- 
tion of actual fraud. And it also extends a similar rule in regard 
to citizenship to other cases, many of which are specially meri- 
torious, as, for instance, the case of old soldiers who are entitled 
to citizenship, but never took out their papers. It will also pre- 
vent miscarriage of justice where the proof of citizenship which 
was not required to be made has now perished. 

There is —— a letter from the Assistant Attorney-General 
to the Hon. Bringer HERMANN, dated June 13, 1894, showing the 
then state of these claims. The number of the claims filed is 
10,841, and besides the preferred cases, namely, those upon which 
judgments had been rendered on the award of the Interior De- 
partment, there appears to be only 68 cases that have been tried 
on their merits in three years and a half. 

LT also es brief showing some of the legal aspects of the case 
and the difficulties the claimants have to contend with. 

The act of 1885 simply made an appropriation to put in opera- 
tion the act of 1872; and the latter act provided for certain cases 
to be investigated. The certain cases were, as provided in the act 
of 1872, for violations of laws or treaty stipulations. 

Laws here meant the general statutory intercourse laws as ap- 
plicable to Indians and whites. Treaties applied to the violation 
of any treaty, no matter what the cause. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., June 13, 189%. 

Srr: I have the honor to reply to your letter of June 7, inquiring for certain 
information from the records of this office, as follows: 

1. Under the Indian depredation act of March 3, 1891, there have been filed 
in the Court of Claims 10,541 petitions, aggregating $43,515,867. The time for 
— such petitions has expired. . 

2. Judgments have been rendered by the Court of Claims in 895 cases. In 
498 cases a have been rendered in favor of claimants, aggregating 
$1,030,509.34. Of this amount, $932,759.55, in 470 cases, isin claims which are of 
the class denominated “ preferred,” in which an allowance in the amount for 
which judgment is rendered been previously made by the Secretary of 
the Interior under the act of March 3, 1885. 

3. The amount originally claimed in the cases in which judgment has been 
rendered in favor of the claimants was $1,933,286.64. 

4, Judgments have been rendered in favor of the United States, including 
cases dismissed by motion and those decided on merits in 397 cases, aggreyat- 
ing $1,763,021.33. 

t will be seen that in the 895 cases heretofore adjudicated the total amount 
claimed was $3,696,307.97, of which $1,080,509.34, or a percentage of 27.88, has 
passed into judgment in favor of claimants. 

It willalso be observed that by far the greater number of the judgments for 
claimants have been rendered in preferred cases, which have been previously 
allowed by the Secretary of the Interior. Very few cases of this kind remain 
to be adjudicated except those in which a want of ainity on the part of the 


defendant Indians can be interposed as a defense. 

Final judgments have been rendered in 68 cases which were not “ preferred;” 
the aggregate amount claimed in all these cases was $470,817.55; out of this 
amount judgments were rendered for the claimants in 28 cases, aggregating 

7,749.79, or 20.76 per cent of the totalamount claimed. This percentage would 

further reduced by including in the figures above given the nonpreferred 
cases which have been diaruianel on motion; the records of the office do not, 
however, afford a ready means of discriminating between preferred and non- 


prefe: cases which have been dismissed on motion. 
The facts stated may be summarized as follows: 


In all cases udicated: 


Amount c I nin celia ditineninianatiinedsiceue Sent: OF 
Judgments for claimants (496 cases)....................-..-..- $1, 080, 509. 34 
EES EE SSE oe 27. 88 
In nonpreferred cases: : is 
Amount claimed (68 cases) -............--------.---------- ----- $470,817.55 
Judgments for claimants (28 cases). ................-....-.-.--. $97,749.79 


Percentage of judgments_..............- ee cea 20.76 
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Many of the cases in which judgment has been rendered in favor of the 
defendants were test cases, Be nome Srectiy to large numbers of cases 


still pending and indirectly to still greater numbers. Examples of these are 
the cases of Marks et al. vs. The Bannock and Pi-Ute Indians, Samuel C. Daniel 
vs. The Creek Indians, James 5. Valk vs. The Rogue River Indians, and Al- 
fred Wolverton vs. The Nez Percé Indians, each of which is directly applicable 
to some hundreds of claims still pending arising out of depredations by the 
Indians. 

The general question of the validity of the defense of the want of amity on 
the part of the defendant Indians is alsosettled in favor of the defendants by 
the decisions in these cases. The decision in Valk’s case on_the question of 
citizenship and in Johnson’s case on the same question, the Johnson case be- 
ing also in the Supreme Court, will affect a large number of cases. By a re- 
cent decision in the cases of Cox and Love the defense of a want of amity is 
made applicable to “ preferred” cases; this will enable the Government to 
interpose a successful defense in the greater number of the cases of that class 
which are yet undisposed of if the Supreme Court shail sustain the ruling of 
the Court of Claims upon the question. * * * 

Respectfully, 





Assistant Attorney- General. 


In this connection I beg to state that there are a number of cases awaiting 
trial where the defendants are ready and theclaimants are not. I have made 
application to the Court of Claims to so amend the rules of court as to enable 
the defendants to place a case upon the trial calendar where the proof is 
closed to the to the suit. 

Respectfully, 
CHAS. B. HOWRY, 
Assistant Attorney-G 
Hon. Bringer HERMANN, . 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


oe , 


[Copy showing form and character of motion for new trial. ] 
IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS.—INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Jose M. Montoyé, administrator of el outers, deceased, vs. The 
United States the Kiowa and Indians. 0. 2651. 

Motion for new trial on behalf of defendants. 

In this cause, wherein judgment was rendered on January 4, 1893, for the 
sum of $880, comes the Assistant Attorney-General, for and on of the 
defendants, and moves the court for a new trial thereof, in accordance with 
the provisions of section 1088 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, for 
the reason that in the award of said judgment wrong and injustice were done 
the United States in this, that— 

1. The record does not show and the evidence does not prove that the 
cleimant's decedent, oo Montoya, was a citizen of the United States at 
the date of the all ation. , 

2. The deceased, ligue Montoya, was not a citizen of the United States at 
the date of the alleged depredation. 

3. The defendant Indians were not at the time of the alleged (tepredation 
in amity with the United States. - 

4. The Secretary of the Interior was without authority to allow said claim. 

5. The stipulation for judgment was without authority of law. 

6. In entering the judgment pro forma the court was without jurisdiction, 
and said judgment operates as a wrong and injustice to the United States 
an the other defendants. . 

Wherefore the said sesement ——— be set aside and vacated and a new 


hearing thereof ordered by 
CHARLES B. HOWRY, 
Assistant Attorney-General. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. On page 64, line 25, before the word “ hundred,” 
I move to strike out *“‘two” and insert ‘‘ four,” so that $400,000 
will be ap ae to pay these Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. COOK. ELL. I make the — of order on that amend- 
ment that it is not estimated for. That is going too far. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken, 
and the Chair rules that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Attorney-General says that the appro- 

iation already made is larger than the Department can pay out 

that time. 
. DUROIS. One word, if the Senator will allow me to make 
a statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the point of order to enable the 
Senator to do so. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, there are judgments from the 
Court of Claims for more than $400,000 to pay these men on the 
frontier who spffered from the Indian wars. In response toa 
resolution of mine a few days ago, the Attorney-General certifies 
to $100,000 which has been allowed since the last session of Con- 


ess. 
an MANDERSON. From $600,000 to $700,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If there are any claims which should be paid, 
these are the ones. AllthatIaskis that the judgments which have 
been rendered by the courts be paid. I do not think it is fair to 
rule me out on a point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the Attorney-General tells us that 
we can not go further than that the Senator ought not to ask us 
to do so. I now renew m int of order. 

neg PRESIDING O The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present, to be — after line 16 on page 
67, under the subhead of ‘‘ Claims allowed by the Comptroller of 
the Treasury,” the amendment which I send to the desk, which 
was duly presented to the Senate on the 26th of February and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 


The Secretary. After line 16, on page 67, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For eae of certain Treasury settlements heretofore certified to Con- 
zress, Fifty-third Congress, second session, and reexamined and re in 
Senate Executive Document No. 33, Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
amounting to the sum of $19,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. These claims are presented here in a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 33, and again at some length indorsed ee by 
the Comptroller and by each of the Auditors, and they have 
passed the Court of Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the same thing I offer a 
similar amendment, which is another executive document, 133. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Following the amendment just adopted it is 
proposed to insert: 

For payment of the claims reexamined and certified to Congress in Senate 
Executive Document No. 133, Fifty-third Congress, second session, $18,661.67. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move an amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of line 22, on page 30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTary. After line 22, on page 30, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That the sum heretofore appropriated for certified claims for sea 
pay on receiving ships, in accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court 

n the case of Uni States vs. Strong (125 United States Reports, page 656), 
but payment of which remains suspended because of provisos oenng 
payment of such claims as accrued more than six roe pea to the filing o: 
the petition in said case, may be used for the payment of any claims for sea 
pay for service on such ships, in accordance with said decision, although said 
claims may have accrued more than six years prior to said date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer another amendment, which I send to 
the desk, to come in at the end of line 24, on page 55. I will say 
that the amendment has the approval of the Committee on Finance, 
and I think there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the amendment just adopted, on page 
55, it is proposed to insert: 

To P. J. McHenry, fortran Jating, proof reading, and editing the proceed 
ings of the Berlin Silver Commission, by authority of Senate ution of 
June 19, 1884, $3,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move anamendment, to come in 
after line 2, on 77. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Szcretary. After line 2, on page 77, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To pay the le representatives of George K. Otis, as compensation for 
the steeds of service performed by him on route 6771, con- 
tract term ended June 30, 1885, $31,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer also an amendment, to 
come in after line 25, on page 69. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 25, on page 69, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the purpose of reimbursing Dick Emmons, late inspector of customs 
for the District of Alaska, for moneys paid out by him for traveling expenses 
from Portland, Oreg., to Unalaska as such inspector, under orders of the 
Department, in the months of August and September, 1889, as found to be 
due by the accounting officers of the Treasury, $206.50. 

Also, to reimburse Dick Emmons, formerly deputy collector of custems at 
Unailaska, in the District of Alaska, for moneys actually paid out by him for 
the seryices of a janitor at the custom-house at Unalaska, Alaska, during the 
period frem September 2, 1889, to August 31, 1808, $473.33. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This claim has been allowed by 
the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have one other amendment, and 
that is all I have to offer. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Srcrerary. After the amendment on page 64, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 
wis ne toe _ of a eee. being the oa ee 

er as and expenses in the suppression OZ, 
as shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. ll, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

To the State of Ore the sum of $335,152.88, being the amount of money 
by her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the rebellion, 
as shown by the of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 17, Fifty-iirst Congress, first session. 

To the State of Nevada the sum of $404,040.70, being the amount of by 
her as costs, cha , and expenses in the suppression of the pees nd 
as by the re of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 10, Fifty- J first session: Provided, That the amounts 


Congress, 
shall be paid to each of said States of California, O: and 
eee tre ——— denna installments, the first installment to Depa on 
or before June 30, 1895, and each of the other four installments on or before 
the end of each fiscal year thereafter until the whole is paid. 
Mr. FRYE. The Senator neglected to include interest in that. 
Mr. ALLISON. Nearly all of it is interest. 








1895. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thatsum has been allowed by the 
War Department, no more and no less. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on the amend- 


ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point is well taken, and the 
amendment is ruled out of order. : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator withdraw his 

int of order for a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Too late. * 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, the Senate has this 
afternoon, on this very same page, provided for an appropriation 
of nearly $400,000 for Southern war claims and for nearly $400,000 
for French spoliation claims, and there is not a claim in connec- 
tion with either of them which is any more meritorious than the 
claims of those three States of ifornia, Oregon, and Nevada; 
and it seems to me es entirely appropriate that these claims should 
be put on the same bill as the others and let the whole thing go 
inte conference. Then let the conferees deal with the whole mat- 
ter as they think right and proper. Under these circumstances 
Lhope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will bear me out that I made a 
point of order on the other case, the plainest case that was ever 
submitted to the Senate, but the Senate decided it against me, and 


Iam not ible for it. 
Mr. MITC of Oregon. LIhope the amendment will not be 
ruled out. 


The — IDING OFFICER. The Chair has sustained the 

int of order. 

Mr. POWER. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 39, 
after line 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
i Secretary. On page 39, after line 24, it is proposed to 

ert: 


Additional ‘tions for the office of the United States sur- 
eae of Montana, $6, as follows: For compensation of clerks, 
$5,000; for contingent expenses, $1,900. 

The amendment was to. 


Mr. HARRIS. On page 17, after line 11, I ask that the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk may be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. amendment will be stated. 
games SECRETARY. On page 17, after line 11, it is proposed to 

rt: 

ee ote: aeeaee Tooeedl We Ue Coeendertonene kt the thomcak ‘ot 
Columbia, underan act of Congress @ July 14, 1892, for the cost of im- 
prevements u the street connec Columbia road with Connecticut 
avenue e and thence along said avenue to the District line, which cer- 
tificates have been declared illegally issued by the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the sum of $67,208.73 is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the y not otherwise ropriated, to pay said certifi- 
eates, with interest thereon, from the date ef their issue, the same to be paid 
one-half out of the revenues of the District. of Columbia. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Isthatamendmentreported by a committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia re- 
ported that amendment as an amendment to the District appro- 

iation bill, but the Committee on Appropriations decided that 
it would more properly go upon the deficiency bill. 

The facts are simply these: The owners of the land dedicated 
the right of way without cost, and at their own expense graded 
the street ata cost of $230,043.17, and constructed bridges amount- 
ing to $173,894.10. The District government entered into a con- 
tract with certain parties to gravel these streets, and issued 
special assessment certificates for the payment of the work. The 
work has been done, and these ial assessment certificates 
have been issued and paid to the parties for the materials fur- 
nished and the work actually performed, but the courts have de- 
cided that tho special assessment certificates are illegally issued 
and void. So the people who have performed these duties and 
furnished these materials are without pay. This amendment is 
intended to remedy that evil. 

Mr. PALMER. Am I to understand that this is a pr ition 
to pay certain certificates which have been declared to be illegal? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will state to him 
that this is a proposition to pay for materials furnished and for 
work actually done. The District Commissioners undertook to 
pay for it by issuing special assessment certificates. The courts 

ave decided that the District Commissioners had no right to levy 
these special assessments. 

Mr. PALMER. Am I to understand thatthe authorities of this 
District were compelled to issue certificates to pay for this work? 

Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely. 

Mr. PALMER. If that is the fact—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I say that the District government has received 
this work and the material; it has received the benefit, and the 
men who furnished the material and performed the work have re- 
ceived no : 

Mr. PALMER. Then I am for the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr, PERKINS. -I offer an amendment, to come in on page 64, 





after line 10. The amendment is self-explanatory. I will only 
say that it has been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and favorably reported by that committee. 

The Secretary. After line 10, on page 54, insert: 


The amounts found due by. the Court of Claims for supplies furnished the 
Indian service in 1873 and 1874, and reported to Congress by Senate Miscel- 
laneous Document No. 165, Fifty-first Congress, first session, to wit: 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 

To Edward N. Fich & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, $2,400.20. 

To Bowers and Richards, assignees of James M. Burney, $3,534.76. 

To Sutro & Co., assignees of William B. Hooper & Co., $3,479.22. 

The payments to the assignees in each case being at the request of the 
original claimants as found by the Court of Claims. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER. I offer cn amendment, to come in after line 11, 


on page 63. 
he SECRETARY. On page 63, after line 11, insert: 
That the of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, empowered and 


directed to acquire, in the name of the United States. for the site of a Govern- 
ment Printing Office re including the needed storage and distributing 
warehousesnecessary to the economical and efficient conduct of such establish- 
ment, and the more er prompt distribution of public documents, 
the certain real estate situate in the south half of square 673, and bounded 
as follows: Beginning at the northeast intersection of North Capitol and L 
streets, thence north along the eastern boundary of North Capitol street for 
308 feet, thence east in a line —, lel with the n ern boundary 
of L street to the western boundary of First ~reet northeast, thence south- 
ward ae the western boundary of said s.reet for 308 feet to the intersec- 
tion of such boundary with the north boundary of L street, and thence west 
along the said boundary of L street to the pomt of beginning, including on 
the north boundary of such described area 30 feet in width for one-hal? of 
Pierce street, to be extended through the said square; or, failing to secure 
such described “pm d by direct negotiation with the owners thereof, or a 
satisfactory title thereto as may be approved by the Attorney-General of 
the United States, he is hereby empowered and directed to secure the same 
by con ion proceedings as provided in the act approved June 25, 1800, 
to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in 
square No. 823 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site fora city 
Sa and the money necessary to so acquire the property described is 
ereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
riated; and the urer of the United States is hereby authorized and 
rected, upon the requisition of the said Secretary, to pay the purchase or 
into court the condemnation price of the aforesaid described property. 

Sec. 2. That as soon as such site aforesaid shall have been acquired and the 
title thereto secured tothe Government, there shall be erected thereon, under 
the supervision and direction of the officer now in charge of the constructi. n 
of the ing for the Library of Congress, the fireproof building or buile- 
ings and works apeeny to compose a complete printing establishment, in- 
cluding storage and distributing warehouses, which shall be fully equal to 
the prompt and efficient performance of the present demands upon such es- 
tablishment; and the plans for such plant shall be so urranged as to admit of 

rogressive enlargement as the growing demands upon the same from time 

0 time may come to pre and on account of the construction of such por- 

tion of the plant as shall be deemed now necessary, including the cost of the 
preparation of necessary plans and specifications, the appropriation made 
‘to provide accommodations for the Government Printing Office and the 
construction of the needed storage and distribution warehouses in connec- 
tion therewith,” in the act making appropriation for sundry civil expense 
of the Government, approved August 3), 1800, and suspended by act maki 
appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, approved March 3, 1891, is hereby reappropriated and 
made available for each and every purpose connected therewith: Provided, 
That in order that the construction of such plant may be prosecuted with 
energy and its completion reached at the earliest day, contracts for mate- 
rials and work may made within the limits of cost prescribed by this act 
for the proposed plant and subject to appropriations to be hereafter made 
by Congress. 

Sxc. 3. That before any steps are taken toward the construction of such 
plant the officer in charge of the construction of the building for the Lib 
of Congress shall obtain one or more designs for such plant, comprising el 
vations, floor plans, sections, methods of communication, and every detail, 
and the aggregate cost thereof, which, when approved by the Public Printe 
and the chairmen of the Committee on Printing of the Senats and House o 

















la 











Representatives, or a majority of them, including the officer in charge of the 
construction of the building for the Library of Congress, shali be adopted as 
the plan or plans on which such plant shall be constructed, and the estimated 
cost thereof so ascertained shall be taken as the probable t of the same. 






Sec. 4. That all employments, contracts, expenditures, and dis its 


nts 
of every kind for the procurement of such plans and the erection of the plant 
shall be made by and under the supervision and control of the officer in 
charge of the construction of the building for the Library of Congress and 
in accordance with the laws governing the disbursement of the appropria- 


tion for the Library building of Congress; and such officer shall annualiy 

make report to Congress of his proceedings under this act: Proviced, That 

while the said officer is engaged upon the active duty of the construction of 
ublic buildings his army pay and allowance shall be the same for officers of 
is grade on the active list. 

Mr. HARRIS. I raise the question of order that this is not 
estimated for; it is not recommended by any committee, stand- 
ing or select; it is general legislation upon a general appropriation 
bill; and im no sense can it be regarded as a deficiency. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of order is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee withdraw the 
point of order while I make a brief statement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. HARRIS. There are very few things which the Senator 
from South Carolina could ask of me that I would not do with 
pleasure, but this is one which I decline to do. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not surprised at that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is not debata- 
ble. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order is well taken, 
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Mr, BUTLER. I appeal, with great reluctance, from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr.BUTLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr.Gray]. Not knowing how 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I have a general 

air with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
Put as this is in no sense a political question I take the liberty of 
voting. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). The Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HanssprouGu], with whom I am paired, is 
not present. I am told that if he were present he would vote 
‘*nay,” and I should vote “‘ yea,” to sustain the ruling of the Chair. 
There has been a suggestion made to me, however, to transfer my 
pair to the Senator een Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], which I do, and: 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” ; ; 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. Ido not know how 
he would vote. I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. WALSH’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. WaLsa#] is paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. , 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr.SHovur]. Ifhe were present Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I anes whether the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILus] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas hn Mitts]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
West Virginia on CAMDEN] to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHovup],and will vote. That will also allow the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. WHITE] to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WHITE. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am informed that the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. M1L1s] would vote as I would on this question. 
In addition to that my pair with the Senator from Texas permits 
me to vote on matters of this kind if I see fit to do so, and I shall 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE. I announce that my colleague [Mr. Hoar], who 
is absent from the Chamber, is paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pues]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam © ag a on this question with 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin . VILAS]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 





YEAS—23. 
Allison, Daniel, Hawley, Palmer, 
pa i i pure 
rry, nger rby, effer, 
Blackburn, Goorge, . Lindsay, Roach, 
Chandler, Gibson, Manderson, Turpie. 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan, 
NAYS—28. 
Aldric Clark, i Sherman, 
Allen, Davis, Mant, Smith, 
rice, a urphy, uire, 
Burrows, Gray, Perkins, Stewart, 
Butler, Higgins, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Cameron, Jones of Nev. Quay, White, 
Carey, Kyle, nsom, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchellof Oreg. Vi 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Voorhees, 
Camden, Hoar, Morrill, Walsh, 
Coke, Hunton Platt, Washburn, 
Cullom, Jones of Ark. Power, Wilson of lowa 
Dixon, McLaurin, Prite Wilson of Wash. 
Dolph, McMillan, Proctor, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Pugh, 
Gordon, Martin, Shoup, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is declared by 
the Senate to be in order. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the amendment be read. 

Mr.BUTLER. It has been read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwas not so fortunate as to learn exactly 
what it is; so I should like to have it read, or at least stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is for the purchase of what is known as the 
Mahone lot. 
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Mr.MANDERSON. Whatisthe amount of the appropriation? 

Mr. BUTLER. The old appropriation of $250,000. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment; and having 
read the first section— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have been unable to hear the reading on 
account of the solicitation that I might withdraw my request for 
the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Dlinois has 
demanded that the amendment be read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit to the solicitation and do not ask 
that the amendment be read further. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask that the amendment be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the amendment 
will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the amend- 


ment. 
Mr.PALMER. Iunderstand that the amendment proposes the 


| purchase of what is known as the Mahone lot. Of course there is 


nothing in that beyond the fact that it involves a very large cost. 
I should like to have the author of theamendmentstate what would 
be the probable expense; what the lot would probably cost, and 
what would be the probable amount involved of all that is intended 
by the amendment. I confess that it seems to involve the expendi- 
ture of a very large amount of money. Is there no precise limit 
for the expenditure and no method prescribed by which the amount 
can be determined or limited? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes; the amendment distinctly provides that 
this property shall be condemned under condemnation—— 

Mr. PALMER. I understand, so far as the mere property is 
concerned—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Under condemnation proceedings. Then, I 
take it, the character of the building will be determined after the 

ound is secured. Ido not know what the building will cost. 

hat will depend upon the action of foe, em hereafter; but it is 
the cheapest property, I think, that has mn presented for this 
purpose. Whatever it is condemned at of course the Government 

ill pay. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars has been ap- 
eat and is made available for this purpose. 

r. PALMER. It has been or is proposed to be appropriated? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been, and was not used because Congress 
intervened; but that amount has been made available. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I deplore the fact that this im- 
portant question is to be determined by an amendment to an ap- 

ropriation bill. It is unfortunate that those who are interested 
in this matter could not have found some method by which the 
subject should have been brought distinctly before the Senate 
wholly disassociated from other appropriations. Itis a misfortune, 
I think, that a great expenditure like this in the purchase of 
ground for a Public Printing Office and the expenditure involved 
can not be presented to the Senate in a separate and distinct form 
unembarrassed by association with other expenditures. I think 
it is a mistake on the part of the Senator who offered this amend- 
ment, whether it is in order or not. Ofcourse I understand it has 
been settled that it is in order. It is not in order according to my 
interpretation of the rules, and that interpretation I have showed 
as far as I could by my vote. 

Mr. STEWART. It is in order. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senate has settled that it is 
in order. I deprecate the act of the Senate in engaging in an en- 
terprise like this, involving so much money, in connection with an 
important ot ages bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. BERRY. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina on the table. 

Mr. QUAY and Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jonges of Arkansas was 
called). My colleague [Mr. JoNnEs], by arrangement with the 
Senator from Illinois [ r. PALMER], has been paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBrouGH]. If my colleague 
were here he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. McLAvuRIN’s name was called). My 
coll e [iMr. McLAuRIN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon]. If my colleague were here he would vote 
‘**vea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 
pon with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas}. If 

e were here I should vote ‘‘nay” and he would vote “‘ yea.’ 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I transfermy 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [ Mr, CAMDEN] to 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHour]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. WALSH’s name was called). The Sena 


Cee tem 
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ter from Georgia 

North Carolina [ 
The roll call was concluded. : 
Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 


r. WALSH] is paired with the Senator from 
. PRITCHARD]. 


the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrIL] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Senator from Vermont has 
not voted, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1am paired with that Senatorand I have voted. 
I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] and allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bate, Faulkner, Hill, Palmer, 
pare, ry Irby, Pasco, 
B ‘burn, Geo Lindsay, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Manderson, b 
Daniel, Hawley, Morgan, Turpie. 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Clark, Kyle, Sherman, 
Allen, Cullom, Lodge, Smith, 
Allison, Davis, Mantle, Squire, 
Brice, Dubo: Murphy, Stewart, 
Burrows, Frye, Per Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Pettigrew, White, 
Cameron, y; Wolcott. 
Chandler, Jones of Nev. s 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Blanchard, Gorman, — Vest, 
Caffery, Hale. Mitchell of Oreg. Vilas, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Voorhe®, 
Camden, Hoar, Morrill, Walsh, 
Carey, Hunto Platt, Washburn 
Coke, Jones of Ark. Power, Wilson of Iowa 
Dixon, McLaurin, Prite Wilson of Wash. 
Dolph, McMillan, Proctor, 
Gibson, McPherson, Pugh, 
Gordon, Martin, Shoup, 
So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFI . The question recurson agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, my views on the question 
of the so-called Mahone site are so well known that I will not 
weary the Senate with a repetition of them. Ido not believe that 
the Printing Office will ever be built on that site. I sincerely 
— that it bay ~ pees aad 

rise simply for the purpose o: g permission to inco 
rate in the Rzoomp as a portion of my remarks certain affidavits 
made by reputable citizens of the city of Washington regarding 
the character of soil of the Mahone lot. I shall not take time to 
read them, but will ask that they be printed as a part of my re- 


marks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be theorder if there be 


no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


The affidavits referred to are as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 15, 1895. 


Srr: I have been requested to make a statement as tomy knowl of the 
condition of square No, 673, in this city, now known, I believe, as the ‘* Mahone 
square.” I have been acquainted with that section of the city many years, 
having owned all of square No. 674 from about 1850 to 1874, and have taken a 
deep interest in everything concerning it and the vicinity. A portion of 
that section was low and swampy. There were deep holes where, it is said, 
catfish were caught in the squares No. 673 and No. 674 aforesaid. The square 
673 was for years a dumping place for street —e and rubbish of all 
kinds. The old Tiber Creek ran through the east end of the square. In my 
opinion a good substantial foundation can not be had for a Government 
Printing Office unless at a very great expense on that square or in prox- 
imity i. Besides, it is otherwise unsuitable for such an establishment in 
my opinion. 

i farther state that I do not own any property in that vicinity; neither 
have I any interest in any other site. 

SAYLES J. BOWEN, 


Late Mayor of Washington, D. C. 
Hon. Jo. ABBOTT, 
Of Committee on Public Buildings, etc. 


In the matter of square 673. 
DisTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 83? 


Personally came before me, a notary publicin and for the District afore- 
said, John F. Kelly, of lawful age, who, being duly sworn, declared in relation 
to the aforesaid matter as follows: I have resided within a few blocks of the 
so-called ‘‘ Mahone square’ for ruore than twenty-five years. That I have 
been during that time connected with the police force of this city, and that 
this square, 673, until a few 7 back was within the bounds of the police 
district under my charge. know that this square, or a large part of the 
same, has been a dum a ne for many years, until it was finally graded 
and filled up. Tiber ran across the eastern part of the square, and the 
ground was low and swampy, and even after the sewer was built there, in 
times of heavy rains, I have seen the square flooded with backwater from 


the sewer. 
JOHN F. KELLY, 
Lieutenant Sixth Precinct, 31 G Street Northwest. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of Jouey, A. D. 1896. 
[SEAL.] Cc W. FLOECKHER, 
Notary Public. 


In the matter of the square 673, called the ‘‘ Mahone lot.” 


District oF COLUMBIA, ss: 
Personally came before me, a no 


public in and for the county and State 
aforesaid, Stephen Caldwell, 407 Ten 


street NW., person of lawful age, who, 


being duly sworn, declared in relation to the aforesaid claim as follows: 
That he has had personal knowledge of the aforesaid square for a period of 
thirty-two years; that during most of that time it was 2 common dumping 
ground for garbage, street sweepings, and trash of all kinds; that the east 
end and south side, on L street, was swampy, boggy, low ground fand the old 
Tiber Creek ran through it; there was a arge pool on the part where it is 
proposed to put the Government Printing Office, in which affiant fished and 
went swimming and skating. The filling with trash, garbage, etc., was from 
10 to 3) feet. I do not believe that it will be possible, except at very great 
expense, to make a foundation on that portion of the lot which will carry a 
large, heavy building. 

Attiant has no interest whatever in any site offered or proposed for a Gov- 
ernment Printing Office; and also that he knows that from the amount of 
= soil, garbage, ashes, and other refuse dumped into this lot that he con- 
si = the place unhealthy and unfit to be used as a place where people shall 
work. 

STEPHEN CALDWELL 


ERNEST G. THOMPSON, 
Notary Pudlic. 


[s2AL.] 


In the matter of square 673, known as the “ Mahone square.” 
District OF COLUMBIA, County of Washington, ss: 


Personally came before me, a notary 7 in and for the county and State 
aforesaid, drew Gleeson, person of lawful age, who, being duly sworn, 
declares in relation to the aforesaid as follows: 

That he has known this square for a period of forty years. The southeast 
corner of the square which is pro as a site for the Government Printing 
Office was a marsh and swamp. e bed of the Tiber Creek runs through it. 
It was for many years a publicdumping ground. It has been filled to a depth 
of 25 feet in certain " 

It will be difficult, if not im ble, to secure a safe foundation for a large 
building carrying heavy machinery except at very great cost. 

The names of many well-known citizens can be furnished to testify to the 


foregoing facts. 
ANDREW GLEESON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of January, 1895. 
[SEAL. ] W.C. PRENTISS, Notary Public. 


In the matter of the square 673, called the ‘‘ Mahone lot.” 
WASHINGTON CirTy, District of Columbia, ss: 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the District of Co- 
lumbia, Adolph J. Schafhirt, of North Capitol and H streets NW., person of 
lawful age, who, bein: ey be ge declares in relation to the aforesaid claim 
as follows: That he hes personal knowledge of the aforesaid square 
since 1861; that Tiber Creek ran through it in the eastern portion; that there 
was a large, deep pool of water in which the z= of the vicinity were in the 
habit of fishin and swimming. The filling of this square will average from 
5 to 30 feet. For years the North Capitol side of the square was used by 
George Yeabower and William Clark as a stock yard. From his knowledge 
of the ground, the old Tiber Creek, and the amount of filling and character 
of the fi = years been used as a public dumping place for all 
kinds of refuse—he believes that the cost of securing an adequate foundation 
for a heavy building would be very great; and further affiant says he has no 
interest in any site offered or suggested for the Government Printing Office. 

ADOLPH J. SCHAFHIRT. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, A. D. 1895. 

(SEAL. ] CHARLES W. FLOECKHER, 

Notary Pudlic 


In the matter of square 673. 
DIsTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the District afore- 
said, Dennis Connell, of lawful age, who, being duly sworn, declares in rela- 
tion to the aforesaid matter as follows: 

That he has known the Mahone square, No. 673, for about thirty-five years; 
that the southeast portion of said square was low and swampy ground, and 
was a common dumping place for street sweepings and garbage and other 
trash. The fillings on this pe of the square was from l5to25feet. Many 
places on this portion on the east side was boggy, and there were pools, in 
which the boys went swimming. The square isin no respect suitable for a 
large, heavy building, and I believe that the cost in getting a foundation 


would be very great. 
DENNIS CONNELL, 
741 First street NW. 
Subscribed and sworn to by Dennis Connell. The affiant is to me well 


known, and is apparently respectable and worthy of full credit: and I fully 
certify that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of this 


claim. 
[SEAL.] ; LOUIS I. O’NEAL, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia, 


In the matter of square 673, the “ Mahone lot.” 
DIsTrRIcT oF COLUMBIA, City of Washington, ss: 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the city and District 
aforesaid, John Raedy, of lawful age, who, being duly sworn, declares in re- 
lation to the aforesaid matter as follows: 

That he has known square 673, called the Mahone square, for the last thirty 
years; that the eastern portion has been a general dumping place. This part 
was summeys boggy, and low land. There was a large pool of water, in 

ys went 


which the fishing and swimming. The filling is from 5 to 30 feet 
deep, and in ~ ve it will be impossible to secure a foundation there for 
a large, heavy building. It can not be done except at very great expense. I 
have no interest in any property offered for a site for the Government Print- 
ing Office. 


JOHN RAEDY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, A. D. 1895. 
(SEAL. ] CHARLES W. FLOECKHER. 
Notary Public 


In the matter of square 673, called the ‘‘ Mahone lot.” 
District oF COLUMBIA, City of Washington, ss: 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the city and District 
aforesaid, ms A. Rover, of lawful age, who, being duly sworn, devlares 
in relation to the aforesaid matter as follows: 

That he has been personally acquainted with the locality of square 673, 
called the Mahone square, since 1550; that it was for many years a common 
dumping und; that he dumped upon it general rubbish taken from a truck 

en; t the southeast corner and end of this square was swampy and 
, there were deep holes, where the boys of the neighborhood fished 
and swam, The filling on this part of the square is from 15 to Wfeet. Lam 
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l he ve no interest hatever in any site offered for the Government Print- 


ing Office 
T. A. ROVER. 
Subscribed end sworn to before me this 16th day of Jan: EA. D. 1895. 
{SEAL.] W. FLO. * 
Notary Public. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The amendment was to. 4 a 

Mr. CAMERON. Io an amendment, to come in on line 19, 
page 35. After the word “dollars” I move to insert: 

That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the estate of George C. Foulk, deceased, late a lieutenant 
of the junior grade in the Navy of the United States, for the benefit of the 
widow of the said George C. Foulk, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise emmrepetates, the sum of $2,630.14, salary as such lieutenant at the 
rate of $1,500 per annum for the period embraced between the 22d day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1884, and the 12th day of June, A. D. 1886, inclusive, and for the 
additional period embraced between the lst day of September to the 11th da 
of December, A. D. , inchusive, said sum not having heretofore been ¢ 
The amendment was 


agreedto. . 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move, at the end of line 16, page 40, to 


That the Secretary of the Srey be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the Treasurer of the Chapter of Caivary Cathedral in the 
city of Sioux Palls, 8. Dak., the sum of — , being the amount due for two 
quarters onding, respectively, December 13, 1891, and March 13, 1882, for board 
and tuition for Indian pupils at the Hope Indian Boarding School at Spring: 
rT S. Dak., as per contract duly executed with the Commissioner of 

airs. 

This amendment is exactly a copy of the bill which passed the 
Senate a few days ago, having been reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs unanimously. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. eee I — an amendment to mae in on 
page 67, un head of Treasury Department, to ow an 
amendment adopted which was submitted by the Senator from 
Missouri. At that point I move to insert: 

For payment of certain 
Se Fitts thind eer 
ment No. 56 Fifty-third Congress, thir session, t 8 ou : Bro 

i DQ oO mone ir 
sa —- eas oat 


rted to Con- 
in Senate Executive t No. 


States Government therefor, in at least one test case, wh case 
referred in the order of the docket of said court. Full and complete juris- 
iction is pao saree on the Court of Claims for the pargeme above 

named. If the determination of the Court of Claims shall be in favor of the 

claimants they shall be paid; otherwise not. The Attorney-General shall see 
to #t that the interest of the Government is protected in said suit or suits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to invite the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri in charge of the bill to the paragraphs concerning 
the Eleventh Census, beginning with 37, line 9. I submit 
an amendment, which was matter form printed and referred, 
striking out all that pertains to the census and reenacting it with 
some minor amendments. My easier way is, I think, to move the 
individual amendments. One of them is on line 18, 37. It 
is mere verbal change and makes better sense. I of ‘‘the 
unpublished work of the Eleventh Census” I suggest “the un- 
finished work.” That is what is meant, because some of the revision 
is not finished. I move to strike out “unpublished” and insert 
“unfinished,” in line 18. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Imove to strike ont, in line 25, page 87, and 
line 1, onthe next , page 38, the words ‘‘ not to exceed ninety.” 
I have a reason for t. ot to exceed 90 clerks is what it re- 
fers to. My reason is that I wish to see the work of the Eleventh 
Census closed one year from next Monday, or thereabouts. If it 
will take more than 90 clerks at any time during the year, if it 
takes 120 or 130, I want to see that work finished. It is a mortifi- 
cation, it seems to me, that we should now be very nearly five 
years without the results of that census, and perhaps it is to go 
another year fully. That is one reason. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now call attention to a more important 
amendment, on page 38. Beginning with the words “‘and he,” in 
line 9, I move to strike out down to and including ‘‘ ninety-three,” 
in lime 14; that is to say, to strike out the following wortie: 

and he is also authorized— 


The Secretary of the Interior— 


and he is also authorized to continue the services of the Commissioner of 
Labor in charge of the completion of the Eleventh Census, in accordance with 
an act to extend the time for completing the work of the Eleventh Census, 
and for other purposes, approved 3, 1893. 


That mentions nobody, but it continues in office, of course, the 
gentleman who has been Pores both of those offices, with 


two salaries, $5,000 amd $3,000. continues him indefinitely in 
charge of offices; but in the meantime there is work men- 
tioned in the bill to which I will now call attention. 
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That tho unfinished— 

As we have it now— 
work of the Eleventh Census shall be completed— 

It should have said ‘“‘continued”— 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, to whom the records and other 

erty of the Census Office shall be transferred; and the Secretary of the 
nterior is authorized to employ, from the date specified in this act, from the 
force of the Census Office then employed, a chief of division, at a salary of 
$2,000 per annum; three special agents, and such other employees as he may 
deem necessary— 

To close itup. That yom the Census Bureau nominally in the 
Interior Department and makes it a division, and puts a clerk of 
the division at the head of it, but keeps at the head of it the Com- 
missioner of Labor, at a salary of $3,000, as the old act provided,I 
think. If this Bureau is going into the nt of the Inte- 
rior let us have a chief of division capable of conducting and fin- 
ishing up that work. I presume the quarters are not to be 
changed. I see the rent is adapted to about what the rent of the 
oe quarters is, and the change is peecteny only in name. 

f Mr. Wright is continued in charge, what is the use of calling it 
a division of the Department of the Interior? Why give it a new 
name? Why merely drop the name? The bill provides that the 
office of the nth Census shall be abolished, and then that the 
work shall go on with a chief of division and 90 employees, about 
what I suppose he has now. The word “ninety” the Senate has 
stricken out. I do object to an officer undertaking to do two such 
pieces of work of such importance. I admit Mr. Wright’s quali- 
fications to be the issioner of Labor and to collect those 
statistics.” He is a good deal of a philosopher and a gentlemian of 
education and ability. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator if we did 
—_ previde by statute that he should take charge of the Census 
Office. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was aboutto say that thestatute provided it; 
and the statute is continued here practically, though one would 
not think so perhaps at first. He is one of the very, very few offi- 
cers in this ae class of labor who are beyond the reach of a 
President. the statute establishes him there in charge of that 
office indefinitely, as it does here, he is beyond the reach of the 
President. The President can not makea change. Is itour prac- 
tice to legislate that way? I think not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon. I move to strike out the lines 
I indicated, beginning with “and he,” in line 9, on page 38, down 
to ‘“‘ninety-three ,” inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On 88, after the words “per annum,” 
line 9, strike ont down to and including the word ‘‘ninety-three,” 
in line 14, in the following words: 

And he is also authorized to continue the services of the Commissioner of 
Labor in charge of the completion of the Eleventh Census, in accordance with 


an act to extend the time for completing the work of the Eleventh Census, 
and for other purposes, approved October 3, 1893. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In line 20—this isa verbal matter—after the 
words ‘“‘for the” where they occur the first time, I move to strike 
out down to “ work,” in line 21, so as to read: 
expended © direction 
eer Ss is an feet og Stony A RES vet 

It reads here: 

—— perpen of preparing for the Printer, revising, proof reading, and for 
other, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, I wish to call attention to the languago 
here. Iam not moving to strike out now, but Ishould like a con- 
struction of the following, beginning in line 23, page 38: 

That unexpended balances for petutiog the final reports of the Eleventh 
Census shall fegiied as provided for mn the se acts making such ap- 
propriations, and all a heretofore made for continuing and com- 
pleting the Eleventh Census shall continue until exhausted. 

I suppose some of those purposes indicated have been fulfilled, 
but Ido not know. Unexpended balances have been saved in each 
successive a ag my act. If thechairman has any information 
Ishould really be glad to know how many hundreds of thousands 
oe are on hand or whether it is one hundred, or twenty, or 
what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not the exact estimate of that. The 
bill came to us at a late day. are some balances; I do not 
know how much they amount to. Some have been expended and 
some have not. This clause is simply to throw them all together 
for the een of the work. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a very indefinite method. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know; and itis a thing we do not often 
allow to go in the Senate. We nearly always correct them, but 
we did not have time in this case. The bill came too late to get 
together the balances and make a specific appropriation. 


. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
exactly how the striking out of the language he 





1895. 





moved to strike out a moment since leaves the superintendency 


of the census. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will bein of the chief of a division, 
and he may be a man of as much ability as you please. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Witha of $2,000? ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; a two-thousand-dollar salary. I think 
the highly intellectual work has been to a large extent done in 
selecting and condensing, so far as I am capable of judging. On 
line 6, page 39, I move to insert: 

And all of said work shall be completed and the employees discharged on 
or before July 1, 1896. 

By striking out the limitation of 90 clerks, and giving what I 
think to be an exceedingly liberal appropriation, I believe that 
work could be driven through in one year. 

Mr. TELLER. I —e of the Senator from Connecticut, sup- 
pose the work can not be done, would he stop it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I judge that Congress would exercise good 
sense about it, and the appropriation runs into the next year. At 
any rate they will make an effort in the direction of finishing the 
work if this appropriation goes in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No harm will be done by it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As the Senator from Missouri says, no harm 
will be done by it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 39, line 6, after the word ‘“‘ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

All of said work shall be completed and the employees discharged on or be- 
fore July 1, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY subsequently said: I beg leave to make a cor- 
rection in the amendment which was adopted on my motion. The 
amendment as adopted reads thus: 

And all of said work shall be completed and the employees discharged on 
or before July 1, 1896. 

I wish to amend the amendment, after the word ‘‘ discharged,” 
by inserting the words ‘“‘from that work,” for they may be de- 
tailed clerks from elsewhere, and they may be people whom it is 
desirable to retain in the service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut to the amendment will be regarded as agreed to, 
in the absence of objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I offer an amendment at the request of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana {[Mr. BLANCHARD], my associate onthe Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It is a small item, and 
I offer it on account of his unavoidable absence. It has been 
favorably reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to-day and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 54, after line 10, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For placing automatic temperature regulators in the 24 committee rooms 
the terraces of the Capitol, $1,440. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Lhavea letter from the Architect of the Capitol, 
in which he states that these automatic temperature regulators 
are required for the rooms in the terraces of the Capitol. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the letter be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I submit the letter and ask that it be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

ARCHITEcT’s OrFrrce, Untrep States CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1895. 

Dear Sre: I have the honor to inform you that the number of automatic 
temperature regulators required for the roomsof the terraces of the Capitol 
is 24, which at $60 equals $1,440. 

Some have been attached to the radiatorsin terrace rooms experimentally, 
and proved efficient in preventing the heat of a room becoming greater than 
—, by the ren Soe 

ee ee ee EDWARD CLARK, 
Architect United States Capitol. 
Hon. N. C. BLANCHARD 
United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, after line 24, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

That the unexpended balance of a made by the act of the ist 


of May, 1882, for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, and crew of the 
United States brig of war General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, admin- 


istrators, ts, or now under the control of the De t of 
State, aeuil'be ap lied 3 iquidation and settlement of the claim of Sam- 
uel C. Reid qoveeliing 


y i ete now on file in said Department. 
Mr. GRAY. That requires no appropriation, and it is to carry 
out existing law. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. TURPIE. I offer an amendment to come in on page 16, 
after line 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 16, after line 24, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska by an inspector and 
two assistant inspectors, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
$10,000; and the 8 tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to order in- 
vestigation end report by the inspector or assistant inspectors aforesaid of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska, of the alleged taking onal destruction of the 
eggs of the game and wild fow] in said Territory, as well also as te the alleged 
wanton destruction of = birds, deer, foxes, and other animals, and also 
as to the advisability of adopting suitable regulations as to close seaso 
in his judgment may be necessary to prevent such destruction in future. 

Mr. TURPIE. That amendment was drafted by the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I have a letter of bis asking for its 
adoption, which I ask may be printed in the Recor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1895. 

Sir: In the pending sundry civil appropriation bill no provision is made for 
the appointment of assistant rs to aid in the protection of the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska. Ir the services of these officials as being necessary, 
and have the honor tosubmit draft of a proposed amendment to said biil and 
to na favorable consideration thereof. 


ully, yours, 
Cc. 8S. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 

Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, Vice-President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from lana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I venture to renew the amend- 
ment I offered some time ago, and I hope the point of order will 
not be made against it. It is to come in after the amendments 
already adopted on page 64. 

The Secretary. After the amendments already adopted on 
page 64 it is proposed to insert: 

To the State of California the sum of $3,951,915.42, being the amount ef 
money by her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the 
rebellion, as shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Execu- 
tive Document No. 11, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

To the State of Oregon the sum of $335,152 88, being the amount of money 
by her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the rebel- 
lion, as shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive 
Document No. 17, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

To the State of Nevada the sum of $104,040.70, being the amount of mouey 
by her paid as costs, charges, and expenses in the suppression of the rebel- 
lion, as shown by the report of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive 
Document No. 0, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I simply want to place upon rec- 
ord the statement that I am opposed to the amendment. It is use- 
less to call for the yeas and nays on its adoption, however, but I 
am not willing to have it go by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. z 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate ask for a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 
and I also move that the bill as amended be printed, with the 
amendments numbered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following report: 


The committeeof conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment o: the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of 













milk in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference haveagreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House ie from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 11, 12, 16, 18, 19, 21, and 22, and agree to 
the saame; 

ae the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 13, 14, 15, and 20; 
an 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the - 
ate numbered 17, and agree to the same with the following amendm In 
line 5, amend by striking out the word “fair,” before the word “sampiing;” 
and t the Senate agree to the same. 


CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
Conferees on the part 

GEO. W. COOPER, 

J. A. T. HULL, 


Conferees on the part of the Ho 


oy the S vate. 


de 


The report was concurred in. 
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BUSINESS OF THE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Commission of Congress to 
Inquire into the Status of the Laws Organizing the Executive De- 
partments, submitted a report relative to the method of collecting 
the customs and rendering the accounts thereof to the Auditor of 
the Treasury; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into 
the Status of the Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, sub- 
mitted a report relative to preserving the copies of letters written 
in the various Departments of the Government; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into 
the Status of the Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, sub- 
mitted a report relative to checking paid money orders against the 
reports of issue; which was ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY-RECORD BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Idesire to say that under the agreement 
made this morning, after the passage of the appropriation bill, 
nothing else was to be done but the consideration of unobjected 
pension bills, bills relating to military records, and eulogies on de- 
ceased members of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask unanimous consent to have the pension 
bills on the Calendar considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFiCER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Under the unanimous consent already given, the bills referred to 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will now be con- 
sidered. 

ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 


The bill (S. 707) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Orin Rk. McDaniel, late an enrolled soldier of Company H, 
Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, upon the records of 
that company as enrolled December 26, 1863, and discharged Feb- 
ruary 14, 1864,for disability,and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge accordingly, as of date February 14, 1864, for disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P. M’GEE, 


The bill (H. R. 1819) to correct the military record of James P. 
McGee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD CHASTAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chastain was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to recognize 
Edward Chastain as a private of Company C, Eighty-seventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, and to place his name on the rolls of that 
organization as having been enrolled September 22, 1862, and dis- 
charred the service of the United States March 12, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. SKINNER. 


The bill (S. 2647) to amend the military record of John H. Skin- 
ner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time/and passed. 


LANDS IN ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8414) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to 
the public domain, lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi 
not needed for naval purposes. It will take but a minute. 

Mr. BATE, I think we had better go on regularly, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as we are carrying out an agreement, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under a unanimous agreement of 
the Senate, nothing can be taken up at this time but pension bills 
and bills to correct military records, 

MARY CLARE KELLY. 

The bill (S. 1027) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“seventy-five” and insert “fifty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sommeany at the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary Clare Kelly, widow o 
the late Benjamin F. Kelly, brevet major-general of volunteérs, United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $509a month, in lieu of the pension 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET DEVINE. 


The bill (H. R. 1229) granting a pension to Bridget Devine was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Bridget Devine, widow of William P. 
Devine, late of Company B, Third Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry; 
but the pension under this act shall cease in case it be shown that 
the soldier is alive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT GAMBLE, 


The bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to Robert Gamble was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Robert Gamble, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole war of 1836. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SIMON RICE. 

The bill (H. R. 3194) to amend the record of Simon Rice, of Com- 
pany A, Sixth Maryland Volunteers, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BROWN. 


The bill (S. 2732) granting a pension to William Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
— roll the name of William Brown, late of Company D, Eighth 

egiment Michigan Cavalry, at the rate of $20 a month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving, from and after the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to William Brown.” 


JESSE C, PINNEY. 


The bill (H, R. 6430) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. Pin- 
ney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll, at $50 per month, the name of Jesse C. 
Pinney, late a private of Company B, Ninth Kansas Volunteer In- 
fantry, of the late war of the rebellion, in lieu of the pension now 
received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 

The bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “rate,” to strike out “ pro- 
poten to the degree of disability from gunshot wound of right 

ip, received at the battle of Corinth,” car insert “‘ of thirty dol- 
lars per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Dr. French W. 
Thornhill, of Spring Valley, Minn., at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MATTHEW T. LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant an hon- 
orable discharge to Matthew T. Lewis, late of Company K, Third 
Michigan Cavalry; but no pay, bounty, or emolument shall become 
due by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B, LEACH. 


The bill (H. R. 2118) to pension John B. Leach was considered as 
in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of John B. Leach, father of John R. Leach, who was 
formerly a member of Company A, Fifty-ninth New York Infantry, 
and to pay him the pension of a dependent father. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARITY ANN SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. a granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the words “‘of the,” to strike out “ pen- 
sion laws” and insert ‘“‘act of June 27, 1890;” and in line 9, after 
the word “Infantry,” to strike out ‘‘and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month from the approval of this act;” so as to make 
the bill send: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the act of June 27, 1890, the name of Charity Ann Smith, mother 
of R. Monroe Wiley, late a private in Company G, Thirteenth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bil! to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: I move to reconsider the 
votes by which the Senate ordered to a third reading and passed 
the bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith. I 
meant to ask the Senate to reject the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire that the amendment reported by the 
committee shall be rejected, and that the bill shall be passed in the 
shape in which it came from the House of Representatives. Under 
the House bill it is proposed to give the beneficiary a specific rate. 
We struck that out and made it subject to the limitations of the 
act of June 30, 1890. But it is so late in the session that we desire 
not to insist upon our amendment and that the bill shall pass as it 
came from the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered. The 
Chair hears none, and it is soordered. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER WILLIAMSON. 


The bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander Wil- 
liamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to increase the pension paid to Alexander Williamson, a 
private in Company H, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, dur- 
ing the war with Mexico, to $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH R. BROOKS. 


The bill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension to Joseph R. Brooks, 
father, by adoption, of Henry M. Brooks, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Joseph R. Brooks, father, by adoption, of Henry M. 
Brooks, late of Company C, One hundred and sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. ISAAC D. TOLL. 


The bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. 
Toll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘“‘twelve ” and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll, late of Company E, 
ae United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, from $8 to $20 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT MUNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Albert Munson, imbecile son of Jacob H. Munson, 
late a member Company I, First Regiment Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmant, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. GEN. JULIUS H, STAHEL. 


The bill (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 
H. Stahel was considered as in Committe of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Julius H. Stahel, late major-general of 
volunteers in the Union Army, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN CARNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 


the pension roll the name of Ellen Carney, dependent mother of 
Patrick Carney, late a second lieutenant of Company H, Sixty-ninth 
New York Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the rebellion, and allow 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2989 


JAMES JONES. 
The bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of James Jones, a soldier of the war of 1836, 
and pay him $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

H. K. PALMER, 

The bill (S. 2731) for tlie relief of H. K. Palmer was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘fifty ” and insert “ forty;” and in line 7, after the word “ act,” to 
se ‘in lieu of that he is now receiving ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of H. K. Palmer, late 
private of Company D, Seventh Illinois Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
con of $40 per month from the passage of this act, in lieu of that he is now receiv- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ADELAIDE MORRIS. 


The bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “twenty-five;” and in the same line, after the 
words ‘‘ rate of,” to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert “‘twenty-five;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adelaide Morris, widow of the late 
Arthur Morris, formerly captain of the Fourth United States Artillery, at the 
rate of $25 per month, which rate of $25 per month shall be in lieu of the pension 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE REED. 

_ The bill (S. 1707) granting a pension to Caroline Reed was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

_ The Committee on Pensions reported the bill with an amendment, 
in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and in- 
sert ‘‘ twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Caroline Reed, widow of Rich- 
ard Reed, a soldier of the Florida Indian Seminole war of 1836 and 1812, at the 
rate of $12 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOSEA BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 8127) to provide increase of pension to Hosea 
Brown, of the war of 1812, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“sixty” and insert “fifty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Hosea Brown, formerly a member 
of Capt. Edward Burgess’s company of New York militia, and who was in the 
military service in the war of 1812, to $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JANE WEBSTER. 

The bill (H. R. 3977) to pension Jane Webster was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Jane Webster, widow of Joel Webster, a former 
wagon master in the volunteer militia service during the war of the 
rebellion, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSANNAH KEPFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 6651) to pension Susannah Kepford, of Noble 

County, Ind., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
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proposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Susannah Kep- 
ford, of Noble County, Ind., as former widow of Joel Clark, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company D, One hundred and forty-second 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE CAINE. 


The bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mrs. 
Catherine Caine, widow of the late Rev. Charles Caine, the pay and 
allowances of a chaplain in the volunteer service from the Ist day 
of January, 1862, to the 1st day of August, 1862, Charies Caine hav- 
ing served as such chaplain in the organization known as Yates’s 
Sharpshooters, Illinois Volunteers, during the time mentioned. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 


The bill (H. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion now onthe records of the War Department against 
Samuel Burrell, late first lieutenant of Company M, Fifth Lllinois 
Cavalry Volunteers, and grant him an honorable discharge, to date 
from November 26, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY BUTTON. 


The bill (H. R. 6461) to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary Button, of 
Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll, 
at the rate of $8 per month, the name of Mary Button, widow of Asa 
Button, deceased, private in Capt. M. W. Reinhart’s company of 
Arkansas Volunteers, under General Gaines, in the “Sabine dis- 
turbance.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALOMA MANGOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Saloma Mangold, of Carbon- 
dale, State of Kansas, widow of Philip Mangold, deceased, late of 
Company F, Eighty-second Illinois. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAFOLEON B. BREEDLOVE. 


The bill (S. 2746) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Breedlove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, 
in line 8, to strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty ;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to place on the ion roll as entitled te increase of pension, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Napo- 
leon B. Breedlove, late of Company G, Fourth Louisiana Volunteers, Mexican 
war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT B. TUBBS. 


The bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve 
Robert B. Tubbs, lieutenant of Company I of the Eighth Regiment 
of Michigan Cavalry, from a dishonorable dismissal from the service 
of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABRAHAM O. WAUCOP. 


The bill (H.R. 2130) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to correct 
the military record of Abraham O, Waucop, late captain Company 
F, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
by removing the charge of absence without leave and dishonorable 
dismissal from the service, and to grant him an honorable discharge 
as of the date of May 15, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE P, CORTS. 


The bill (S. 2612) for correction of muster of George P. Corts, late 
an adjutant-general, United States volunteers, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend the records of 
the War Department so as to show that George P. Corts mustered into 
the service of the United States on June 28, as major and assist- 


ant adjutant-general of volunteers, and as mustered out of service 
with that rank June 22, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILSON KALE. 

The bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
Kale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of and grant 
an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale, of Truro, Lowa, late a pri- 
vate of Company G, Sixth Regiment of California Infantry Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WEAR CRAWFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Wear Crawford was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Wear Crawford, 
late of Company G, Fifty-second Regiment of Indiana Infantry 
Veteran Volunteers, and issues to Crawford an honorable discharge 
from that service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and-passed. 

ANGUS V. WILSON. 

The bill (H. R. 7997) to amend the military record of Angus V. 
Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the Secretary of War to amend the records of the War Department 
so as to show Angus V. Wilson mustered into the service of the 
United States on the 15th day of June, 1863, as first lieutenant and 
adjutant of the Forty-fifth Kentucky Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and. passed. 

ANDREW MARTIN. 

The bill (S. 2451) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Andrew Martin was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Andrew Martin, late a private in Company A, 
Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, and late 
a private in Company F, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry Volunteers, and that an honorable discharge be issued in 
lieu thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P, VEACH. 


The joint resolution (8. R. 49) for the relief of James P. Veach 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Sec- 
retary of War to cause record to be made in the military history of 
James P. Veach, a agit of Company I of the One hundred and 
nineteenth (Seventh Cavalry) Regiment of Indiana Volunteers in 
the service of the United States, that James P. Veach, having re- 
ceived from the President of the United States a full and uncondi- 
tional pardon of all military offenses for which he was tried and con- 
victed by court-martial, is thereby absolved from said offenses and 
from all the penalties of such offenses and sentences, and is therefore 
entitled to an honorable discharge. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS BOYD. 

The bill (S. 1287) for the relief of Augustus Boyd was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to state that the Calendar of these cases 
is exhausted, and that any other measure that may be called up—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator to make the point that the bill the title of which has been 
read does not come under the unanimous-consent agreement ? 

Mr. PALMER. I merely state that the Calendar contemplated in 
the agreement is exhausted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does it include the bill which has 
just been reported? 

Mr. PALMER, There may be other matters over which I have 
no control. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is whether objection 
is made that the bill the title of which has been stated does not 
come within the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. CAMERON. The bill was reported favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Commiitee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the President to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 

t and place on the list of retired officers of the United States 
y the name of Augustus Boyd, with the rank of captain of staff. 








The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUAY. LIhope we may take up the pension bills reported 
to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to consider the pen- 
sion cases reported to-day. 

Mr. QUAY. There are only three or four of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. BATE. That will be outside of the agreement, I reckon, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that it 
would not be outside of the agreement to act on pension cases. 

Mr. BATE. I think if the Chair will turn to the Calendar he will 
find that those bills are not on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A bill is on the Calendar as soon 
as it is reported. 

Mr. BATE. How many of these bills are there? 

Mr. QUAY. Three or four of them. 

Mr. BATE. 1 have no objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us pass them. 

.The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that will 
be the order. 

JAMES BERRY DUCKETT. 

The bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to muster James Berry Duckett, of North Carolina, as of 
Company E, Ninth Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry, the muster to 
date from the 16th of June, 1864, and to issue to James Berry 
Duckett an honorable discharge from that service, to date from the 
mustering out of his regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY JANE LYNN. 


The bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John R, Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pennsylvania in the war ef the Revolution, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not wish the Pension Committee of this 
body to be held responsible for this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Have not these bills been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and reported by that committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the bills that are being now 
considered have been reported by the Committee on Pensions and 
are now on the Calendar. 

Mr. PALMER. The bill proposes to pension the daughter of a 
Revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 

DAVID H. SEXTON. 


The bill (H. R. 5301) to pension David H. Sexton for services in 
the Oregon Indian war was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll at the rate of $12 per month 
the name of David H. Sexton, of Capt. Robert Williams’s Company 
E, Second Regiment Oregon Volunteers, for service in the Oregon 
Indian war of 1855 and 1856. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH L. MARKHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Elizabeth L. Markham, widow of 
Rufus A. Markham, late of Company G, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry, and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GILMAN L. JOHNSON. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask the Senate te consider the bill (H. R. 840) 
to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of War to correct the record of Second Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson, 
late of the One hundred and forty-second Regiment of New York 
Infantry, so as to make his muster as said lieutenant date from 
the date of his enlistment in that regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WARREN C. BEACH. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H.R. 
8715) to place Warren C, Beach on the retired list of the Army. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Lobject. It is not within the agreement. 
not a bill to correct the record of a soldier. 

Mr. HILL. We have to-night passed two or three bills like it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We may have passed one, but it is contrary to 
the agreement. The bill can not pass to-night. It will provoke 
long debate. It is not within the agreement. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut to with- 
draw his objection to the bill? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I can not doit with my belief of what is right. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand this gentleman proposes to get on 
the retired list without pay. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not make aspeech now. That is exactly 
what he proposes. He wants to get on with Grant and Pleasonton 
and all those great men, when he never saw a battle in the war; 
and I object. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state in this connection that the majority 
of the Committee on Military Affairs favored the bill, but there was 
a division in the committee im reference to it, and it was agreed to 
be reported in the form in which it was reported. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is reported without recommendation from the 
committee. It is not reported favorably by the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut whether 
the bill is not entitled to consideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; Ido not wish it to be considered to-night, 
because I shall have to speak upon it for a half hour, probably. I 
have my brief ready. 

Mr. BUTLER. We will give the Senator from Connecticut a half 
hour. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is something that ought not to be done. 

Mr. HILL. That is a question for us to determine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that it has 
no power to enforce a unanimous-consent agreement; but if there 
is objection made—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I am inclined to think my good friend from Con- 
necticut will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Never. 

Mr. PALMER. It will do no good in the world, for I fully indorse 
the Senator from Connecticut in his objection. 

Mr. HILL. We do not ask Senators to vote for the bill. All we 
ask is that you let us hear what you have to say, and we will 
answer it if we can, and if we can not, defeat the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the unanimous-consent agreement be read. 
Let us understand what it is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There should be a full Senate for the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
for the reading of the agreement made this morning. The Secre- 
tary will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. CocKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered under 
the five-minute rule. 

The Presiprne Orricer. The Serater from Missouri asks unanimous consen 
that the pending business, which is the general deficiency a bill, 
shall be considered from this time forth under the five-minate rule. Is there ob- 
jection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. Atpricn. Now I suggest that the Senator ask for the agreement which 
I indicated a few moments ago. 

Mr. CocKRe.u. I ask unanimous consent that when the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill is disposed of, private pension bills and similar bills, as was specified yes- 
terday evening, mere matters of the correction of military record, where there 
is no objection, and there are some few of those, may be considered. 

Mr. Grores. And that the memorial services be had. 

Mr. CocKRELL. And that the memorial services be had this evening, and that 
then the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALpRicH#. And thatno other business shall be considered. 

Mr. CocKRELL. And that no other business shall be transacted. 

Mr. Grorce. That is all right. 

‘The PResipine Orricer. Does the Chair understand that conference reports are 
included in the request of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. CockRstL. They will be received; but I shall ask that any conference 
report, unless a very short one, be printed and laid on the table. 

‘The Presipine Orricer. Is there objection te the request of the Senator from 
Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from New York if the bill 
is for the correction of a military record? 

Mr. HILL. Not strictly so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. HILL. Bat it isa bill to place a soldier on the retired list 
of the Army, and it comes within the spirit of the agreement, it 
seems to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. Without pay? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. We passed one or two bills of that kind here, 
and nobody objected. I do not, of course, want to be persistent 
about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the agreement I beg toappeal to the Senator 
from New York not to press his demand, because [ do not think ¢! 
bill falls quite within the agreement. 

Mr. HILL. Any Senator who wishes to defeat a bill at this stage 
of the session can do so by objecting. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to say what was said by a distinguished 
statesman—‘‘me too.” I object. 

OFFICERS ON RECEIVING AND TRAINING SHIPS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate s 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, which will be read. 

The Secre proceeded to read the communication. 

Mr. HILL. How does this get before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It comes before the Senate under 
the rule, which says that under all circumstances and at any time 
the Chair may lay before the Senate for referencs business on the 
Presiding Officer's table. 
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The Secretary resumed the reading of the communication. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is nonecessity for reading the communi- 
cation. I ask that it be printed and laid upon the table. 

The communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 19th ultimo, certain information 
as to whether or not during the past four years officers of the Navy 
attached to the ships Richmond and Constellation stationed at New- 
port, R.1., and drawing pay, etc., have been furnished and assigned 
quarters on shore, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LISLE. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, notice was given a day or two 
since that to-day I should call up certain resolutions of the House 
of Representatives in respect to the Hon. Marcus C. Lisle. I now 
ask to have those resolutions read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
Marcus C, Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of thedeceased the business 
of the House be now suspended, that his associates may be able to pay proper 
tribute to his high character and distinguished service. 

Resolwed, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall at the con- 
clusion ot these ceremonies adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to offer the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. » 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announcement 
s the an of Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representative from the State of 

entucky. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That the sympathies of the members of the Senate be tendered to the 
family of Mr. Lisle in this bereavement, and that the Secretary of the Senate 
transmit to them a copy of these resolutions. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, Hon. Marcus Claiborne Lisle, 
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Kentucky, was born in the year 1862. He was born in the midst 
of the civil war, and he grew from childhood into manhood dur- 
ing that period of time in which old things were giving way to 
the new. He ripened into manhood well rounded, aman capable 
and anxious to take his part in the dutiesof life. Educated first 
at the common schools and then at the enn os Kentucky, 
he graduated in the law department of Columbia University, and 
in 1887 commenced the practice of thelaw. He never lived in any 
other county than that in which he was born. 

In 1890 he was made the county judge of that county, and in 
1892 he was elected a member of the other branch of Congress. 
He was a success as a lawyer, and his short career as judge was 
characterized by ability and that high sense of justice which com- 
mended him in a very eminent de to the consideration of his 
people. Almost a stranger to the district in which he lived, be- 
cause it was made up in the main of the mountain portion of Ken- 
tucky, he was taken up and elected to Congress by a most flatter- 
ing majority. He came here full of hope and expectation, but 
disease took its hold upon him, and his expectations of usefulness 
were a because almost within a year after his service 
commenced he had passed to the other side. 

His health was such that he could not take an active part in 
legislation, but the zeal, the ardor, and the fidelity he displayed 
gave evidence of the fact that under happier circumstances he 
would have woe 1 ~~ — in — od ee ae ted . 
him by his people. He to his duties e very , an 
died ost in seat in the Hall of the other House. 

Mr. Lisle was an upright, honest, and courageousman. He had 
the confidence, esteem, and affection of the ple among whom 
he lived, and although cut short in early ood he has left be- 
hind him a aon ee will linger with those people so long 
as this generation last. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President— 

Weary and worn and white with boaty has 
“Time is the warp of life,” he said. 
“Oh, tell the young, the fair, the gay, to weave it well.” 

Such was the reflection of one who wrote more than a —— 
ago. But how different in len how unequal in a 
this of life, thus allotted by Providence to the chil of 
men! To some it is but a fleeting moment; to others it marks the 
passing of an hundred years. In some cases the life and death of 
the infant are separated by but a single breath, while in others 
the span between the two is often marked by a busy, a fruitful, 
a useful life of fourscore years and more. But these extremes 
by no means measure fitly the a duration or strength of 
this warp of human life. Almost as nt are these as are the 
number of the children of the human family. 

That all must die sooner or later is a fact beyond successful 
disputation. Just when each must die is a question no human in- 


telligence can answer. This great problem is one wisely reserved 
for solution to Him alone by whose generosity we were permitted 
to be born, and by whose sufferance we are permitted tolive. At 
most, however, life is a most unsubstantial thing. The very fact 
of the absolute uncertainty of its tenure is conclusive as to this. 

The peopled cemeteries of departed centuries, where lie the 
speechless generations of the dead, remind us we are but tran- 
sients upon the stage of life and that very soon we, too, must give 
place to the unborn generations and take up our abode also in the 
gloomy chambers of the silent city. To-day we may with the liv- 
ing few seek the acclaim of men; to-morrow our names may be 
enrolled on the roster of that mightiest in number of all armies— 
that of the dead of all past ages. 

Too infrequent, perhaps, are these thoughts pressed upon us. 
Absorbed as we are with duties, public and private, we are not 
prone to consider questions other than those which relate to the 
present, and which concern only our temporal welfare. But oc- 
casionally, yes, frequently, our attention is arrested, a halt is 
called, as it has been in the case under consideration, by the great 
Director of the universe. 

A yo man and chosen Representative of the people of a great 
State, in the very morning of his existence as such Representative, 
with what seemed to be a bright and beckoning future, full of 

romise, full of reward, before him, is suddenly stricken down. 
e bell has been rung, the curtain lowered, and the light of a 
life full of hope, full of promise, has suddenly been extinguished. 
And we, as his associates, gather about his tomb, speak words 
of condolence to those whom he loved and those who loved him, 
and place upon his bier the benediction of the hearts of his late 
representative associates. 

e are glad, however, in this testimonial to record the fact 
that Marcus C. Lisle has left behind him a record of personal 
integrity, of individual worth, of which his late constituents, as 
wellalso as his countrymen at large, may well be proud. He has 
left a stainless character, a reputation without a scar. This in- 
deed is to him, as it is to anyone, an enduring monument of great 
worth. But snegary this is all so, it was destined that he should 
fall in the prime of life; yes, even— 

Like as the damask rose you see; 

Like as the blossom on the tree; 

Like as the leafy flower of May; 

Like as the morning of the day; 

Like as the sun; like as the shade; 

Like as the gourd which Jonah had— 
Even such is man, whose thread is spun, 
Drawn out and cut, and so "tis done. 
Withers the rose; the blossom blasts; 
The flower fades; the morning wastes; 
The sun is set; the shadows fly; 

The gourd’s consumed, and mortals die. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, in the midst of the bustling 
lives that we lead it may not be amiss that from time to time a 
halt is called, coming, as it does in this case, from the hand of 
Omnipotence, to remind us that in a comparatively short time 
those of us who to-day are charged with public duties will have 
rendered to us or to our memories the friendly service that we 
tender now to one who was almost unknown in the council cham- 
bers of his omen: 

It is hard ind to do justice to an occasion such as this. A 
young man, as you have been told by my colleague, born and 
ama in the center of the most cultivated, polished, intelligent 
communities within the limits of my State, from his earliest boy- 
hood he was never known to cherish but one political ambition, 
and that an honorable one, to be a member of the Federal coun- 
cils of his country, and was cut off ere he had but barely passed 
the age of 30, having already entitled himself to the confidence of 
his people by the devotion he had shown and the ability he had 
displayed, whether as editor conducting an influential and potent 
journal in that section of Kentucky, or whether upon the bench 
discharging judicial duties with such impartial hand and with 
such ability and fidelity as to commend him to still further ad- 
vancement at the hands of his people. 

At last the chance came to him, young as he was, to reach up 
and pluck the object of his long-cherished ambition. In that dis- 
trict which had been famed for a hundred years by reason of the 
ability of those men whom it had commissioned to the Congress 
of this coun — but little past 30 years of age, he was nom- 
inated, sel a host of able and brilliant men, and sent to 
the other House of the Federal Con, , freighted with the hopes 
and the ambitions of his people. o will undertake to paint the 
warm and glowing pictures that dwelt before his mind when he 
contemplated the approach of the 4th of March, 1893, when, amidst 
the booming of cannon and the waving of flags and the shouts of 
assembled thousands, his party was to be reinstalledin power and 
he to ore upon the discharge of his duties as a la er of this 
coun 


And yet, Mr. President, that 4th of March to which he had 
looked forward with such yearning was the black-letter day in 
his young life, for it was ne that day that the pathetic portion 

hile the inaugural ceremonies were 


of his story is to be told. 









going on in this city, in the very hour in his career that promised 
so much of usefulness to his country and of satisfaction to his 
friends, the lovable, the — the worshiped wife was snatched 
from him and died upon that fatal day. 

He followed quickly to join her upon the other side. The t 
and the pomp had lost their attractions forhim. Nomore allure- 
ments of ambition could hold him to his moorings, battling as 
steadfastly and heroically as he had inst the invidious disease 
that fastened upon his vitals. Though his courage survived, his 
love of life seemed to have faded out, and dread disease with steady 
and rapid progress moved on to the opening grave. 

What he might have accomplished it is not for us to say. We 
can only claim on his behalf that, short as his life was, into the 
few years that were given him to live he had crowded more of 
success and of achievement than usually falls to the lot of even 
gifted men. 

We can not follow him further than the grave, where loving 
hands consigned his mortal remains upon the 9th day of last July. 
Human vision is not permitted to look beyond its narrow and 
darkened confines; but, recalling the splendid virtues that illus- 
trated his life, remembering the generous and unselfish attributes 
that characterized his every act, not failing to remember that that 
life in all of its ambitions and aspirations had been devoted to the 
betterment of his kind, we can safely rest with abiding faith in 
the conviction that beyond that veil and in that other and un- 
known world, under the oa of the eternal justice that 
rules within the kingdom of the Almighty, his soul freed stood 
fearless amidst the scenes of its creation, ready and prepared to 
receive the judgment to be pronounced by the lips of its God. 
Believing as we do, as a Christian people, that immutable and 
eternal justice constitutes the rule in that domain, his friends, his 
people rest assured that no harm has come to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
home of the resolutions submitted by the junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WRIGHT. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions from 
the House of Representatives on the death of my late colleague, 
Hon. Myron B. Wright, be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives, and they were read, as fol- 
lows: 

IN THE Houses OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 9, 1895. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. Myron B. Wright, late a Representative from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness be now suspended, that his associates may be able to pay proper tribute 
to his high character and distingui services. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall, at the close 
of these ceremonies, stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr.CAMERON. Mr. President, Isubmit the resclutions which 
I send to the desk, and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Myron B. Wright, late a Representative from the 
’ Fifteenth district of the State of Pennsylvania. 


Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, eleven times since the as- 
sembling of the Fifty-third Congress has death entered the other 
body of the National Legislature, and four times this Senate. 
Four honored sons of my State, Representatives Mutchler, Lilly, 
O'Neill, and Wright, have been amongst those summoned to ren- 
der final account. 

It is with feelings of sadness that I am called upon to ask the 
Senate to again suspend its business in these closing days of its 
session to pay fitting tribute to the memory of my late colleague, 
Hon. Myron B. Wright, of Susquehanna, Pa.,late Representative 
from the Fifteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, who 
died at Trenton, Ontario, Tuesday, November 13, 1894, at 9.45 in 
the morning, in the forty-seventh year of his age. For some time 
previous to his death he had been troubled with throat disease, 
and after the adjournment of the last session of Congress, accom- 
panied by his family, he went to Canada, where he had a cottage 
among the Thousand Islands of the St. Lawrence, to seek that 
rest and quiet which he needed so much after undergoing the 
laborious work which that long session entailed upon him. He, 
however, contracted a severe cold, which greatly aggravated his 
throat trouble. This was followed by typhoid pneumonia, which 
culminated in his death. While it had been known that he was 
very ill, it was reported that he was out of danger and steadil 
convalescing, and the sudden and sad announcement of his dea 
was a great shock to his many friends and admirers, not only in 


XX VII——188 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








his district but throughout the entire State, and it cast a gloom 
over the entire community in which he had lived. 

Myron B. Wright was born on the 12th day of June, 1847, at 
Forest Lake, Susquehanna County, Pa. He received his educa- 
tion at the public schools of his county and at Montrose Academy. 
He taught school in the town of Jessup in the winter of 1865-66. 
In the spring of 1866 he moved to Susquehanna, where he ob- 
tained a clerkship in the First National Bank, of which his uncle, 
Mr. George A. Guernsey, was founder and cashier. He was 
elected assistant cashier of this bank in 1867, and in 1869, upon 
the retirement of his uncle, he was elected cashier, which position 
he held until his death. 

Mr. Wright was successful in all his undertakings and by his 
untiring energy and financial business tact he succeeded in putting 
the bank on a solid foundation, making it one of the stanchest 
financial institutions in northern Pennsylvania. He was also 
largely interested in the manufacture of wood alcohol and acids, 
and was prominently identified with many other enterprises in 
his county, from which he amassed a comfortable fortune. 

efore Mr. Wright was elected to Congress he had never held 
public office except that of school director. 

The Fifteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, commonly 
known as the old Wilmot district and lately represented by Mr. 
Wright, is composed of the four counties of Bradford, Susque- 
hanna, Wayne, and Wyoming, containing a population of 174,375. 

In 1886, being the nominee of the Republican party of his dis- 
trict to represent them in the Fifty-first Congress, he was elected 
by a handsome majority, running many hundred votes ahead of 
his ticket. He was successively elected by large majorities to the 
Fifty-second Congress, the Fifty-third Congress, and to the next, 
the Fifty-fourth Congress. His last election, to the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, a few days before his death, and while away from home, 
attests his popularity among his constituents and the esteem in 
which he was held. Theincreased majority which he received in 
his last election over that of 1892 was a deserving compliment. and 
it indorsed emphatically his splendid record in the National House 
of Representatives. For instance, in 1892 he received 4,586 votes, 
and in 1894, 8,171 votes, a gain of 3,585 votes in two years. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, which was Republican, Mr. Wright 
served on the important Committees on Banking and Currency 
and Public Lands; in the Fifty-second Congress, which was Dem- 
ocratic, he served on the Committees on Ventilation and Acoustics 
and Immigration and Naturalization, and in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, which was also Democratic, on the Committees on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and Militia. 

Mr. Wright possessed many noble traits of character—open- 
hearted, courteous, and generous to a fault, and kindly, cordial, 
and extremely obliging to everyone. All requests from his con- 
stituents, no matter how trivial or insignificant, received prompt 
and cheerful attention. Said one who knew him weil: “ One of 
the strongest characteristics of Myron B. Wright was his friend- 
ship. When he did you a favor it was with so much grace that 
it almost seemed that you had conferred a favor upon him 1n per- 
mitting him to do it.” 

He was indefatigable and energetic as a true representative of 
the interests of not only his immediate constituents but those of 
the whole State, and unselfishly displayed more zeal in their be- 
half than he did for his own private interests. Especially were 
the old veterans of his district devotedly attached to him by rea- 
son of his unfailing, persevering, and untiring services in their 
behalf. It was his proud title to be known as the ‘soldiers’ 
friend.” He was a hard-working and persistent man. I remem- 
ber personally instances where he had, at different times, on his 
motion, passed through the House of Representatives bills for the 
relief of certain soldierconstituents: They were hardly engrossed 
in the other body when he came to my seat in the Senate and re- 
quested me to use my very best efforts to have prompt and speedy 
action taken upon them in this body, and, although some months 
intervened before they were reported from the committee to which 
they had been referred, seldom did he allow a day to pass in the 
interval without either seeing me personally or writing me a let- 
ter urging action on those bills. 

Mr. Wright was in the prime of manhood when he was called 
hence. WhenI had the pleasure of seeing him at the adjourn- 
ment of the last session of Congress he seemed to be in robust 
health, and had, as far as human eye could judge, many long and 
useful years before him. The old proverb that ‘‘ misfortunes 
never come singly” proved to be too true in this particular in- 
stance. The family of Mr. Wright, it is sadtorelate, were doubly 
afflicted at the time of his death. While Mr. Wright was lying 
upon his sick bed in Canada with typhoid fever, with hardly a 
hope of recovery, his eldest son, Albert H. Wright, a bright and 
te ising young man of 18 years, was also stricken with the same 

i and survived his father only one day. Such a sad scene 
had never before been witnessed in Susquehanna County as when 
both father and son were buried together side by side. 

Mr. President, I can not conclude these remarks more fittingly 
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than by quoting the following well-deserved eulogium upon my 
late colleague, which appeared in the editorial columns of the 
Hallstead Herald, of Susquehanna County, written by a personal 
friend of Mr. Wright, who had a high regard for him, and which 
I am sure echoes the sentiments of the heart of every man, 
woman, and child in the old Wilmot district: ‘ 


He is no more; his chair is vacant; his brain is still; his voice is hushed. 
How strange and weird those words applied tohim! As the sunsank behind 
the hills he loved so well, the warm rays lighted the pitiful scene of final 
pestins- The mysterious grave is about to close; the mantle drawn forever. 

he human cries out: “O Death, where is thy pity?” Death, thy les- 
sons seem stern and cruel. Vain hope; reason will not explain; the veil can 
not be drawn. The end has come, and bowed in sorrow we cast a simple 
flower, a tear upon his casket ere it is hidden from our sight forever. e 
kneel beside his grave and thereon gently place the chaplet. Across the 
headstone a gariand lay. Never did we feel like feebleness in attempting to 
give full justice to a life and character. If but for a moment to possess a 
soul of superior thought, that we might choose sublimest words in language, 
might command fulsome praise of the eloquent; in another's thought, that 
we might dip our pen in sunshine and write in words of living light that all 
the world could read. The task is beyond us. 3 

As well we might attempt to chisel the rarest grace in form or paint the 
gem in the picture world: and yet. how little avails all plaudits and words 
of praise when he in truth is gone. His death is deplored as a personal be- 
reavement,a state of national affliction. In the grand panorama of existence, 
on the great s of life, none acted better bis part or left greater impress 
of life wherever known. : 

Hero worship is thought by some to be a glaring fault. To see the grand 
intellect grasping at questions of state and social problems, ata glance to 
solve the mystery of complicated financial knots, and thus while stupidity 
stands mute and stalks the earth—who would not be a hero worshiper? Ig- 
norance alone will fail to worship such God-given gifts in the mind of man. 
Myron B. hie 5 ssessed those elements ch made him tower above his 
fellow-men. ife, from the cradle to the grave, is marked by genius. 
Prom a boy in a few years he rose to be a millionaire, while tens of 
thousands in the same connie sat like monuments of pity and mourned their 
bitter lot. Yea, a — among men has been cut off in the morning of his 
life. All the brigh. jewels that make man great in theeyes of his fellow-men 
flashed in the crown of his character. To meet him was to be hisfriend. To 
know him well was to love him much. Generosity, frankness, and friendship 
were the predominating graces of his character. His acts of kindness and 
charity will be the theme of old and young for years tocome. His generous 
heart and e te mment is the gossip of our national capital. No 
man can st up to-day and say in truth that Myron Wright deceived 
him. To his fra ess and candor all can testify. He despised a 
and fawning, but admired manly expressions of conviction, were they for or 
against him. 

His strong friendship was proverbial, as fixed as the sun. as certain as day 
and night. He clung to his mds and they were drawn to him in an unusual 
degree. Before us lies the last letter we received from him, but a short time 
before his death. The final sentence speaks his heart: ‘ Believe me, I depend 
upon your friendship and that of every other friend I have more and more 
as the years by, and friendship to my mind means something more 
than the work it means loyality, kindness, constancy, and liberal good feel- 
ing, and a thousand other vite es combined te make it perfect.” The 

ractice of his life lies in that thought. The soul of honor; a man whom 

he people loved to honor. To the stricken wife and son we would that 
we could bear some pearl of thought, some tender word of solace to ease 
the anguish of a moment. But no! words count for naught in times like 
these: there is but One who can give comfort. To the brother, whom 
the deceased loved so well that ey times we have seen tears start to 
his eyes while he spoke in praise of his virtues as he saw them—to him 
our hearts out, for now he bearsitall. This county never witnessed such 
a scene—father and son side by side, shining marks for death almost the same 
day. Strange are God's plans tous! An hundred times in life we have seen 
that father and son arm in arm, companions in thought, in study, in business, 
and on the field of sport. : 

We stood in the crowded church and heard the good divine preach. We 
saw many beautiful flowers and heard heavenly song, and strong men stand- 
ing bowed in tears, and then there came a burst of sunshine through the 
stained windows that cast fitful and weird shadows across the church. And 
in front of the altar were father and son, companions still, even to the end. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Fifty-third Congress is now 
drawing toan end. Ina few more days its record will have been 
made up and it will have passed away as a tale that is told. 
Amidst its closing hours the Senate has paused from the press of 
its labors to take official notice of the death of Myron B. Wright, 
a Representativeof the Stateof Pennsylvania, who died at Trenton, 
in Canada, on the 13th day of November, 1894, in the forty-eighth 
year of his age. 

The event which commands silence in this Hall and bows every 
head is not a rare one in its nature. It has been all too frequent 
during the which is about to end, and all too frequent 
in its visits to good people of our sister State of Pennsylvania. 
Eleven of the Representatives and four of the Senators who as- 
sembled here when this Congress began have passed beyond this 
theater of contention and beyond the voices of praise or blame. 

The Representative to whom we pay this last parting tribute of 
our respect wasin the prime of his hfe and of his usefulness, and if 
ee ee le and by the voice of 
those colleagues and associates who were his most intimate cola- 
borers, he earned the tribute of having been a faithful represent- 
ative of the people whose agent he was. 

We read and we hear of men who pass long lives in the accumnu- 
lation of riches, and who spend their last years in building some 
— mausoleum of marble in order to preserve their dust from 

dissolution of time. I envy them not. Better the humble 
en re ee ee 

won from the testimony of those around him: “ Here lies one 
who accepted a public trust and was faithful to it.” 

Mr. President, the people of this country know the political opin- 
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ions of their public servants. They take up the ConGRESSIONAL 
RECORD in order to ascertain something of the nature and extent 
of their public services as their agents. But while that REcorp 
may be a true indicator of what the Congress has done, itis in 
very imperfect measure a mirror of what its members did toward 
the accomplishment of that result which affects the whole people. 
Some imagine that those who have filled those pages with the 
longest and most frequent speeches have been the mostimportant 
factors in obtaining the results that followed them. 

There could not be a greater mistake. Washington and Jeffer- 
son were members of deliberative bodies. Yet if we were to 
judge by speaking they would long since have been forgotten by 
mankind. The RKrecorp of Congress, like the dial of the watch, 
may indicate the time of day, but it discloses nothing of the seeret 
and delicate workings of the machinery which have enabled the 
hands so to indicate. 

The dead Representative whom we mourn and to whom we pay 
tribute to-night was not of those who, if we were to look at the 
RECORD, were most conspicuous or loudest in their demonstra- 
tions. He seemed to have conceived the idea when he came here 
that to work for the interests of his people was the highest duty 
and calling of a Representative, and he spent the days and years 
of his service in fulfilling that ideal. In the conferences of the 
committee room, in the long night sessions, in the deliberations 
and studies over public questions, in the refining of judgments, in 
the power of self-repression, in the training of one’s self not to 
give way to seliish and sectional interests—in these things are 
summed up the character of that Representative whose death 
caused regret among his colleagues and to his country a loss which 
can. be ill supplied. 

Mr. Myron B. Wright, of Pennsylvania, was a business man. 
He dedicated his life to practical affairs. He was the cashier of a 
bank, never suspected of anydelinqnency. He wasamanufacturer 
who succeeded in his business. He had the honorable and high 
ambition—and I wish it were one more indulged in by those who 
are successful in busimess and in great affairs—to serve his coun- 
trymen in Congress. They appreciated the sturdy and excellent 
abilities which he displayed at home. They sent him here; they 
reelected him; they broke the record of their own district and 
section to reelect him a second time; and he died in their service 
with his harness on. 

Death, Mr. President, is an inconvenient guest. It has no her- 
ald toride before it and annownce its coming: it needs no footman 
or groom to wait upon its footsteps; it strides through the dark- 
ness in the majesty of its loneliness and of its own imperious 
power, and only announces its presence by its effect. Whether 
the hand lifted in labor falls or whether the idler, loafing upon the 
sunny side of life, is stricken, when it comes all must bow to it 
and respect it and wait upon it. So ithas come and has stricken 
down this strong man in the midst of his useful career. 

We may say of him that he has those virtues which make a people 
great. He was industrious; he had a purpose in life which ho 
set out to accomplish and from which he was never diverted. He 
was hospitable, and rejoiced in the possession of an ample home 
where he might entertain those who were his neighbors and 
friends. He was generous and kind, and appreciated the oppor- 
tunity toshowit. Heisdead. I[tisdifficult to fill the place ofsuch 
aman; and we pay him the best tribute to one departed from our 
sight when we say that we regret that he has gone and that a 
faithful representative of the people who trusted him is no more. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, within fifty hours from this 
time the Fifty-third Congress will have passed into history. Dur- 
ing the two years of its lite no fewer than 15 of its members have 
i away. There went from this Chamber Mr. Stanford of 

ifornia, Mr. Colquitt of Georgia, Mr. Vance of North Caro- 
lina, and Mr. Stockbridge of Michigan. From the House of Rep- 
resentatives, J. L. Chipman of Michigan; William Mutchler, 
Charles O’ Neill, and William Lilly, of Pennsylvania; G. W. Houk 
of Ohio, William H. Enochs of Ohio, R. F. Bratton of Maryland, 
M. C. Lisle of Kentucky, G. B. Shaw of Wisconsin, Myron B. 
Wright of Pennsylvania, and Philip S. Post of Minois all passed 
to the other side. 

These facts, Mr. President, remind us not only of the uncer- 
tainty of human life and the certainty of the death of men and 
of women, but that death comes alike to all classes of men. The 
most distinguished honors which could be conferred upon many 
citizens, according to their own estimation of honors, is to serve 
their country in Hail of the House of Representatives; others 
prefer this body, which moves somewhat slower, perhaps at times 
with somewhat more dignity and decorum, and that is the measure 
of their ambition. But we find that the greatest as well as the 
ae amongst us are liable to this summons, and always when 

The lesson this teaches us, as it seems to me, is the importance 
of a clean life on the part of every public man, to live before his 
fellow-men just as he would live before his own family, te dis- 
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charge the trusts: which. the people impose upon him the same as 
he would discharge obligations from: his own. wife, his mother,.or 
his child. Here men move ima wider sphere than in their own 
homes; they are moving in the presence of the public, in the pres- 
enee of a critical world, and upon them. are centered the eyes of 
the little people. 

What a grand achievement it is-in a man’s life to have fathers 
and mothers: point to: him as- a. model that their children may 
safely follow, the life of a public man so clean that a mother can 
peint to him and. say to her bey, ‘“‘ Look at that man, follow him; 
observe the cleanliness of his-life, the uprightness of his purposes, 
the height of his aims, the breadth of his views, the ambition of 
his nature to be useful—he is the man whose example you may 
safely follow.” The father takes. his boy to a public meeting, 
where thousands of men are gathered together to do honor to a 

ublic man or to hear his utterances from the public platform. 
Bow encouraging it is whem he can say to his boy, ‘‘ Follow the 
reeord of that man.” 

Im the case of Mr. Wright, whose virtues we are commemorat- 
ing here this evening, I was among those who attended his funeral 
services. His home was-upen the banks of the beautiful Susque- 
hanna, in the midst of that grand and picturesqne scenery of old 
Pennsylvania. It happened that his-boy, his firstborn, and him- 
self lay, not side by side, but one just beyond the other, in coffins 
in the same room at the same time. I found in the small tewn— 
small compared with Washington or with New York or with Chi- 
cago—where his. family resided this man was beloved by not only 
the elder persons in the community, the fathers and the mothers 
andi the brethers-and the sisters, but by the boys and the girls, the 
children, the sweet ones, the jewels of the home, numbering per- 
haps-in all 15,000: to 20,000. 

This man, it was stated then, as is said here to-night, was a 
successful man: in. business Mr. President, he was successful in 
a@ ligher sense and: in a better sense than in business, for, while 
it requires-a high order of talent to rise and to continue rising in 
the world of affairs, yet there isa grander success even than that; 
it is to win and retain the respect of your fellow-men. Here was 
a multitude of people which had come to pay honor to this man’s 


memory, and it was not because he was a successful man in busi- 


ness; that was not the reason of this multitude of worshipers; 
but it was beeause he had been kind to the peor, because he re- 
membered the needy. He visited the widow and the fatherless 
children, and wherever this. man’s footprints were traced it was 
found that they led te the houses of the poor and the dwellings 
of the common people. 

Tt was front them the praises came; and, Mr. President, that is 
a broad field of usefulness. The highest ambition of mortal man 
is to be useful among his fellow-men. The heart that warms the 
hovels of ‘the poor and cheers and comforts the common. people 
is the heart that lives and grows during all the coming ages. 

That leads me to the afterthought net only of the immortality 
of good deeds, but of the immortality of a life that is capable of 
performing good deeds. What a cold, cheerless wilderness of life 
it would be, Mr. President, if there were no hope beyond this, 
if there were no gleamings of the future life coming to us as the 
years come and go. Tell me that such characters are to be cut 
eff in the midst of their usefuiness, and nothing that they have 
done shall live after them! If the soul that is capable of these 
great deeds-is to be cut off from all further human associations 
and to pass into air, as the elements of the body pass into the 
earth, life would not be worth living. But itis because of the 
suecess that attends the steps of men and women as they move 
onward toward the beautiful future which adds courage and 
stimulus to life, and though we slip at. times, though we fail oc- 
casionally, yet the hope that is beyond is a constant reward and 
an inspiration. 


More tham that, Mr. President, those of our own families who 
have gone before us—what a cheerless and dreary wilderness of | 


life it would. be when our little ones are-taken away from us, had 
we no hope beyond this. life! 
Mr. President. it was not my good fortune to be personally ac- 
nainted with Mr. Wright. I speak of him asa Pennsylvanian; 
speak of him as a@ man, as. a father, as @ son, as a citizen, as a 
benefactor. I haveheard nothing but good of him. Quoting from 
one of the newspapers in his neighborhood the day after his death: 


A more generous or noble-hearted man never lived— 


Says his friend and companion, the editor of this paper— 
nora more just, faithful, honorable one. Every trust confided to him was 
performed with conscientious-fidelity. Those who knew him best loved him 
most. In his friendships he was true as steel, steadfast, and unfailing in 
every cme ncy. He wasnever known to make a promise that he did not 
sacredly eem, no pledge that he did not manfully fulfill. 


Another friend wrote of him: 


He was the seul of erosity, and no good: cause ever appealed to him in 
vain for aid,and hundreds of the recipients of his big-heartedness will forever 
cherish his memory. Wealth and success in life never turned his head, and 
he was always the sameapproachable, genial, com ionable gentieman, best 
liked where he was the best known, and respected and honored by all. 
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What a. cnlons tint is upon a man’s character! He had accu- 
mulated. a vast fortune, and yet the children of the poor esteemed 
him;,.all classes of the community honored him. May it be so 
with us all, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mir. CamrERON]. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 


MEMDRIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE POST. 


Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in relation to the death of my late colleague in that 
bedy, General Post, be now laid before the Senate. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which wiil be 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House have heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Philip Sidney Post, a. Representative from. the State of Illinois: 

Resolved, That. asa mark of respect to the memory of the deeeased the 
business of the House be now suspended that his associates may be able to 
pay tribute to his high character and distinguished services. 

Resolwed, That as an additional mari of respect the House shall, at the con- 
clusion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions offered by the 
Senator from Llinois will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sorrow the announcement 
of the death of Hon. Philip Sidney Post. late a Representative in Congress 
from the Tenth distriet of the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the State of Dlinois has fur- 
nished. to the Congres’ of the United States a large number of its 
most. able and eminent members, and upon the roll of distin- 
guished statesmen and soldiers of this country the names of those 
furnished by Ilinois present a record of great brilliancy. Among 
all these patriotic names that of Philip Sidney Post will ever stand 
honored and revered by our people. That peculiar quality and at- 
tribute of the true American citizen by which he is enabled when 
duty calls to. step promptly from the walks of peaceful, quiet, civil 
life into the very niidst of the battle and the fray, and there take 
his place as an intelligent, patriotic, faithful soldier of his country, 
was preeminently manifest in the career of Gen. Philip Sidney 
Post. 

In an instant, as it were, the whole tenor and character of his 
life was changed by the call to arms in the proclamation of Presi- 
dent Lincoln in 18%1. The echo of the guns which fired upon 
Sumter had not ceased when that call to arms was issued. Over 
a great portion of this country the news that an attack had been 
made upon the flag was read at the same time that the President's 
call for 75,000 men was made public. In a moment, almost, hun- 
dreds-of thousands of men sprang from the silent, quiet, and steady 











pursuits of ordinary life into the very midst of cruel, relentless 

war. The best warriors of the world were they. No military 

education had trained them to the ways of war, but they were 
TY 


transformed in a day into a vast army having but one thought and 
one inspiration. 

Of these and foremost among them was Philip S. Post. He was 
an ideal volunteer soldier. Logan’s description of the volunteer 
soldier of the United States was as thoroughly fitted to General 
Post as to almost any man of the war period. 

Over the whole great field of the West and Southwest his serv 
ices were required. Badly wounded at Pea Ridge in 1862, he sti 
continued, upon recovery, to follow the fortunes of the Army, an: 
at Nashville, in 1864, he was again seriously wounded by a grape 
shot. His military career included in its scope ail the States from 
Missouri and Tennessee to the Mexican border. 

When the painter or the sculptor shall perpetuate his image 
upon the canvas or in bronze, his gallant form and manly bear- 
ing will be recognized as the typeof the gallant American soldier. 

In the city of Alexandria yonder the friends and mourners of 
the Confederate dead of that city have erected a statue in bronze 
representing the Confederate soldier. The statue stands om a ped- 
estal upom which is inscribed the names of the particular soldiers 


1 


in whose honor and memory it was erected. I do not know the 


7 


(| or i 


story of the statue, nor the idea and special theme of the artist, 
but I do know that nowhere have I ever seen an image so express- 
ive or a stery so eloquent as that simple figure tells to those who 
look upen it. It mutely stands in sadness, with musket at rest, 
the vigorous, manly head slightly bowed, as in sorrow over the 
death. of loved comrades, and the frank, open face tinged with a 
shade of doubt for the future of his cause. More than once have 
I visited this statue,simply to observe what a volume of: history 
it tells and what wondrous memories the work of a true artist 
can invoke, 
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When the time comes for the inspired sculptor to depict the 
ideal soldier of the United States in bronze or marble, and to fix 


the soldier of the Union in composite fi , believe that he will 
come near to presenting the form of Philip Sidney Post. If he 
shall succeed in reviving in the statue the Union soldier as we 
knew him in such truth as we find in the Confederate soldier’s 
— at Alexandria, he will receive the merited approval of the 
ople. 

“i Mr. President, there was another noticeable feature in the 
character and life of General Post. As he was ready to make the 
great change from citizen to soldier at the demand of duty, so 
with equal readiness did he in 1866 lay aside his uniform and as- 
sume the responsibilities of an exacting foreign consular service. 
His constant attention and devotion for twelve years to his official 
duties in a foreign land obtained for him the high approbation of 
this Government. He then again entered the domain of private 
life at his beautiful home city in Illinois, and in due time he was 
sought out 7 the people of the district in which he lived to re- 
ceive the highest honors with which they could invest him. He 
entered Congress, and from the very start of his legislative life in 
Washington he kept and maintained the highest and most cred- 
itable position, officially and personally. 

Mr. President, General Post in politics was a Republican, and 
was sturdy and earnest in defense of his views; yet he was always 
ready to listen to those who differed with him and to accord equal 
sincerity to an opponent. 

General Post became a very prominent member of the House of 
Representatives, and exerted great influence in that body in shap- 
ing the policy of the Government. 

But, Mr. President, I did not intend to refer in detail to the 
many events which occurred in the striking career of General 
Post. I preferred rather to speak of him as aman and a citizen, 
and as we knew him in the daily walks of life. He wasof us and 
with us. He was of our time and belonged to our age. He par- 
ticipated in our trials and our difficulties, and he was with us in 
our joys and our successes. His geniality and sociability made 
him friends everywhere and in all circles. He was the life of any 
gathering or society in which he mingled. He was apt and pleas- 
ant in conversation, and always ready to make manifest his friend- 
ship and sympathy for the common people. 

It was not only in his public career that he acquired his highest 
laurels. In his social and domestic life, in his associations and re- 
lations with his neighbors and with the friends who lived near his 
home, were the proofs of his adaptation to the demands and re- 
quirements of ordinary life. He was an inspirer of happiness and 
carried with him an semncentene of content which made every- 
body happy. From his early life he was always an active, ener- 
getic man, and in whatever field of duty he was placed he was 
earnest and sincere in his constant efforts to give his people the 
very best service which he could possibly render. 

But death has taken him away. The seasons come and go with 
unfailing certainty. Day follows day and the night succeeds the 
morning under the absolute and definite laws of the universe. 
Everything, every being, every material object which has life and 

owth, has its beginning and its end. It is first born, it next 

ives, and at last it dies. ath is the cessation of life. It is a 
natural and a philosophical change. It is universal to all, and 
therefore ought not to be looked upon with dread. If the Chris- 
tian theory be true, as it surely is, the passing of life is not a sad 
and tearful change. It is the fruition of the phenomenon of life. 
It is the harvest home of humanity, the season of rest. It is the 
glorious horizon of eternal peace, beyond whose shining drapery 
exists the great forever, where every soul must claim its everlast- 
ing home. 

it has been said that— 

It is not all of life to live, nor all of death to die. 

The two conditions, life and death, complete and make perfect 
the economy of human existence, just as creative power designed 
them. Divinity controls, and ordains that death shall be and is 
the complement of life. Death is the state proper to follow life. 
Before life came, what was there? And after death, what is there? 

When a child is born the thought is, ‘‘ What willhe be?” And 
when a man dies the question is, ‘‘ What has he been?” 

Philip Sidney Post was our brother, our friend. What has he 
been? God will measure him vr his own just balance for time 

past and for eternity to come. e measure him as we knew him. 

We measure him by his life, which is before us, and we cherish 
him for his humanity and kindness in life, which we knew and 
which we loved. 

The crisis which he has met and passed awaits us all. Can we 
meet it as he has done? Can we stand at the open door of an end- 
less future and cast all doubts and fears aside? Can we ennoble 
our lives by the nobility with which we lay it down at last? 

No traveler has returned to tell us of the night beyond. Nor 
ever will a m e reach us to say whether the way is drear and 
dark, or if the stars shall shine again, 


Yet, after all, why should a message come? Are we to be more 
favored than the countless millions gone long before? 
It is enough to know that God reigns. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, amongst the pleasant personal 
recollections of my public life will be the remembrance of my as- 
sociation with General Post. I made his acquaintance when he 
first came into the Fiftieth Congress. I had known of him as a 
public man for many years. As a soldier in the late war he had 
taken high rank. At the close of the war, crowned with honors 
that few young men bore, he was given service in a foreign land 
as consul to Austria-Hungary. So well did he discharge the duties 
of the position that in a short time he was advanced to that of con- 
sul-general, and in the latter capacity he served until 1879, when 
he returned to his home at Galesburg, II. 

While abroad General Post had shown signs of great ability in 
politico-econgmic affairs. He submitted from his t as consul- 
general some very valuable rezorts, and, living in Europe at the 
time when great economic = stions were exciting attention, Gen- 
eral Post became aclose student »f such questions. He was living 
in Europe when Germany changed her monetary system. He was 
living in Europe when France c.osed her mints to silver. Hewas 
living in Europe when the United States demonetized silver. As 
a student of economic science General Post could not but be at- 
tracted by such events. He became, as I have said, a thorough 
student of the philosophy of money. 

He returned to the United States a firm believer in the doc- 
trine of bimetallism and went into a region of country where 
that doctrine was not popular. The region of the State of Illi- 
nois in which General Post lived is one of the best in that great 
State. The people of that section are cultivated and intelligent. 
There are there great wealth and enterprise and a good deal of 

ride. In acommunity hostile in sentiment General Post never 

esitated to express his views on public questions, and notwith- 
standing the fact that when he was nominated for Congress I have 
no doubt that but a very small portion of his constituents were in 
accord with him, he was elected to the Fiftieth Congress, twice 
reelected, and if he had lived would have been a member of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Not only that, but when in the course of events in that State a 
change was made in the district in which he lived, such was his 
position in the community that the added counties to his district 
sent their delegates instructed for his renomination, all but two, 
as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] reminds me, newly put 
in the district. Whether the people believed with General Post 
on economic questions, they recognized his great ability and his 
integrity. 

Mr. President, General Post was a most companionable man. 
{ shall never forget the trip I made from this city to Chicago after 
our adjournment last session in company with him. I had been 
attracted to him because of his economic views, and had become 
socially very closely connected with him; and I recall the pleasant 
hours as we traveled from this city to the great city of the lakes, 
and the many subjects which he discussed with the ability that 
had brought to him the support of the intelligent constituency in 
Illinois which he represented here. 

General Post was one of the best illustrations of Americanism 
that can be produced. Born in the great State of New York, for- 
tunate in his family relations, and enabled to receive at Union Col- 
lege a classical education and a legal education at Poughkeepsie, 
in the same State, he early went to Galesburg, which at that time, 
I may say, was the intellectual center of the State of Illinois. 
From the very first he took high rank in the community in which 
he lived, a rank that he maintained to the day of his death, as 
illustrated by his nomination and election at the last election. - 

Mr. President, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] has 
said, General Post was a Republican. He wasa partisan in many 
respects; he believed in the Republican party and its doctrines; 
but he had the courage of his convictions, and whenever he found 
his party not in accord with him he had the courage not only in 
the House of Representatives to declare his belief, but upon every 
stump in Dlinois he gave forth no uncertain sound. o citizen 
of that great State which he represented doubted how he stood 
upon any public question. His honesty, his integrity, was never 
called in question. He made a record asa soldier in his youth, 
as a diplomatin middle life, and asa statesman his record is rarely 
excelled. 

Mr. President, I do not speak of General Post in a perfunctory 
way. Iam rarely heard upon occasions of this kind. I speak of 
General Post because I knew his worth. I speak of him because 
I know his death is a loss not only to his district but to the Amer- 
ican people. I wish we had more men like him in public life. I 
wish we had more men of his stamp whom we could hold up to 
the American youth and say, ‘‘Here is a man who in every de- 
partment of life in which he has been placed has fulfilled every 
duty imposed upon him in the highest possible degree.” 
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Mr. President, the State he represented so long and so — 


Congress has suffered a great loss, but the American people al 
have suffered a loss. e who believe in certain economic prin- 
ciples felt that with his death we and through us the whole people 
had suffered a loss. I believe few men have ever been in public 
life who can be held up to the American youth as better examples 
of American patriotism, of a broad statesmanship, of a thorough 
literary culture, of painstaking duty properly discharged, than 
General Post. The death of such aman is greatly to be deplored, 
and I trust that when we to-night express our grief over his death 
those who listen to us or who will read the feeble words we utter 
will feel that they are not mere perfunctory words, but a tribute 
to a deserving, loyal American citizen, now no more. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, it is my duty to bear my testi- 
mony to the valuable service, in war and peace, of my friend and 
comrade, Philip Sidney Post. I saw him first in 1861 in Missouri. 
In the earnestness of his patriotism, his troops of the Illinois regi- 
ment having gone to Missouri and formed a regiment under the 
authority of the State of Missouri, called the Ninth Missouri, he 
joined them there. Weultimately recovered him and hisregiment 
and made it the Fifty-ninth Illinois. 

I regret, Mr. President, that I have not had time to prepare a 
tribute to the memory of General Post worthy of him. I must 
depend upon my recollection of the events to which I know he 
was a party and to such facts and circumstances as will serve to 
illustrate his military and political history. 

When I first met General Post he was a young man. I was 
older than he. I learned that he was a man of eminent patriotism, 
earnestly devoted to the cause that he had espoused. I learned 
that he was devoted to his military duties. I learned that he had 
the highest and an accurate conception of the mission of the Re- 

ublic. Ihad not known him before. I met him afterwards and 
earned to appreciate his worth. 

During the war General Post, through the various grades that 
he occupied, always did his duty. Mr. President, there is no 
higher tribute to be paid to any man than that he did his duty. 
We speak of men who have distinguished themselves in public 
service, but the man who has done his duty is entitled to the high- 
est consideration. 

My knowledge of General Post lasted through several years. I 
remember distinctly on the great day at Chickamauga I heard he 
occupied a position on the extreme right of our army, and while 
I felt allthose apprehensions that may properly be attributed to 
a doubting soldier, I felt that nothing would be wanting in Post. 
He was at Crawfish Springs, on the right of our army, and I felt 
perfectly safe so far as he was concerned that he would do his 
whole duty. 

After the close of the war I knew General Post. I knew of his 
having been sent abroad in the discharge of important public 
duties, and I never doubted his ability, his fidelity, or his patriot- 
ism. I knew him during his successive elections and reelections 
as a member of Congress from the Galesburg district in our State. 
While I differed with him in — to public questions, I never 
doubted his integrity or his fidelity to his own convictions. I 
have rarely known in 7 life a man who was more distinctly de- 
voted to public duty. have rarely met a man who was more 
unselfish than General Post. I have rarely met a man who, ac- 
cording to his own conceptions of duty, discharged them more 
faithfully. 

General Post was when I first met him a remarkable specimen 
of manly strength and health and vigor. During the war he was 
wounded and no doubt his life was shortened by the wounds he 
received. Did he regard those wounds as being marks of honor 
received in the discharge of the great duties of a soldier? I have 
never known whether he welcomed them or regarded them as 
misfortunes. Mr. President, there are in military life tributes to 
men that men receive from the enemy. There are marks of dis- 
tinction that are written in terms that admit of no other descrip- 
tion than the fact that they have been received as the wounds of 
General Post were received, and would be accepted as tokens of 
honor. 

That he was a gallant soldier no one can doubt. That he wasa 
faithful patriot has never been es That he was an up- 
right, honorable man has never been disputed. He died in this 
city me a very short time,and his death seems to have been 
untimely. 

But after all I have lived long enough to know that the man 
who has discharged his duties while he lives has no reason to fear 
the termination of life. Indeed, although I had notconversed with 
General Post for oon a month, I knew better than others that 
he himself regarded his life as uncertain. I knew that he felt 
conscious that his term of life would be shortened by conditions 
that need not now be mentioned. 

I have learned and I know that that which we call death is a 
mere discharge from service. We talk about death as an enemy. 
Death is no enemy to the man who has discharged the duties of 
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life. Every means have been employed to inspire the human 
mind with terror of death. The painters so depict it. But there 
is no greater fallacy than that. 

General Post had not lived as long as many others, but he had 
faithfully discharged the duties of the life which was given to him. 
He served out his term of enlistment, and when that term expired, 
whether he was conscious of the approach of what men mistakenly 
call the great enemy, or not, I do not know; but he had served his 
term of enlistment—he had served it faithfully. 

In regard to the life to which we are passing I ask pardon for 
using a phrase that has been very much abused when I say that 
you and I, after we have served faithfully the term of our enlist- 
ment, will receive a pension from that Master who judgeth all 
things well, who has regard for our infirmities, who recognizes 
the earnestness of our purposes. That we shall receive it in that 
life to which we are tending can never be doubted. We will pass 
from the life that is to the life which is to come, as General Post 
has done. In the beautiful language of that legend which we all 
love and in which all our hopes are involved, in that condition we 
shall be received with the plaudit, ‘‘ Well done, thou good and 
faithful servant.” 

Philip Sidney Post discharged all the duties of his life, and, as 
far as we can judge, in submission to the great Master of life who 
knows all things; and we may well understand that in that state 
into which he has passed, that state which may be regarded as a 
blessed state, that state which must be regarded as a deliverance 
from this condition, the patriot, the soldier, the kind husband, the 
good father, the faithful citizen, the man who discharged all his 
social duties with fidelity, who was not wanting in anything, who 
was depended upon by those who knew him and loved him, as all 
did who knew him, we mav well understand that when such a 
man passes from the life that is to the life which is to come he 
shall be welcome. 

Mr. President, Ido not know in what language that welcome 
may be spoken. When you or I appear before the Master of Life 
I do not know in what language he will speak to the man who has 
fulfilled all these duties of life. I have faith to believe that the 
language will be, ‘‘ Welcome, thou good and faithful servant.” 
Having discharged the duties of this life, what can be expected in 
the next? 

The PRESIDING OCFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Illinois. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 


Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, I desire to call up the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives concerning the death of my late 
colleague in that House, Hon. George W. Houk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 14, 1894. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that oppor- 
tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. George W. th. uk, 
lately a Representative from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory. of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with Rote’ sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. George W. Houk, late a Representative from the 
State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, t as an additional mark of respect: the Senate, at the conclu 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 


Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, we are again called upon to mourn 
the departure of an esteemed and honored Representative in an- 
other branch of Congress. It was my sad duty on a recent date to 
announce to this Chamber the death of Hon. George W. Houk, a 
Representative from Ohio, who passed from the arena of public 
affairs with such startling suddenness that we yet feel the pain- 
ful shock of that misfortune. On this occasiun | desire to address 
the Senate on the resolution which has just been read from the 
desk, in the hope that I may add a tribute, inadequate thougi: it 
may be, to his merits, his manhood, and his worth. 

e active duties which throw into immediate association those 
who are called by their communities to represent them at Wash- 
ington teach us much of our fellow-men which may have previ- 
ously been overlooked or only faintly observed. Friendships are 
strengthened, social and political ties are made more binding, and 
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a generous appreciation of our another established by the fact that 
in public life there is an interdependence among those who are the 
servants of the people. This is especially true in the relations 
which the members of a State delegation hold to each other, and 
it is within this circle that the loss of one of the number is most 
keenly felt. ; 

George W. Houk has passed from us. It is a pleasure, Mr. 
President, to recall at this time the history of the deceased, who 
started in life with no exceptional advantages save those with 
which nature had provided him, and I will briefly recount some 
of the chief features of his career. 

George W. Houk was born September 25, 1825, in Cumberland 
County, Pa. Three years later the family moved to Dayton, Ohio, 
and thereafter that community became his permanent home. He 
was educated in the private schools and institutions of learning 
located at Dayton, and his excellence in his studies was such that 
at the early age of 18 years he himself became an instructor in the 
common schools. After a successful experience in this vocation 
he abandoned teaching for the more ambitious profession of law. 
He made the usual preparations, and was admitted to the bar in 
1847, devoting himself to the practice with great ability. 

The surroundings in this occupation naturally drew him into 

)litics, and he gathered his first experience in legislative affairs 
by being elected to the Ohio house of representatives in 1851. He 
fully met the expectations of his constituents in this capacity, and 
he was returned to the legislature for a second term. His legal 
talents had been so fully demonstrated that he was selected for 
the important position of chairman of the judiciary committee, 
a high compliment considering that he was quite a young man 
and there were many able lawyers among his older associates. 
The selection was not an unwise one, as the statutes of Ohio will 
yet show, many of the existing acts bearing evidence of his broad 
yet prudent and cautious treatment. 

Upon the expiration of his second term in a legislative capacity 
Mr ouk resumed the — ot law at Dayton, entering into a 
partnership with Hon. John A. McMahon. This union of inter- 
ests was so satisfactory that it remained unchanged for a period 
embracing two decades. 

As a lawyer and legislator the public had become acquainted 
with Mr. Houk’s marked versatility and ability, and many dis- 
tinctions came to him and unsolicited. Twice he was 
called upon to represent his Democratic brethren at national con- 
ventions, the first occasion being the Charleston-Baltimore con- 
vention in 1860, and later he was made a delegate to the conven- 
tion held in St. Louis in 1876. It has frequently been the case 
that the platforms at State Democratic conventions have been the 
result of his handiwork. On such occasions his good judgment 
and literary qualities were invariably valued and appreciated. 
His political views from the standpoint of his party were unmis- 
takably sound, and he was also gifted with a wonderful facility of 
expression, which he had acquired in the broad fields where he 
had been led by his natural literary tastes. Under such circum- 
stances his political associates cheerfully availed themselves of 
his services in the preparation of declarations of opinion and of 
future policies, a duty in the performance of which he made more 
evident the depth of his reasoning and the extent of his scholar- 


ship. 

The confidence thus bestowed upon him was the outgrowth of 
his deserved reputation for integrity and manliness. Trickery 
and duplicity were strangers to his nature, and those who had once 
surveyed the sincerity of his motives never had cause for a future 
doubt. His views in connection with political affairs were built 
on the broad and substantial basis of the public welfare, and were 
not founded in the wavering exigencies of private ambition. 

Outside of the field of politits there were many distinguished 
honors conferred upon him. As a ae speaker he was fre- 
quently designated to address his fellow-citizens on formal occa- 
sions, his learning and his fluency combining to make him a most 
pleasing and effective orator, let the event be historical, memorial, 
or Pras in 1800 that rt tof the C dis 

t was in that a reapportionment o ongressional dis- 
tricts in Ohio afforded him the opportunity to become a candidate 
for the national House of Representatives. An active campaign 
resulted in his election. Returning at a mature age to the duties 
of a legislator, which he had abandoned in early life, he again 
fulfilled the confidence placed in him by the peopleof his district, 
and in 1892 accepted a renomination unanimously tendered, fol- 
lowed by his election to the present Congress. Unhappily, the un- 
se hand of death interfered to prevent the consummation of 
this trust. 

Concerning his career in Co: it is needless for me to dwell 
at length. We are all so recently familiar with his presence here 
within this Capitol that it is here to convince ourselves that he is 
i. Brought prominently into the service of the country at 
arge, he carried with him to Washi the splendid endowment 
of education, a and versatility with which he was pos- 
sessed. Naturally these qualities could not go unappreciated 


within the body of which he was a part, and his ripe wisdom, 
combined with courteous personal manners, won for him the 
esteem which has been so eloquently voiced by his late associates 
since his death. 

In the matter of committee work, which is most often the true 
test of a legislator’s value to his country, he was painstaking, in- 
dustrious, and thorough. His reputation for clearness and pene- 
tration caused him to be placed at the first stage of his Co 
sional career upon the Committee on Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, a position where he would necessarily be called upon to 
deal with complicated and confusing questions. He was retained 
in this capacity when the same committee was su uently reor- 
ganized. During the preparations for the W orld’s Columbian Ex- 
position he was on the committee having that enterprise in charge, 
and it was in the performance of duties within this sphere that 
he demonstrated the breadth of his patriotic character by devot- 
ing his splendid talents to assuring its success. 

But there is one capacity in which he served his country that it 
gives me the most pleasure to recite. In the present Congress he 
acted as amember of the Committee on Pensions. His-naturally 
patriotic impulses went unrestrained into the work of securing to 
deserving veterans the relief which the people of this great Republic 
desire that they shall have. In the hearts of these old soldiers 
there exist silent tributes more eloquent than those that we may 
utter. His life’s history is an enduring monument that needs no 
embellishment by living hands. 

The silent clay of the deceased is insensible to eulogy or pane- 
gyric, but he has left to us the pleasant memory of his achieve- 
ments throughout an honorable and distinguished life. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock 
and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Sat- 
urday, March 2, 1895, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 1, 1895, 
ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATES. 


George H. Small, of Missouri, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at St. Louis, Mo., vice Bernard G. Farrar, term of 
service expired. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Alfred D. Hoitt, to be eel at Arlington, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick 
E. Fowle, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Frank M. Moulton, to be postmaster at Wenona, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Illinois, in the place of Howard L. Tay- 
lor, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Jonas W. Olson, to be postmaster at Galva, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois, in the place of Elmer E. Fitch, whose 
commission expired February 24, 1895. 

Charles A. Wells, to be postmaster at Coffeyville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in the place of Joseph Mc- 
lw commission expired February 28, 1895. 

Willis E. Dowell, to be postmaster at Missoula, in the county of 
Missoula and State of Montana, in the place of Henry C. Meyers, 
whose commission expires March 3, 1895. 

Luther Clarke, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Eu- 
reka and State of Nevada, in the placeof William J. Smith,whose 
commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Daniel A. Doyle, to be as at O'Neill, in the county of 
Holt and State of Nebraska, in the place of James H. Riggs, whose 
commission expired February 27, 1895. 

M. M. Huck, to be postmaster at Schuyler, in the county of 
Colfax and State of Nebraska, in the place of George H. Wells, 
whose commission expires March 3, 1895. 

Jacob H. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of C. F. Hopkins, 
removed. 

Arthur Beardsley, to be postmaster at Swarthmore, in the 
county of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1895. 

P. P. Callery, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of F. H. Arm- 
strong, whose commission expired February 24, 1895. 

Frank Feyler, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George C. Dem- 
ing, whose commission expired February 16, 1895. 

ohn B. Patterson, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank H. Button, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

J. Atwood Pyle, to be postmaster at West Grove, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Benjamin 
N. Jefferis, whose commission expired December 138, 1894. 
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WITHDRAWAL. 
Withdrawal of executive nomination of February 5, 1895. 


E. C. Prescott, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the State of 
Massachusetts. 





CONFIRMATTIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 1, 1895. 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
William L. Wilson, of West Virginia, to be Postmaster-General. 
CONSULS. 
Julio Harmony, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Corunna, Spain. 
D. B. Spagnoli, of California, to be consul of the United States 
nt Milan, Italy. 
Louis M. Buford, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Paso del Norte, Mexico. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Edmund A. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the Twenty-third district of Pennsylvania. 
ASSISTANT TREASUREP, 


Joseph H. O'Neil, of Massachusetts, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Boston, Mass. 


CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
John W. Showalter, of Miinois, to be United States circuit judge 
for the seventh judicial circuit. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Olin Wellborn, of California, to be United States district judge 
for the southern district of California. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George M. Hanson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Naval Constructor Washington L.Capps, to be a naval 
constrictor. 

Commodore William A. Kirkland, to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. Francis M. Bunce. to be a commodore. 

Commander Purnell F. Harrington, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Samuel W. Very, to be a commander. 

Lieut. John A. Rodgers, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Augustus C. Almy, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. James R. Selfridge, to be a lientenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William P. White, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. Commander Frederick W.Crocker, to be a commander. 

Lieut. Charles A. Adams, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John H. Shipley, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. William H. Everett, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John E. Craven, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. John M. Hawley, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James H. Hetherington, to bea lieutenant. 

Lieut. Commander Robert M. Berry, to be a commander. 

Lieut. Thomas H. Stevens, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John J. Knapp, ¢o be a lieutenant. 

Ensign William L. Howard, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Wiley R. M. Field, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Edwin A. Anderson, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign John M. Poyer, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Charles P. Eaton, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensgin John M. Ellicott, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Benjamin E. Thurston, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Harry George, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Frederick L. Chapin, to be a lieutenant. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Washington L. Capps, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant 
naval constructor. 

Lloyd Bankson, a citizen of Pennsylvania, and John G. Taw- 
resey, a citizen of Delaware, to be assistant naval constructors. 

Robert Stocker, a citizen of Minnesota; Frank W. Hibbs, a cit- 
izen of Minnesota; Elliott Snow, a citizen of Utah; Richmond P. 
Hobson, a citizen of Alabama, and George H. Rock, a citizen of 
Michigan, to be assistant naval constructors. 

Thomas F. Ruhm, a citizen of Tennessee, and Lawrence Spear, 
a citizen of Ohio, to be assistant naval constructors. 

Frank B. Zahm, a citizen of Pennsylvania; Horatio G. Gillmor, 
a citizen of Wisconsin; Henry G. Smith, a citizen of Ohio, and 
Richard M. Watt, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be assistant naval 
constructors. 

John D. Bueret, a citizen of Michigan; Joseph E. McDonald, a 
citizen of Dllinois, and Homer L. Ferguson, a citizen of North 
Carolina, to be assistant naval constructors. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Maj. Theodore Schwan, assistant adjutant-general, to be assist- 
ant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
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Second Lieut. Samuel John Bayard Schindel, Third Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. Rogers Finch Gardner, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant of artillery. a 

In accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 27, 1890, entitled “An act to authorize the Presi- 
dent to confer brevet rank on officers of the United States Army 
for gallant services in Indian campaigns,” I nominate the officers 
herein named for appointment by brevet, in the Army of the United 
States, to rank from February 27, 1890: 


To be lieutenant-colonel by brevet. 

Maj. Thaddeus Harlan Stanton, paymaster (now colone!, assist- 
ant paymaster-general), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians under Crazy Horse, on the Powder River, Montana, March 
17, 1876. 

Capt. Samuel Storrow Sumner, Fifth Cavairy, brevet major 
United States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Sixth Cavahry), for 
gallant service in action against Indians at Summit Springs, Colo., 
July 11, 1869. 

To be major by brevet. 

Capt. George Hall Burton, Twenty-first Infantry (now colonel, 
inspector-general), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the Lava Beds, California, January 17, 1873, and at the Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. John Morrison Hamilton, Fifth Cavalry (now major 
First Cavalry), for gallant service in action January 16, 1873, 
against Tonto Apache Indians in the foothills of the Tortilla Moun- 
tains, Arizona, in connection with gallant conduct in the closing 
campaign against those Indians. 

First Lieut. Melville Carey Wilkinson, Third Infantry, brevet 
captain, United States Army (now captain, Third Infantry), for 
gallant service in action against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, 
July 11 and 12, 1877, and at Kamiah, Idaho, July 13, 1877. 

Capt. Edward Miles Heyl, Ninth Cavalry (late colonel, inspector- 
general, since deceased), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Rio Pecos, Texas, June 7, 1869, the Salt Fork of 
the Brazos River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and at the South 
Fork of the Llano River, Texas, November 24, 1869, in which 
last-named action he was severely wounded. 


To be captain by brevet. 


First Lieut. George William Baird, Fifth Infantry (now major, 
oe for gallant service in action against Indians at Red 

iver, Texas, August 30, 1874, and at Bear Paw Mountain, Mon- 
tana, September 30, 1877, in which last-named action 
severely wounded. 

First Lieut. Edward Mortimer Hayes, Fifth Cavalry (now major, 
Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
Beaver Creek, Kansas, October 2 and 26, 1868. 

First Lieut. William Richardson Hall, assistant surgeon (now 
major, surgeon), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
attending to his professional duties under fire at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. Frederick Henry Ernst Ebstein, Twenty-first In- 
fantry (now captain, Twenty-first Infantry), for gallent service 
in action against Indians at Cottonwood Ranch, Idaho, July 4, 
1877: Camas Meadows. Idaho, August 20, 1877, and at the Uma- 
tilla Agency, Oreg., July 13, 1878. 

First Lieut. Wilber Elliott Wilder, Fourth Cavalry (now cap- 
tain, Fourth Cavairy), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians, inclusive of the rescue while under heavy fire of an enlisted 
man who was severely wounded at Horseshoe Canyon, New 
Mexico, April 23, 1882. 

To be first lieutenant by brevet. 

Second Lieut. William Curtis Forbush, Fifth Cavalry (now 
captain, Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at Beaver Creek, Kansas, October 25 and 26, 1868. 

Second Lieut. Robert Powell Page Wainwright, First Cavalry 
(now captain, First Cavalry), for gailant service in action against 
Indians at the Umatilla Agency, Oreg.. July 13, 1878. 

Second Lieut. Guy Howard, Twelfth Infantry (now captain, 
assistant quartermaster), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at Camas Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas J. Sandford, to be postmaster at Trinidad, in the county 
of Las Animas and State of Colorado. 

Mary I. Van Horne, to be postmaster at Muscatine, in the county 
of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 

J. E. Petite, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Iowa. 

Charles H. Gove, to be postmaster at Garner, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Iowa. 

Andrew H. Demarest. to be postmaster at Paterson, in the 
county of Passaic and State of New Jersey. 

John W. McNamara, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 


he was 
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Bettie S. Moore, to be postmaster at Cynthiana, in the county of 
He-vrison and State of Kentucky. ; 
Frank E. Briggs, to be |r sae at Turners Falls, in the county 


of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

John E. Blake, to be postmaster at North Easton, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

William B. Brotherton, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Arthur F. Nutting, to be postmaster at Northampton, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

G. Eugene Fisher, to be postmaster at North Attleboro, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Justin W. Clayton, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

James M. Elerick, to be ——w at Keosauqua, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa. 

John 8. Thompson, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

George W. Wales, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

E. A. Child, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of 
McLeod and State of Minnesota. 

Benjamin F. Sherman, to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 

W.C. Bremerman, to be postmaster at Boone, in the county of 
Boone and State of Iowa. 

Thomas Hunt, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of San- 
dusky and State of Ohio. 

Hamilton Eaton, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

Mary V. Proctor, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio. 

John F. Dwyer, to be postmaster at Weymouth, in the county 
of Norfolk aA State of Massachusetts. 

Robert T. Scott, to be postmaster at Forrest City, in the county 
of St. Francis and State of Arkansas. 

J. H. Hudson, to be aster at Pine Bluff, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Arkansas. 

John Earley, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of New 
Haven and State of Connecticut. 

James Deviney, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas Hickey, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Albert Dornfeld, to be postmaster at North Tonawanda, in the 
a of Niagara and State of New York. 

William W. Collins, to be ter at Whitneys Point, inthe 
— . and — = ae at Beg sielaeds aati ey 

anny oop ee postmaster a arbor,in the coun 

of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Charles Danforth, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Chester Johnson, to be postmaster at Thompsonville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

John C. Marlette, to be postmaster at Fultonville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York. 

Leroy Akins, to be postmaster at Cornwall on the Hudson, in 
the county of Orange and State of New York. 

Simeon W. A. Stevens, to be postmaster at South Gardner, in 
the county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Gilbert W. Farrington, to be postmaster at Monson, in the 
county of Hampden and State of husetts. 

David M. Aldrich, to be postmaster at Whitefield, in the county 
of Coos and State of New Hampshire. 

Henry C. Hall, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 

George H. Cotton, to be postmaster at Elmira, in the county of 
Chemung and State of New York. 

J. Walter Orr, to be — at New Decatur, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Alabama. 

Jenness D. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Orange and State of Vermont. 

Andrew W. Bingham, to be tmaster at Littleton, in the 
county of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 





REJECTIONS. 


Executive nominations rejected by the Senate March 1, 1895. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry P. Kitfie!d, of Massachusetts. to be collector of customs 
for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTER. 


Alfred D. Tinsley, to be postmaster at Sioux Falls,in the county 
of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, March 1, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
KE. B. Baasy. 
aw ournal of the proceedings of yesterday ‘was read and ap- 
proved. 
CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, on page 2935 of the REcorp, at the 
conclusion of some remarks I submitted with reference to the 
wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa, I asked unani- 
mous consent that the evidence taken before the Committee on 
Claims with reference to the loss of certain United States vessels 
should be printed as a part of my remarks in the Recorp. This 
morning I find the Recorp shows that Mr. Manon of Pennsyl- 
vania objected to that request, and as a consequence the testi- 
mony is not printed. I am informed that that is a mistake; that 
the gentleman did not object to my request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that there was no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. BUNN. Thatis correct. No objection was made to the 
request to print this testimony. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, 
what printing is authorized to be done by this request? There 
was so much confusion in this part of the Hall that it was not 
possible to hear what was said. 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday the gentleman from North 
Carolina asked unanimous consent to append to his remarks in the 
RECORD certain testimony taken by the Committee on Claims in 
relation to the loss of the United States steamer Tallapoosa and 
other United States vessels. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do I understand that tha 
consent has been given? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that consent was given 
on yesterday. 

r. BUNN. That is correct. 
The testimony referred to by Mr. BuNN is as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, December 19, 189%. 


The Committee on Claims, having under consideration House bill No. 5904 
-~ other similar bills, met at 10.50 a. m., Hon. BENJAMIN H. BUNN in the 
chair. 

The CHATRMAN. It was given out at a former meeting of the committee 
that we would consider this morning House bill No. 5904 and the other bills 
embracing the same subject-matter. Thereare five orsixsuch. We decided 
that we would give these matters full and free consideration. I have re- 
quested those who are interested to be present and discuss the matter before 
us to-day. I have also requested the Secretary of the Navy to have a repre- 
sentative present for that Department, and he has consented to have present 
Judge-Advocate-General Lumley, of the Navy, toappearfor that Department. 
I have also requested the ury Department have a representative 
here, and we have one this morning in the presence of Mr. Charles B. Morton, 
Fourth Auditor, who is the Auditor for the Navy Department. 

We will first hear a gentleman who is an attorney and who represents the 
claimants in t ill 


STATEMENT OF MR. BROOKS CASON. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: When a ship is lost 
and a man loses his clothes through no fault of his own he is only allowed 
$60, or an amount equal to one month's pay. In the case of an officer he is 
allowed a month's pay, and that simply pres him money enough to get a new 
suit. Say an officer gets $1,200 a year; that gives him $100. en he enters 
the Academy as a midshipman he is allowed $600 for clothing, and do you 
mean to say that $60 or $100 will cover the loss of a man’s uniform when he 

ts $600 for that purpose in the Academy? The apprentice boy is allowed 

for a partial outfit. Some of the men who were on board tho Kearsarge 
had been sailors from ten to fifteen years, and a number on the Despatch had 
been in the service for ten years. ey lost more than $60 worth of clothing. 
An officer on a foreign station is required to do official duties all the time. 
The English and German _navyal officers are allowed money for this, but the 
American officer is not. When an officer is on a a and gets ashore he 
ust look like he has just come out of a bandbox. enever he gives a recep- 
tion aboard_the ship he must have on new clothes. 

Mr. Cooper. What does this bill propose to dor 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to pay the officers and men of the Kearsarge the actual 
loss of personal pew suffered by them. 

Mr. Cooper, Is the amount established by evidence? 

Mr. Cason. When the Kearsarge was wrecked they were allowed enough 
by fey ee to cover everything. 

Mr. Coorer. By whom is a record of that loss kept? 

Mr. Cason. By the ship’s officials. The officers are re~.u .red to take a list 
of toe that is lost. That is on file in the Fourth Auditor's Office. 

Mr. CoorEer. Was it made before the ship went down? 

Mr. Cason. It is made every three months. A list was taken of the men’s 
clothing, and that list is filed in the Department, so that if the ship is lost in 
two months afterwards it can be easily referred to by seeing the report of 
the preceding quarter. 

Mr. K1erer. That quarterly return is always made from the ship to the 
quartermaster here? 

Mr. Cason. Yes, sir; it is made to the Paymaster-General’s Office. It in- 
cludes only the navy regulation uniform. 

The CHAIRMAN. t a clothing. 

Mr. Cason, That is clothing only. The officers are required to have citi- 
zen’s clothing also, but that is not included. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Picture frames and watches are not included? 

Mr. Cason. No, sir; only what the regulations require. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the ury Department I saw a list including a silk 
quilt, $100. That is not embraced? 

Mr. Cason. No, sir. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Picture frames, $50; sheet music, $40,etc. My question was 
whether the record would embrace those articles. 

Mr. Cason. No, sir; it would embrace only what the Department requires. 

— nae. If a man hasa watch, that is not taken down on the official 
reco 

Mr. Cason. No, sir; only what the Department requires as essential equip- 
ment. Personal effects are not taken. j 

a: CAMPBELL. Some officers have to have three or four different kinds of 
uniforms. 

Mr. Cason, They must have different uniforms. Here isa price list from 
the army and navy tailor. 7 

Mr. Cooper. Are there any insurance companies which willinsure jewelry 
one ae effects, etc., of loss by sailors in the actual naval service of the 

ni tates? 

Mr. Cason. I could not say as to that, becauseI am not informed. I know 
that officers have insured articles of that kind, but there is a very high pre- 


mium. 

The CHAIRMAN. Go on with the discussion of the merits of the case. 

Mr. Cason. An apprentice boy is allowed _ $60 for a partial outfit. If you 
take a man a going on who gets $16 a month, he is required to have a uniform, 
and is not allowed to go ore until that uniform is dfor. Inthe mean- 
time he must have extra clothing, which he draws. e is not allowed to go 
off until that is paid for. Ifa ship is lost, $60 will notrepayhim. A man who 
is on board a ship ten or fifteen years accumulates many things which the 
De ment does not require. 

r. COOPER. Were = on one of these vessels? a 

Mr. Cason. I was aboard the Neipsic, which was lost in 1889 at Samoa. I 
was an suprestice boy. That ship was lostinahurricane. There wasagreat 
amount of suffering, and you must take that into consideration. If a man 
= ep soytene, this amount would not compensate him for the scare 

e would get. 

Mr. Cooper. Have those on board the American vessels wrecked at Samoa 
ever been paid? 

Mr. Cason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK. Has there been any fixed amount allowed to officers and men 
who have been shipwrecked heretofore? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a general statute by which they are allowed a 
certain sum, and no-more. 

Mr. CLARK. How much? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixty dollars to seamen, and one month's pay to officers. 
That is on the statute book now. , 
ts Mr. Cason. It has been done by a specialact outside of the general regula- 

ons. 

Mr. CLARK (to Mr. Cason). The navy regulations require officers and men 
to have what? 

_ aaa To have uniforms. Officers are compelled to have two or three 
su i 

Mr. CLARK. How many months’ pay would it take for a captain or a lieu- 
tenant to procure an outfit of the required on board a ship? 

i — The lieutenant gets $1,200, and if he lost all his clothes he would 
get $100. 5 

Mr. CLARK. How much does it cost him to make that up? 

Mr. Cason. It is owing to whatis lost. : 

Mr. CLARK. pes e loses everything except the suit he has on, and 
su he ruins t in getting out. 

r. Cason. I don’t know how much it would be in that case. 

Mr. CLARK. How much would it cost a lieutenant? 

— RicuHarps. Lieutenant Lyman, of the Navy, is here, and we will hear 

m. 


STATEMENT OF LIEUT. CHARLES LYMAN, OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: I came here at the 
request of my friend, Mr. Ri in order that I might give the commit- 
tee some information in regard to the actual amount of clothing and sup- 
plies needed not only by the officers but by the enlisted men in the naval 
service. For that reason lhave brought a copy of the uniform regulations 
of the Navy, which I will submit to the commit It gives the full require- 
ments. I have also brought a very conservative estimate from one of the 
officers, stating these regulations as oe a the naval regulations, and 
the ordinary ys as furnished by the outfitters or tailors. I will also 
leave that for the information of the committee. 

P CLARK. Please read that, because I want to know how much it costs an 
officer. 

Lieutenant LYMAN. The lowest estimate for an officer is that of the ensign 
under the junior officer. The articles amount to $656. 


The paper was read, as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 18, 1894. 


The following is a conservative estimate of what is a necessary outfit for an 
ensign to go to sea: 
Fe CIOS COW on sos Ses bodice concen open coe nneseewtoenesio $50. 00 
1 special full-dress trousers........--.-.---------+---2- -20- eens coeee o-cee 22.00 
1 chapeat ...... ------ - -- 222 ne nen eocnwe nnn on eens cnc e ence soon nen ceceseceses 
TE GROIN a Seis on 5 on asd powsdc cnc dec cesucbensese Setecucececcuoeccocages - 
BSE RON GIN ROB iia « cin dicinoncccnsa sccesccvecenyiscccodbece 
Fs Cire Ried ddndndibiighinmuntosdccetetmenecustonestinhie 


2 caps and Covers. -.....--.--------------- +--+ ---+-+------ +--+ -22ee ee ee en eee 4 
2 PRE UNG orn ose on hneids oc cc ceapdbedcccccsces covsesucosncvevicenneseeas 
TE I os sian sg a ite Bnn nook Scie edes ewes nenwtccccnse cotaclinedoucntucinn 
18 collars and cuffs and handkerchiefs. ............-.---.-.-.-+--++------ - 
6 suits heavy underclothing- -...-......-.-.------------ +--+ +--ee--eeese--00 
SD Pe WUC os 2 cata nn nn ences 5 oe tecnanansuwiianteedosa < 
ee WF ree GIy risk 5 wo oss pew cnce cccn ond os ccducnasacswnteacenned 
Bhan nets, chants, GRE PEIOW CROET 2.2.0... 2c sck 2c dcedncccscctecndpbeicns 
POR IDEIIIEE WOTINs daiiderccnenccnccninewnc consccec divs sapccalasndjeeeiiel 
TING Ge din. wi nncccnctocndencscnncce quanssesdssuusdbadnnceiiuscennele 


nohSSaSRREESERSSECESS 
SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSsSsssss 


2 GORE POE sic nec cdinncns sb esndvcoucccccscquscccesenduneeusspnsenid 





TR oid, cil tron ends iv celts stun tba dain demon aiags 656. 00 


The about amount is absolutely ne , and in addition an officer carries 
civilian clothes of various value of from $100 to ‘ 
T. P. MAGRUDER. 


Ensign, United States Navy. 


Lieutenant LYMAN (after reading). I see that shoes are omitted, which 
cost $3 or $4 per pair. This is the amount absolutely necessary for an officer, 
and it amounts to $655, exclusive of shoes. 

Mr. CLARK. That is for the ensign? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK. How much pay does he get? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. One thousand four hundred dollars a year. 


3001 


Mr. CLARK. Those are the things required by the regulations of the Navy; 
or is it by the core whom? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. They are not caly uired by the regulations but by 
the commanding officer, and you will find by this paragraph that it is re- 
quired before the ship leaves port. The officer must have a full-dress mus- 
ter, as required by the regulations. 

Mr. CLARK. Those prices inthe paper you have read are the fixed prices 
which they have to py re them? 

Lieutenant LyMaNn. They are the minimum prices, and are conservative. 
A man might to a high-priced tailor and he would have to pay more. In 
addition to that, the custom of the service uires, outside of the regulations, 
in forsign ports « ly, that officers shall have a certain amount of what 
is known as plain clothing. It is not the custom to wear the uniform on 
shore — on special occasions. It is not the habit to do so, and renders a 
man conspicuous. The ordinary outfit can be estimated by any gentieman. 
This must be supplied by the officer going to sea, and it is imperative. It 
takes up a large portion of his first year’s Pay and if suddenly cailed upon 
he could not re them. That is precisely the situation in which the offi- 
cers and men of any ship which is wrecked find themselves. That was my 
own case in the wreck of the Kearsarge. If I were ordered away to-morrow I 
should be ob! to supply myself with this clothing. <A captain is required 
toinform the Navy Department of any officer who does not possess this outfit. 
There are only two methods of making provision for it. Either the officer 
can not supply it or must violate another regulation which prohibits an offi- 
cer going debt. 

Mr. CLARK. Is there a regulation which prohibits him from going into debt? 

Lieutenant LYMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK. What do they do to you when you go into debt? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. They call the attention of the Department to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A man can be court-martialed. 

Mr. CLARK. Do they court-martial a man for not paying his debts? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RussELL. How is an officer to get his outfit if he has no money? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. That is the question—how it can be done. We are 
sometimes in t financial distress. Weare willing but unable to provide 
it. Men are the service from year to year. I have been twenty-eight 
years in the service myself. I had accumulated many of these articles, and 
while the list may seem that they are excessive in their prices, yet this uni- 
form is made to last a great many years. 

Mr. Cooper. Please state, so that it may appear upon the records, why it 
was impossible to save on of your personal effects at the time the 
Kearsarge was lost off Roncador Reef. 

Lieutenant LYMAN. The Pe ggpeee | was wrecked upon Roncador Reef, 
which extends 7 miles in length, and the actual reef is hardly wider than this 
table is long. We had to pass through the surf to get in there. That is out- 
side, and is not in the general direction of the island itself. There is a small 
sand bar atone end about 600 yards long and 300 yards wide. The place 
where the ship was wrecked was inside, and it was just about as much as 
anybody could do to save his life in getting over this reef. To give you 
some idea of the danger attending it, I will say that of the nine boats which 
the ship possessed four were stove inin attempting to get inside the reef. 
It is not an island, but a reef where there was a small patch of shoal water. 
No boat could a pee over those rocks. There were only 6 or 8 inches 
of water, and we to send in three or four men at atime. It was impos- 
sible to save articles of clothing or anything of that kind. Besides that, we 
went on the reef at 7 o'clock at night, and there was danger that the ship 
would break up in the tremendous pounding on the rocks. 

The entire time of the next day was taken up in saving the men. We didi 
nothing that night. We were 80 miles out at sea, and in the raging storm it 
was im ble to think of saving anything except the lives of the crew and 
a certain amount of provisions. In order to get that crew ashore atter we 
got inside of the reef, they were obliged to stand in water ¢ or 5 feet deep 
until certain boats could come and pick them up and transfer them to this 
sand bar on the reef for the time being. We could not carry provisions, but 
by throwing the provisions overboard some would float inside and could be 
— up —— men who were standing in the water waiting there until the 

ts came k. Then the ship filled up with water. Our storehouses were 
below the decks, and the ship filled up to the level of the engine room. After 
that it was impossible to get anything from the storehouses. We saved cer- 
tain other articles, such as instruments and things of that kind which were 
necessary. Wealso fcund it necessary to have a few rifles and ammunition— 
necessary not only for our general protection, but for the proper enforce- 
ment of discipline under those circumstances. For our rations, we had a 
= of water and a few pieces of salt pork or meat about the size of an En 
ish walnut. That constituted our rations for seven days. Then that hard- 
tack became moldy. I simply quote these facts to show you how difficult it 
is to think of saving anything under those circumstances. 

Many of the men when they went ashore went simply in their undershirts 
and drawers, hoping only to save their lives. Those men were in that ab- 
breviated costume until the pogunasiey made arrangements for them. I did 
not have a white shirt until I borrowed one in New York; but I buttoned my 
overcuat about me, and concealed that. A man could not save any property. 

Mr. CaMPBELL. Is it not a fact that out of the salary that you now receive 
from the Government, when on board a ship, you have to pay your own board? 

Lieutenant LyMAN. Yes, sir. We have nothing whatever allowed by the 
Government in addition to the salary mentioned, except commuted rations. 
We are allowed ration money of 30 cents a day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is not that an enactment of war times? 

The CHAIRMAN. They are allowed 30 cents a day, and board themselves. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They make up their own rations? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A great many hom le believe that they get $100 a month, 
and the Government pays their board, but it is not so? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatis theaverage amount of an ensign’s necessary outfit? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. Six hundred and fifty-six dollars. 

am ena And shoes added would make it seven or eight dollars 
more 

Lieutenant LymMAn. Yes, sir. We have our own mess office; but we buy 
such articles as table linen, tablecloths, knives, forks, and everything of that 
kind. Those are not paid for by the Government, although there isa widely 
spread idea to that effect. f 

‘The CHAIRMAN. You have mentioned an ensign’s outfit. What is the cost 
of the outfit of seamen who are not officers? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. There are various grades. The lowest manis drawing 

6 eee and his outfit could not be purchased for much less than $100. 

tt from the seamen up to the petty officer. 

The AIRMAN. I want to get the amountforeach. The lowest officer gets 
- What would be the average cost of the outfit between the ensign and 

he lowest grade? 

i LYMAN. About $100 for the lowest seaman, and $660 for the low- 
est officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would be the cost of the outfit of alieutenant? | 

Lieutenant LYMAN. The outfit of the lieutenant would cost only about $25 
=e mere, on account of the extra ornamentation of the uniform. 

CHAIRMAN. What would it be for a rear-admiral? 
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Lieut t LyMAN. The outfit for a rear-admiral, I should ak. would be 
eu omen i be 


about $300 more than that, because he has an ex 
The CHAIRMAN. How much for commodore? 
Lieutenant LyMAN. Not more than $50 less than a rear-admiral. I have 
not examined carefully into it. 
Mr. RusseLu. How much would be the cost of an outfit for a officer? 
Lieutenant LyMAN. The highest petty — — = ae and lowest 
only about $45. The highest petty officers ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Whats do ohest calla aes aot ge 
are Lyman. The 


~The CuarnMan. How about naval cadets? 

Lieutenant LyMan. They are ensigns. 

The CaHarrmMan. Then it would cost a lieutenant $700,a commodore $950, 
and a rear-admiral $1,000? 

Lieutenant Lyman. That ae re reguired to have by the regulations, 
but it isnot what they actually 

Mr. Kierer. Do you add to that thenecther sume sien, such as is necessary 
for the mess, table linen, etc.? 

Lieutenant LyMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. OLARK. It would run up to about $750. A man can not a good suit 
of clothes, citizen’s outfit, for less than §50, and I can under why an offi- 
cer would net want to wear his uniform on shore. It would attract atten- 
tion, and he might get into trouble. 

Lieutenant LYMAN. This outfit is something which is rigidly required to 
have, although it is net a matter of regulation. 

Mr. CLARK. By the time you add ire the citizen's clothes he must have, it 
would run an ensign’s req ents to about $750? 

Lieutenant LyMAN. Yes, sir. This is a conservative estimate. In round 
numbers we consider roe that a thousand dollars is what ought to be 
required for this pu: ; but that is a little in excess. 

Mr. Cooper. How cae were you on that reef before you got off? 

Lieutenant LyMAN. Seven days. 

Mr. Krerer. The marine officer is in exactly the same line and condition 
as regards rations as the infantry officer would be, In other words, they 
have to purchase all they need at table? 

Lieutenant LYMAN, Yes, sir. The marine officers’ pay is graded now a little 
differently; but it is on the army basis. 

Mr. CLARK. What do the oavel officers think would be a fair arrangement 
to make with the Government about this matter to compensate them for 
their naval outfit? Would you say halt, or three-quarters, or what is your 

roposition’ 
” s Poatenent LYMAN. We would like to have in = sae 9 is afforded 


ve amount 


and the lowest is the fire- 


what we actually lose—not what is lost in the wert pe ,such 
as statuary or things of that kind. Aman in the Sob akg to proper 
supervision. 


Vv 
. CLARK (to the chairman). You haye been turning over in your mind 
some general laws on the subject. 

The C#ArmMAN. [have thought it was proper to call the attention of the 
committee to the statute to see whether it was not time for Congress to take 

some general action in regard to the matter. I want to call the attention of 
tena committee to a statute which I have found for the first time this morn- 
ing, and a I did not know was on the statute book. It is an act 
passed but it applies to the Army simply, and the Navy is left 
<<. 

Mr. CLARK. It seems to me that if the chairman would prepare that for the 
Navy it would settle the whole matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would need only a little interlineation. We will now 
hear Mr. Charles B. Morton, Fourth Auditor of the Treasury Department. 
STATEMENT OF MR. CHARLES B. MORTON, FOURTH AUDITOR OF THE TREAS 

URY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: I a to anaiies 


t. As one of the officers of the Treasury it is not m du yo 
come and advice to committees of Congress to whaler 
measure should or re Tam herp by the roqueet of the chair- 


oo Senee oe Saat 

tention of the committee what seems to be some imperfections in regard to 
i of the bill, and to show some imperfections in the former act 
to the survivors of the Samoan disaster, which has been re- 


As to what Licutenant Lyman has said, and so far as his statement 
correct in regard to 


is See 2 the necessities of am officer, his ou 
When I So eed ee ae ed oer eave 
toa claim for ind under the Samoan found that 


ai ter, which the 497, the act of Congress gi offi 
wentie um . ves cers a 
dollars and seamen $1 — Ashuelot case gives the officers a 


dollars, midshipmen 
anything. It has Soe bas ac- 
counting officers desire is that if relief is to be given it shall be a specified 


sum, whatever that may be, for the reason that under the bill giving relic 
to the sufferers by the disaster over $200,000 was paid out of the Treas- 
See ee ee ene seamen who were in that 
Mr. CLARK. How many ? 
Mr. Morton. Two, andalia and the Trenton; and the Nipsic was 
¥ lost. 


The CHAIRMAN. Give Se meats ine of Se sounte aie were pall oe 

Mr. Moron. Of course my duty as accounting tints daly ew 0 
summons. 

The CHATRMAN. ‘What want to call etjention to ts the slvusee. 

Mr. Morton. Soe only reason I am here—to call attention to that. 
tention of the Compt veo the office. nase 

SS namenat aie wording of the act. The Comptroller that 

my authorit; under this act to correct any error: 


The CHAIRMAN. exactly as this one is, which we are 
now conside’ en tearsuree The wording is about the same. 
Mr. Morrow. is a claim put in bya man which amounts to$700. I will 


were being settled by the penentmens. He first went to the N: Depart- 
ment, and they anid that it had met with an actual loss hoound = 
pensation. He says in his Lae that he did not have any loss and not put 
in any ¢ Se et Se ees it, and he put in 
a claim and the accounting officer found that he had no authority to deny the 
claim, After that claim went through this man wrote to a chum who was 
then in a fo station, and this chum, who had died in the meantime left 
this letter, and it came into the possession of @ consul, and through Sec: 
Blaine it was 5 herwadaed — ry Department ‘and is now in the hands 
of the Treasury Departmen 
Extracts were read ay ‘the letter by Mr. Morton, as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa., August 14, 1890. 
Dear OLD Tom: I just received your welcome letter to-day. Iam delighted 
to hear from you and to know that you arrived safe and sound. I was _— 
you had gone down to onnene Davies's locker as I did not hear anythin; 
you. Iwas of writing to your folks to find out if they had had heard 
= thing from you. Well, dear Tom, I have been enjoying myself very 
ell since Isaw you last summer. While I was in W: last winter 
Gongeens alaw to reimburse the officers and men for their losses at 
the time of the Samoan hurricane. I immediately went up to the Navy De- 
partment to see about it. They told me there that I could only get for 
what things Llest. Well, as I did not loose much, I dropped it. a 
wards I found out that this bill that passed Congress read that the 
vivors of the Samoan wreck should be reimbu for all their losses not 
exceed a year’s pay, and that aad ~*~ officers were making out their claims 
for vez a amounts, so I sa I am in I made out my = hand 
an days’ time 1 the money in mypocket. Inside 
Ww, = 4 never a question asked. I will tell you some of the = ei put 
pany od i roy watch, $135; 1 gold chain, $45; foe locket, $15; money, $85; 
id not e me long to make the at that rate. I tenanodinbely 
eft of oar I says, old car you can’t work with all that’ money in your 
et. So I have taken it easy. I have not done a hand’s turn since last 
ay. Ihave had the best whisky, cigars, etc., I could buy, ete., etc. 


WN. EARLE. 


Mr. Coorger. Have you established the authenticity of that letter? 

Mr. Morton. I have it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Seen aa aa ey IY 
which he has mentioned? 

Mr. Morton. Yes, i T have that here. 

—— The naval regulations do not require him to carry those things 
on r 

Mr. Morton. No, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. Now we we hear the Auditor's statement as to other things 
which were lost on the Nei, 

Mr. Morton. Here is ac nin of $709.46. In connection with that I desire to 
say that among the Samoan claims we paid for forty or fifty sewing machines. 
They all had gold ——.. The seamen are allowed to deposit the money the 
Government pays them af receive interest. The last report 
shows that they have half if a maition de . I think that is a wise 
provision. Shs men seagenesel thing much by that. The regulation as 
provided by seamen does not a ply to to o prohibit and they do not rola ashore with 
a The rules and bit the seamen from having such 
sui 

Lieutenant LYMAN. Their allowance is restricted. 

Mr. Morton. Read some items of the claimants which were allowed. 

Mr. CooPEeR. Were all those accounts verified by the claimants? 

Mr. Morton. The law only requires a certificate and a schedule. We have 
no authority whatever to deny a claim. 

Mr. Cooper. Is the claimant required to make oath? 

Mr. Morton. Yes; but a man of that would not partiete to make any 
oath. A lientenant commander submitted a claim for $1,800. 

Mr. CiuaArK. What is eee? 

Mr. Morton. About $2, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is put down here as $2,600, 

Mr. Morton. Here isa —_ of one of the officers from the accounting offi- 
SS ar See vee, ane unless the committee desires the name, I will 
not give 

The CHAIRMAN. Just read it without giving thename. 

Mr. Morton. I do not want ‘quilt $0 here as being an accuser. Here are 
items: Overcoat, $50; one silk =e 00; = $4; white spreads, $10; pro- 
visi $50; books, ; watch 

The CHAIRMAN. You made some ing | that watch? 

Mr. Morton. The question was rae tted to the Comptroller, considerin 
the fact that it was not an actual 1 hen only a d e, whether it cow 
comein. He decided that he could not refuse to pa: under the wo 
of the bill. Mr. Gilkeson was the Comptroller. I wits say that [have 
= yg claims since I have been Auditor, notwithstanding the wording of 

The Second eer approved my action, and we jaune 
bills. It seems to me that it is a matter of Scatles ‘to the ¢ officers who are 
honest and faithful and represent their country in these Pee posi- 
tions to provide safeguards, and put them in a measure of this 

Mr. CoopErR. You said the of the sailor was certified to by a certifi- 
cate, — was it not necessary to =e an oath? Did he not swear to it? 

Mr. Morton. No; it was certified to 

Mr. Cooper. Does he swear that he has read the same, etc., and believes 
it to be truey 

Mr. Morton. No, sir. 

Mr. Cooper. That he did not incur ony yt my or penalty? 

Mr. Morton. 1, ie certified to it, and that was sufficient, because that is 
considered by the nt equivalent to an oath. 

Mr. CLARK (to nena Lyman). We have been discussing the Kear- 
sarge matter tempo’ ae and Loon: not you think it would be 
omyeten pny) es eee efit of the men who are liable to be wrecked, to 
have a general statute, so that when they get on land they can go to the 
Treasury and make up their accounts under proper sa‘ and get the 
money coming to the different survivors a wreck, instead of hanging 
around Congress and Wpcertnking to get bills through committees? 

Lieutenant LYMAN. Yes, 

Thereupon the comaualnnee _ 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, on page 2872 of the Recorp 
I am recorded as saying: 


I would like to know whether the passage of this bill will cure all present 
ills by providing “ holes" enough for the number of *‘ pets,” etc. 


I used there a quotation from Mr. Lincoln, and the word should 
be ‘* pegs,” not pets. 
NATIONAL HOMES FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report from the Inspector-General on 
the several branches of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers 


from October 3 to December 23, 1894; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 
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PRELIMINARY SURVEYS OF CERTAIN RIVER AND HARBOR WORKS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting areport from the Chief of Engineers, 
with preliminary surveys of the a Biscayne Bay, 
Florida; Tualiton River, Florida; Mount Hope Bay and Harbor, 
Fall River, Mass., and St. Johns River, Florida; which were sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

CONFERENCE REPORT, FORTIFICATIONS BILL. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report on the bill (H. R. 8093) making appropriations for for- 
tifications. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the House conferees will be 
read. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

conference on the di 
ing voto of the Sach, 2 cnty iS Soe ceaieoanee the Senate to the bill (HL. Re. 
03) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon by the conference committee on the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 9. ‘ 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, the following is pro- 


‘Sno. 2. That whenever any party shall present for test a completed breech- 
loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of not more than 40,000 pounds weight, 
built of mortar steel, with a proper supply of ammunition therefor, not ex- 
ceeding 200 rounds, such mortar shall be tested by the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification, and, should it be shown to the satisfaction of said Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification by such test to be at least equal in accuracy, range, 
power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the best breech-loading 
service mortar in use, the mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including 
cost of transportation, and a contract shall be made for a further supply of 
50, and no more, at such reasonable cost as the Board of Ordnance orti- 
fication shall determine, not to exceed $6.500 each, the entire number to be 
delivered in one year from the date of contract. Said mortar, and all which 
may be contracted for under this provision, shall be subject to inspection at 
each stage of manufacture.” E : 

Together with an additional section to the bill repealing that portion of 
section 6 of the fortifications appropriation act of September 22, 1888, authoriz- 
oe to be made for cast-iron breech-loading mortars. és 

e bill as finally agreed upon by the canferees ace $1,904,557 .50, 
beg $31,000 7 toon as 5 a ae oe . more than as it passed 
ouse, and $522,446.50 less e current law. 
m— L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
J. E. WASHINGTON. 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that I would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge a question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. Capen ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask if any legislation has been in- 
cluded in the conference report that was not germane to the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; none whatever. 

Mr. DINGLEY. LInotice in the statement the last provision 
with reference to mortars. Was that in disagreement between 
the two Houses? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The amendment numbered 9 of the Sen- 
ate was substituted for the act of 1888; that is all there is init. I 
desire to state that there is only a single amendment about which 
we disagreed. That amendment has been properly amended in 
conference, and the Board of Ordnance is thoroughly protected 
by the amendment. 

I ask the adoption —- report. 

The report was d to. 

On seoalints of Mr LIVINGSTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes, had asked for a conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Cooxreny, Mr. 
GorMAN, and Mr. ALLISON as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: es 

Joint resolution (S. R. 142) continuing the present officers of 
the courts in the Indian Territory until the bill for the reorgani- 
zation of the judiciary of that Territory, which has e th 
Houses of Congress and awaits the signature of the President of 
the United States, becomes a law. 4 

Joint resolution (S. R. 141) to extend the time for taking tes- 
timony in relation to the value of the improvements of the Monon- 
gahela Navigation Company on the Monongahela River, in Penn- 
sylvania. 

ie, that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 117) 
ington, permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Wash- 


¥ 


on, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., 


joint resolution and amendment, and had appointed Mr. MiLLs, 
= GALLINGER, and Mr. Quay as the conferees on the part of the 
mate. 
Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. 
R. a making appropriations for the legisiative, executive, and 


judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other ea asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. GorMAN as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act entitled ‘An 
act to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Ok- 
lahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 
1890; to provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for 
judicial purposes; for an additional judge and more United States 
commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, aud au- 
thority of such judges and commissioners, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives,in compliance with its request,a duplicate copy of the amend- 
ments to the bill (H.R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 1252) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the times and places to hold 
terms of the United States courts in the State of Washington.” 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8518) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments thereto. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House disagree to the amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference asked for. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] asks 
unanimous consent that the House disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments to this bill, and agree to the conference asked for by the 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to suspend the rules and nonconcur in 
the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked for by 
the Senate. 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, 
the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Savers, Mr. O’Nein of Massachusetts, and Mr. Cannon of 
Illinois. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8767) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto. 

Mr. DOCKERY. After consultation with the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DinGLry], representing the minority, lask unanimous 
consent to disagree to the amendments of the Senate and to agree 
to the conference asked for. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Dockery] 
asks unanimous consent to disagree to the Senate amendments to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill and to 
agree to the conference asked for. 1s there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. DockEerRy, Mr. Coomss, and Mr. Dineiry. 

DAIRY TEST, COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION, 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. Has the Chair laid the morning business before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not. The Chair has recog- 
nized the gentleman from Missouri |[Mr. Harcu] to move to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. KIEFER. I have a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. That can not take the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri off the floor. This is a motion to suspend the 
rules. The Chair will recognize the gentleman assoon as possible. 
The Clerk will report the joint resolution which the gentleman 


. D., D. C. L., had asked a conference with the House on the ' from Missouri moves to suspend the rules and pass. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 235) for the publication of the dairy test made by 
the Columbian Exposition. 


Whereas there were conducted by the World’s Columbian Exposition dai 
tests of a most searching and extensive character, costing over $100,000 an 
surpassing in extent and thoroughness any dairy tests ever undertaken; and 

ereas the full records of such tests, upon which the official report was 
based, and the summaries of the same, together with the discussions of the 
ex yn under whose supervision the tests were conducted, are now available 
and can be secured without expense to the Government; and 

Whereas unless these records and discussions be now secured and pub- 
lished, to serve as permanent works of reference, this large quantity of val- 
uable data will be utterly lost: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture be authorized to procure the records, summaries, and 
discussions of the tests aforesaid and to publish the same: Provided, That 
the tabulated data shall be printed in a limited edition of 1,000 copies in the 
form known as census quarto, to be distributed by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to the agricultural colleges, experiment stations, and organized dairy 
associatio th State and local, as far as practicable, and that such sum- 
maries and ssions, accompanied by suitable illustrations as shall, in the 
opinion of the Secretary, be cially suited to interest and instruct the 
farmers of the country, be prin for general distribution in an edition of 
20,000 copies in the usual octavo form, and that of such number 5,000 copies 
shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of 
members of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the 
Secretary of culture. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
prop tod. to defray the cost of printing said report; the illustrations to be 
executed under the supervision of the Rablic rinter, in accordance with 
the directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, the same to be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second on the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATC I ask unanimous consent—in order to save time— 
that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] demands a second. TheChair will appoint as tellers the 

entleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gentleman 
rom Missouri, Mr. Hatcu. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 147, noes 82. 

Accordingly, a second was ordered. 

The SPE . The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. Hatcnu, to control fifteen minutes in favor of the 
proposition, and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
to control fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it is well known that during the 
World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago there was conducted a 
dairy test, covering a long period of time, under the most rigid 
rules, by a committee selected as a any testing commit- 
tee ever was selected in the world, and t exhibition and that 
test are regarded to-day by dairymen throughout the United 
States and oy the dairy organizations of the world as the most 
complete and valuable ever made in the interest of dairying. 

I could detain the House during the entire fifteen minutes al- 
lotted to me simply by a repetition of what had been stated in the 
report accompanying this resolution by the Committee on Agri- 
omene. but ome to the gentlemen on the floor of the House 
who have received letters and telegrams from every State of the 
Union, and from almost every county in every State in the Union, 
asking for the publication of this valuable information enews 
my motion. It isa mistake to suppose that the raisers of any 
one breed of cattle in the United States are alone interested in it. 
The result of ome A experiment has been published to the 
world, and everybody knows what that result was; but what we 
seek to perpetuate and to publish to the world is the valuable in- 
formation that was collected during the time the test was being 
made in regard to the condition, the poate. the feeding, the 
change of rations, and the results produced from the different 
nations, and the different manner of feeding and treating these 
animals from day to day and from week to week. This spots to 
all breeds of cattle alike, and the information is invaluable. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will you allow me to ask you, do 

ou not publish information in favor of a particular breed of cat- 
? 


e 

Mr. HATCH. AsI stated before, the results of the tests have 
es ublished to the world and all cattle raisers know to 
which breed the prize was awarded. This is simply a part of the 
report, and that portion of the report which contains all the valu- 
able data in popes to feed and care has never been published. 

Mr. HEND of Iowa. Why are we to pick out this par- 
ticular competition at the World’s Fair, when it brings on a fight 
of the different stocks of cattle? 

Mr. HATCH. Simply because this is the most valuable of all 
— collected at that fair,so far as the farmers are con- 
cerned, 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The information is only in regard 
to one or two classes of cattle. All breeds were not in the con- 
test; and it would be unjust to publish the results of a contest 
under those limited conditions. 

Mr. HATCH. There is not a particle of foundation for that 
statement; the competition was o to all breeds, and those that 
did not participate can not complain. I ask that the Clerk read 


the resolutions of the American dairy congress, that has been in 
session in this city during the week. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas there were conducted in connection with the World’s Columbian 
Exposition dairy tests of the most exhaustive and impartial character, cov- 
ering over five months and costing over $100,000; and 

Whereas the detailed results of these tests are of the utmost value to the 
dairy and live-stock interests of the country; and 

Whereas thse detailed results, existing at present only in the manuscript 
SS the testing committee, will be irretrievably lost unless published: 

Resolved, That the national dairy congress hereby expresses its recogni- 
tiom of the great importance of an early and complete publication of all the 
data obtained in these tests. 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this body that such publication should be 
made by the Secretary of Agriculture substantially as proposed in House 
resolution 235, now pending. 

Resolved, That the executive committee be instructed to use their best en- 
deavors to secure the publication of the aforesaid tests, and to cooperate with 
other agricultural organizations to secure the same end, and that it be au- 
thorized to appoint substitutes for the furpose of such cooperation if it shall 
Seem necessary. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, this resolution has been modified, 
so that it appropriates only $20,000. It reduces the number of 
both of these volumes suggested in the former resolution. The 
resolution reported by the Committee on Agriculture to the House 
asks for a very much larger number, a very much larger edition 
of these works, and I think I am accurate in stating that the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing reports that it would cost 
$79,000 or $80,000; but we have modified it and cut it down to the 
small appropriation of $20,000. 

I reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. 
tion has been modified, as stated by the gentleman from Missouri. 
As it was first introduced the estimate for printing the number 
called for was $79,150. In the modified form, however, in which 
it is now presented, for a considerably smaller edition of this 
work, it calls for a little over $20,000. The gentleman has pro- 
vided in the resolution to appropriate only $20,000 to meet this 
expense. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Printing, charged with 
the duty of investigating the matter of printing of this House, has 
unanimously reported against printing this work. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we reported 
against it for various reasons. First of all, this is in no sense a 
public document or a Government publication. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is in no sense a Govern- 
ment publication. No officer of this Government was directly or 
indirectly connected with or had any relation to these tests. The 
Government had nothing whatever to do with the making of tests 
as to dairy cattle at the World’s Fair. If we are to print these 
dairy tests, why not print all the other agricultural tests made at 
the World’s Fair? hy not print the tests made at the St. Louis 
Fair and at the hundreds of other associations of that kind held 
throughout the United States? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. r. Speaker, when you open 
the door to printing the tests made in this matter at the World’s 
Fair you begin a system or kind of publications which will in- 
volve this Government in more than a million dollars for print- 
ing. There are already pending before the Committee on Print- 
ing propositions to print matters growing out of that e ition 
which amount to more than half a million dollars. e Gov- 
ernment had nothing to do with these tests. There were only 
three pure dairy breeds involved in this test. There are seven 
pure breeds of dairy cattle in the United States, and only three of 
them were concerned in these testsor tookany partinthem. It was 
not a general test. It was only a test made by three of the dairy 
breeds. If my information is correct, this is an effort to ‘‘ boom 
the Jersey cattle in the United States. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is exactly what it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is what itis. [Applause.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was not a general test as 
to dairy cattle. This is an effort, or the result of making this publi- 
cation will be, to advertise one particular breed of dairy cattle. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman if this 
information has not already been published as a part of the pro- 
ceedings of the Jersey Cattle Association? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am informed that 25,000 
copies of it have already been printed. 

A MEMBER. By whom? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Printed by the American 
Jersey Cattle Club of the United States, as 1 am informed. 
Printed arguments have been laid upon the desks of members in 
opposition to the publication of this matter. They protest against 
it, because the measure is intended to advertise only Jersey cattle, 
at the e se of the other breeds. The breeders of beef tattle 
who sete. successful exhibits at Chicago have equally good 

unds for asking for the printing of their tests; the breeders of 
orses, the breeders of sheep, the breeders of swine, the breeders 


peaker, this resolu-’ 
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of fowls, all have the same right to ask for the printing of the 
tests in these cases. 

There were fine agricultural exhibits there, but none of them 
are asking to have their tests printed. Mr. Speaker and a 


en. 
of the House of Representatives, I give you notice now that if you 
let down the bars and begin to print these tests the Treasury will 
be largely depleted by the volume of expenditure that we shall be 
called upon to make. 

Mr. HITT. What will this cost? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Twenty thousand dollars. 
» I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

AYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE, Mr. Speaker, this is an effort to advertise a par- 
ticular breed of cattle at the expense of the ayers of the United 
States. As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has 
said, but three breeds were represented in these tests, although 
there are seven pure breeds in the United States. The others 
did not enter, because, they said, the rules were made expressly 
for the benefit of the Jersey breed, and also because they did not 
wish to risk their valuable cattle in such a competition; and their 
wisdom and foresight were justified by the fact that 24 of the cattle 
subjected to those tests actually died during the World’s Fair. 
The gentleman from Missouri ‘ue HatcH] says that this is mat- 
ter which ought to be preserved. I have here a pamphlet show- 
ing that the Jersey Breeders’ Association have preserved all of 
this matter in print and have circulated it at their own expense. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Does that give the tests? 

Mr. PAYNE. It gives the tests and all the information that can 
be desired on the subject. But these gentlemen conceived the 
scheme of having the United States Government print and circu- 
late the additional copies which they desire to have printed, so they 
go to work and have some agricultural journals urge their readers 
to ask their members of Congress to send for this document, and 
I presume there is not one of us here who has not received from 
one to a dozen requests for it, in order to work up the idea that 
the people and the farmers of the country want this document 
printed. This explains the telegrams and letters which the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] speaks of. As a matter of fact 
the people do not desire to have this printed any more than they 
want printed 100 other tests that were made there of animals, of 
agricultural products, of machinery. I protest, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Government ought not to go into the business of advertising 
any particular tests that were eat the Columbian Exposition 
outside of those that were controlled by the Government itself, 
because when we take one step in that direction we are liable to 
have every citizen of the United States who got a premium at the 
World’s Fair, whether on a Jersey cow or on a patent clothespin, 
coming to Congress and asking to have the tests published at the 
expense of the Government. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON}. 

Mr. HEND ON of Iowa. Mr. S er, I have usually been 
active and earnest in Congress in the interest of the farmers, be- 
cause I represent very largely a a, but I do not in- 
tend to sit silent here and see this legislative body used as a club 
to strike down one class of the farmers of this country and to 
build up another. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has had the 
courage to talk right out in meeting. He says: ‘ Thisis a Jersey- 
breed operation.” Iagree with him. It may not be so with the 
chairman of the committee—I do not charge that it is so—but 
that that is the power behind the throne I happen to know, if I 
can trust the representations that come to me from the stock 
raisers of = own iistrict. That contest in Chicago did not let 
in all the different breeds of cattle in this country, and we know 
perfectly well how committees are sometimes ‘‘ stocked” to serve 
special interests. The owners of other breeds believed that the 
rules were laid down in the interest of one particular breed to the 
detriment of the others, and they refused to submit to the exac- 
tions and the dictatorial rules that were prescribed. 

The promoters of the test went ahead, heard one-sided testi- 
mony, and made up their award in the interest of one particular 
breed, and now they want this matter printed at the public ex- 
pense. But there comes up a protest from the people interested 
in this general subject—from my part of thecountry, at least— 
against the Government giving its sanction to one particular in- 
terest in this way. Gentlemen say that this report is only as to 
the feeding and the different ways of treating these cattle in rais- 
ing them.and caring for them. That is all well enough; but the 
printing of this document by the Government would put the seal 
of the United States on that award, and the Jersey-breed people 
are not even waiting for our action here, but are already using 
this award to serve their own interests, and if we do this printing 
it will be used as an official declaration on the t of the Gov- 
ernment that there is but one fine breed of cattle in the United 
States, and that the Jersey breed. I antagonize any such per- 
formance on the part of the Government. Fair play, gentlemen 


of the House of Representatives! Let the stock raisers fight it out 
on their own lines, but let us keep our hands off. [Applause.] 

a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

r. HATCH. open ought to use his time now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I reserve the remainder of 
my time, Mr. Speaker. 

r. HATCH. If the gentleman declines to use his time, of 
—— I shall have the right at the end of my remarks to demand 
a vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to be entirely fair 
about this. We have used eleven minutes of our time. How 
much has the gentleman used? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesee. Then I think he ought to 
use the rest of his time. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will use two or three min- 
utes more to make a reply to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrn- 
DERSON], my good friend and the farmers’ good friend, who I am 
sorry to say is ‘‘ off” in his information in regard to this matter. 

Let me read this telegram from Springfield, II1.: 

In the name of thousands of shorthorn breeders of America, please urge the 
publication of the details of the World's Fair dairy test. 

J. H. PICKERELL.. 
Secretary American Shorthorn Breeders’ Association. 

There is not any Jersey in that. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. Sorpson]. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. RicHARDSON) and others have said that this is in no sense a 

overnment report; but they are entirely wrong in that assertion. 
When gentlemen came here seeking large appropriations for the 
World’s Fair, we were told that it was a Government concern; 
and out of that World’s Fair, conducted in large part with the 
money appropriated by the people of this nation, has come this 
report. 

t has been said that this was ..0 fair test, because other breeds 
were not there. Why were they not there? There was afair and 
open invitation for all pure breeds to contest—for what purpose? 

or the purpose of determining which is the best breed of cattle 
in this country for dairy purposes—a question that affects the in- 
terests of every farmer in this country. And that is what the 
test was made for, to demonstrate to the agriculturists of the 
country which breed is the best. That is what the test meant. 
And if these other gentleman did not enter the contest with their 
breeds of cattle it is ample evidence to me that they were afraid 
to enter that contest, their fear being that their breeds would not 
show up to advantage. Ibelieve that isthe ground of the oppo- 
sition which now comes here, because certain gentleman were not 
willing to submit their interests to a fair test. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

r. HATCH. Iyield twominutes tothe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SIBLEY]. 

Mr.SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture [Mr. Hatcu] has very well set forth the 
fact that thisis not a battle of breeds, but rather a battle of feeds. 
The committee having charge of these tests, which were carried 
on for several months, made experiments with feeds as well as 
with breeds of cattle. These reports said to have been published 
have never been published in their entirety. It is true that a cer- 
tain cattle club sent out to the world the findings of the commis- 
sion; but they have never published the data showing the relation 
of feeds to milk production and butter production. That is why 
the professors at the experimental stations and the presidents of 
the agricultural colleges and the officers of the State dairy asso- 
ciations throughout the Union, together with the National Dairy- 
men’s Association, are asking publication of this information in 
behalf of the dairymen. They desire this report, because it tells 
them what feeds produce a profit and what feeds result in a loss, 
as evidenced in the findings of this commission. That is the in- 
formation which the public desire. And for one I am willing to 
eliminate the names of all breeds of cattle, so that these reports 
shall show simply what the feeds were and what rations produced 
certain results. 

ag the hammer fell. ] 

fr. HATCH. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I believe I have four minutes 
remaining. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Bynum]. 

Mr. BYNUM. In regard to the value of these tests I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read the record of one which was recently 
made in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Yrom the Morning Star, Meadville, February 11.]} 

A good joke was played onthe Pennsylvania State Dairymen’s Association 
that closed a meeting here on Friday. Six premiums were offered for the 
best butter that should be presented, three premiums on l-pound packages 
and three on 5- S. 


Editor A. J. Palm,of the Messenger, has been vigorously opposing the 
present State law on the subject of butterine, and in order to test the opin 
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iom of dairymen as to its unfitness for table use he sent te Chicago for three 
een of it, which he entered in the name of seme of his farmer friends, 

e dairymen, of course, thinking it was butter. The treasurer of the asso- 
ciation carne into Mr. Palm’s office on Satarday and informed him that the 
committee, consisting of Prof. H. J. Waters, of the State College, John €. Me- 
Clintock, a prominent dairyman near this city, and A. L. Wales, a Corry 
dairyman, had awarded his friends second premium on the I-pound. peckage, 
and third premium on the 5-peund package. The best of tire jolte is that the 
5-pound package scored 1 point higher than the best. butter in the l-pound 
package. 

Laughter. ] 

fir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish only to 
say in conciusion that no oflicer of this Government has recom- 
mended. thie publication. The Secretary of Agriculture has had 
nothing to do with it; the Department of Agriculture is in.no: way 
connected with it. The Government has not in any way put its 
indorsement upon it. Im behalf of the Committee on Printing I 
wish to say that we heard delegations on this question—double as 
many for this: proposition as we heard against it. They came here 
from a number of States of the Union urging the committee to 
—— in favor of the publication. 

otests in writing were filed from a great many States against 
the publication, and there were some petitions in favor of it. 
Nearly every petition of that kind, however, was after the same 
fashion. The petitions were all drafted by the same hand, as the 
Committee on Printing believe, and as they state in the report 
they had the honor te submit. They were machine-made peti- 
tions. All the influence and all the pressure that eould be brought 
to bear upen members of Congress.to induge them to. vote for this 

ublication has been engineered with perfect method from. some 

eadquarters,. I make no attack upon any club or society or upon 
any breeders. I want to say that the Government onght not to 
put its seal upon this publication. The Committee on Printing, 
charged with the responsibility of looking after the printing of 
the Government, is doimg the best it can to keep down the volume 
of public printing, and with that end in view we have declined to 
reeommend this publication, and ask that the proposition may be 
voted down. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield. two minutes to the gentleman from. Ver- 
mont A POWERS |. 

Mr. POWTRS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this is a question 
about which there should be no excitement nor any feeling of 
rivalry among gentlemen representing the owners of different 
classes of animals in their respective States. I have the honor to 
represent a State engaged largely im dairying, and it tolerates the 
presence of every breed of cattle that has ever been born in the 
world. Representatives of many of the different breeds have 
written me urging that we authorize this publication. 

What is the proposition? It is simply to print tests made at the 
World’s Fair respecting the best methods of caring for, feeding, 
etc., different breeds of animals. Breeders who saw fit to enter 
the race witli their stock entered it, but certain others engaged 
in the same business declined. Now we are asked simply to give 
to the dairying interest of the United States the privilege of ascer- 
taining what. these tests were, to determine their results, and find 
out by the special methods there employed the results, of which 
are given the most available process for producing butter and 
cheese. It seems to mea mere matter of scientific information 
that the House ought to be swift to spread before the farmers of 
this country for their benefit. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I stated in the beginning of my 
remarks that these tests are regarded by the dairymen of the 
United States as furnishing the most valuable information which 
has ever been published in the interest of agriculture in this 
country; and the dairy interest of the United States to-day is the 
largest single agricultural industry in this country—indeed, the 
largest single agricultural industry im the world. 

Tn regard to the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee 
. RicHsRDSON] that the petitions forwarded here are simply 

op-made, coming from “headquarters,” I appeal to the personal 
correspondence of every gentleman on this 
the statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And nearly every letter 
inclosed a hand-made resolution. 

Mr. HATCH. LEivery time the farmers of the United States 
come here and.ask a little pittance the clarion voice of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee can be heard from here to the Ohio 
River against it; the doors of the Treasury are slammed in the 
face of the farmers; but whenever a great big appropriation comes, 
like building battle ships, or ten million or fifty million dollars 
in any other interest or for any other class of people except the 


oor in refutation of 


gentleman so strenuously opposing the passage of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
the question ison the motion of the gentleman. from uri to. 
— the rules and pass the joint resolution, which has been 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | 


** noes” seemed to have it, 


- farmers, we hear no protest from him; not a word is said by the |, 
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Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Havcu and Mr. Ricwarpson of 
Tennessee as tellers at the desk. 
The question was. taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 122, 


Marca f, 


answered “ present” t, net voting 84; as follows: 


Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Arneld, 
Avery, 
Baker, Kans, 
Baker, N. EL. 
Beckner, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bin 


Boen, 
Bower, NW. C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
orem 
ryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Caminetti, 
pene ome 
C art, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, Wyo. 
Coffin, Md. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Culberson, 


Abbott, 
Babeock, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes 


Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bell, Tex. 


Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 


Aitken, 

ey, 
Beil, Colo, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers,.Cal. 
Brickner, 
Brosi 


Brown, 
Burnes, 
einen 
Jatchings, 
Childs, 
Cobb, Ala 


% 


Conn, 
Coombs, 


nded. 


YEAS—142: 
Doolittle, Hulick, 
English, N. J. Hull, 
Epes, Tkirt, 
Erdman, Jorden, 
Fithian, Kiefer, 
Fletcher, Kribbs, 
Forman, Latimer, 
Funk, Layton, 
Fyan, ckw 
Gillet, N. ¥. Lueas, 
Gillett, Mass. Lynch, 
Goldzier, Marsh, 
Gorman, MeCreary,. Ky. 
Grosvenor, McDowell, 
Grout, McGann, 
Grew, McLaurin, 
Hager, Mereer, 
Hainer, Meredith, 
Haines, Meyer, 

er, Milliken, 

Harris, Money, 
Hartman, Moon, 
Hatch, Moore, 
Haugen, Morgan, 
Hayes, Moses, 
Henderson, Til. Mutchler. 
Henderson, N.C. ©’ Neill, Mo: 
Hendrix, Page, 
Henry, Pearson, 
Hepburn, Pence, 
Hermann, Perkins, 
Hicks, Phillips, 
Hines, Pigott, 
Hitt, Powers, 
Hopitins, Pa. Ray, 
Hudson, Reilly, 

NAYS—I22. 
De Armond, Kyle, 
De Forest, Lane, 
Denson, Lapham, 
Dinsmere, Lawson, 
Dockery, lester, 
Donovan, Little, 
Draper, Leud, 
Durborow, Maddox, 
Ellis, Oreg. mpauer, 
English, Cal. aguire, 
Everett, Mallory, 
Fielder, Mertin, Ind. 
Gardner. MeCall, 
Geisvenhainer, McDearmon, 
Grady, McEttrick, 
Gresham, McKaig, 
Griffin, Wis. McMillin, 


Hall, Minn. 

Hall, Mo. 

Hare, 

Harrison, 
Harter, 

Heard, 
Hendersen, Iowa 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, I. 
Houk, 

Izlar, 

Jolinson, N. Dak. 
Jones, 

Kilgore, 


Meiklejohn, 
Montgomery, 


Morse, 
Murray, 
Neill, 
Northway, 
O'Neil. Mass. 


Outhwaite, 
Patterson, 

Payne, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Quigg, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1 
Enloe. 
NOT VOTING—S4 


Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crain, 
Crawtord, 
Dolliver, 


Dunpl 
Wamvand 
Ellis, Ky. 
Gear, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, Mich. 
ifammond, 
Heiner, 


Holman, 
Hooker, N. ¥. 


Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 

Lacey. 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Mahon, 


Newlands, 


Ogden, 
oo 
Pinee, 


the following pairs were announced: 
| Wntil further notice: 
Hr. Wooparp with Mr. Tayton of Tennessee. 
Mr. Horenesom with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr. McRa®r with Mr. Gear. 
Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. CoGswELL. 


Reybu 
Rusks, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Shell, 
Sibley, 
+ eee 
mmpson, 
Smith, 
Sorg, 
Springer, 
tephen 
Stone, Cw. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
a 
Strong, 
Talbott, Md, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
eae 
“legraff, 
Wadsworth, 
han 
au 
Wantlocie, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ih 
Williams, Miss, 
Wolverton 
Woomer, 
right. 


Randall, 

heed, 
Richardson, Tenn 
Robbins, 
Sayers, 

Settle, 

jay see 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 

Stone, Ky. 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 3. 
Tarsney, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ind 
Terry. 

Tueker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Warner, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Williams, Hl. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise: 


Rayner, 
Richards, Ohfo 
Richardson, Mich, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sipe, 
Somers, 
Ss 


Sweet, 

Taylor, Tenn, 
Sor 
Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Walker, 

Ww Ny 
Wells, 
White, 
Whiting. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woodard. 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not 
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Mr. RaYser with Mr. Lacry. 

For this day: 

Mr. Crary with Mr. BowrTse.3te. 

Mr. Coomes with Mr. Jounsow of Indiana, 

Mr. GoopyicutT with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. Moszs with Mr. LEFrnver. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. Hopmiss of Pennsylvania. 

On this question: 

Mr. Catresines with Mr. Van Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. WELLs. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Brosivs, was here this morning, but was obliged to leave the Hall 
on account of sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

AMENDMENT TO INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT. 


Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 

ang the bill (S. 1778) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to regu- 

ate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended by the 
House Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 10 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889, be 
further amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 10 That any person, and any officer or agent of any corporation or 
company, and any member of any firm orpartnership, who shall deliver prop- 
erty for transportation to any common carrier, subject to the provisions of 
this act, or any person, corporation, company, firm,or partnership for whom 
as consignor or consignee amy such carrier shall transport property, whoshall, 
knowingly and willfatl . by false billing, false classification, false weighing, 
false report of weight, false representation of the contents of any package, or 
by any other misrepresentation, deceit, or device, obtain or seek to obtain 

rtation for such rty at less than the regular rates then estab- 
lished and in force on the line of transportation of such carrier, shall be 
deemed guilty of a fraud, which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, and 
shall, upon conviction thereef in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction within the district in which such offense was committed, be sub- 
ject for each offense to a fine of not more than $5,000.""_— 

“Any common earrier subject to the provisions of this act, whether incor- 
porated or not, and the lessee, receiver, or trastee of amy such carrier who 
shall, in violation of the provisions of this act, direetly or indirectly, by any 
special rate, rebate, drawback, allowance, or other device, or by paying or 
promising to pay any sum of money or other thing of value, charge, demand, 
collect, or receive from any person or persons, corporation or company a 

ter or less compensation for any service rendered, or to be rendered, in 
ee sconepeetatien of pre er property, than is charged, demanded, 
collected, or reeeived from any other — or persons, corporation or com- 
pany for rendering for him or them a like and contemporaneous service; or 
who alone or with any other corporation, company, person, or party shall 
willfully do or cause to be done, or shall eee suffer or permit to be done, 
any act, matter, or thing in this act prehibited or declared to be unlawful, or 
who shall aid or abet therein, or shall willfully omit or fail to do any act, 
matter, or thing in this act required to be done, or shall cause or willingly 
suffer or permit any act, matter, or thing so directed or required by thisact 
to be done not to be so done, or shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, 
shall be deemed ilty of a misdemeanor, end shall, upon conviction 
thereof in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction within 
the district in which such offense was committed, be subject to a fine of not 
more than $5,000 for each offense. The offense described in this paragraph 
shall be deemed to have been committed either in the district in which the 
contract of shipment or carriage was made or in which the transportation 
cupreenaed or terminated, or in which any offending carrier has its princi- 

office. 
” “Tn construing and applying the provisions of this section, the act, omis- 
sion, or failure of any officer, agent, or other person acting for or employed 
by any common carrier, although unauthorized or forbidden, shall neverthe- 
less in every case be deemed the act, omission, or failure of such carrier. 

“In all criminal proceedings against a corporation under the ees of 
this act the service of any information, indictment, writ, or other process 
upon such corporation, or for the prosecution thereof, shall be sufficient if a 
eopy of such information, indictment, writ, or process be delivered to and left 
with any officer or agent of such corporation resident or having an office in 
the judicial district wherein such : 
sueh corporation bas its principal ice.” 

Any common carrier subjeet to the provisionsof this act shall also be liable 
in an action on the case, to be brought by any consignor or consignee dis- 
criminated against im any court of the United States of competent jurisdie- 
tion for all damages caused by such discrimination or resulting therefrom. 


Mr. DOCKERY. On the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to 
suspend the rules and pass this bill I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. DockERY and Mr. 
STORER. 

Mr. STORER. Willthe gentleman from Missouri consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered? 

Mr. MARSH. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 139, noes 42, 

Accordingly a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Storer} to control fifteen mimutes in favor of the propo- 
sition, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERyY}] to con- 
trol fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is very clear, 
and can be briefly stated. At present violations of the interstate- 
commerce law are punished by imprisonment inflicted on indi- 
viduals, whether they be shippers or employees of railway corpo- 
rations. At present, for any violation of the law except by civil 
suit by the person aggrieved, the corporation goes scot-free. In 


may be institu or wherein 


the last Congress I reported a bill from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign im substanmee the same as this. We 
debated it in the House, and to the best of my recollection—any 
gentleman may contradict me if I am wrong—we passed that. It 
never became a law, because the Senate never acted upon it. I 
reported the same bill at the first session of this Congress as a 
separate bill. In the general bill that our Interstate Commerce 
Committee reported, which included the permission to pool, were 
also ineluded, but forgotten im the debate, amendments to eleven 
other sections of the interstate-commerce law. 

This bill, identically the same as presented to you now, was em- 
bodied im that, and with the rest of that bill passed this House by 
a very handsome majority. The substance of this bill, I say, has 
therefore been before this House three times, this being the third 
time. It has for four years been asked for by the Interstate Com- 
merece Commission. They have found it impossible effectively to 
— violations of the interstate-commerce law as the law now 
stanc 

There are three instances on the judicial records of this country 
where raiiway employees, men drawing very small salaries, were 
with great difficulty convicted upon the evidence offered by their 
fellow-employees or by the shippers, and in every case the courts 
nave felt it such a grievance upon the public that these poor men 
should be punished and the corporations go scot-free that they 
have refused to inflict the penalty and have suspended sentence. 
These are matters of official record. For four years, as I have 
said, the Interstate Commerce Commission have recommended the 
aboiition of the punishment of imprisonment for violations of 
this kind, as being far in advanee of the public sentiment on this 
subject, and have demanded that an adequate punishment be 
placed upon the corporations, a punishment which will be sure 
and effective. 

Now, this bill provides that for every violation of the interstate- 
commerce law on the part of a railway company or a corporation 
engaged in interstate commerce the corporation shall be punished 
by @ fine of $5,000; and it also gives an action on the case in behalf 
of the party aggrieved for snch damages as he has sustained. 

Mr. CANNON of Hilimois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STORER. I wish to yield theremainder of my time, whic» 
is imited; but if the gentleman from Illinois prefers to ask me a 
question I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. I see that the Senate bill which passed last July is 
stricken out. 

Mr. STORER. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of ilinois. And the House amendment is pro- 
posed. The Senate bill accomplishes, as I understand it, substan- 
tially what the gentleman says. Now, I want to ask the gentleman 
a direct question: Is it contemplated, if this bill goes into confer- 
ence upon the House amendment, that we are to have a report 
touching the question of pooling between railway companies? 

Mr. STORER. That is a question that I can not answer. 

Mr. McMILLON. That is a question that ought to be answered. 

Mr. STORER. Iwill tell the gentleman why I can not answer. 
I do not know that I shall be a member of that committee of con- 
ference. I do not know the minds of the gentiemen who will rep- 
resent the House or the Senate should this bill pass and go into 
conference. I am not responsible for them, nor do I pretend to 
speak for them; but I will tell the gentleman, for myself alone, 
speaking for no one else than myself, that if I should be chosen to 
go into that conference, and if by any means I can pass that bill 
and send it: back here, which we passed here last December by over 
60 majority, I will do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is a very frank statement on the part of 
the gentleman, and I am obliged to him for it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ishouldlike toask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. STORER. I should prefer to yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Patterson], who can 
answer any questions. I mean no discourtesy to the gentieman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I merely want to ask how it comes that this 
bill has not been reported by the chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce? 

Mr. STORER. Because the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
has not the fashion of depositing all its business im the hands of 
the chairman. Any member of that committee, when authorized 
by the committee, makes a report. 

Mr. SEMPSON. LI understand that. Now, another question, if 
the gentleman will permit me: What clause in the Patterson biil 
has been inserted in this bill? 

Mr. STORER. This bill is an amendment to section 10, which 
is the punitive clause of the original interstate-commerce act, and 
is verbatim what was embodied in the Patterson bill. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio yields to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON]. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. I reserve my time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas {Mr. Simpson]. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 have no opposition to offer to 
this particular bill. I believein the main it is good and necessary 
legislation, but what I am afraid of is, as the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. CaNNoN] has stated, that inasmuch as this is a Sen- 
ate bill with a House amendment, it will go into a conference 
committee and then will have added to it the pooling bill. It 
has been generally reported and believed by some among the 
members that this is a scheme for that particular purpose—to get 
the pooling bill. All the railroad corporations, as represented by 
their lobbies and representatives here, have failed in the United 
States Senate to get that bill up and get action on it; and this is 
the last resort, in the closing days of this Congress, to put the 
pooling bill on this bill in conference and thereby passit. Iwarn 
gentlemen to be careful how they vote upon this proposition. 

Why did not the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, belonging to the Democratic side, in a Dem- 
ocratic House, with a Democratic majority, call up this bill? 
Why does the duty devolve upon a Republican, in the minority of 
this House, to call it up? er because they were afraid of 
arousing suspicion against this bill and calling attention to it, to 
prevent discussion, when they know if the light were let in on it 
and the truth discovered it would never go through this House 
under a suspension of the rules. 

That is all I care to say. I merely want to warn members 
about what they are going to vote on, so that they may be guided 
in their action when the question comes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed three minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I certainly trust that in 
the closing hours of this Congress this House will be very careful 
how it turns over so important a matter as this to a conference 
committee, without any opportunity to haveany vote onthe sub- 
ject except upon a conference report, which will have to be voted 
upon as a whole, instead of voted upon, as we did upon the pool- 
ing bill and other sach bills, by sections. 

This is not a very important matter. This section is not vital 
to any interest. It is not a matter of very rat importance as to 
whiner this amendment shall be adopted now or by the next 
Congress. In the original interstate-commerce law there was a 
provision, section 10, which made corporations indictable, as was 
supposed. Butina proceeding before Judge Blodgett against the 
Michigan Central Railroad it was decided that Congress did not 
accomplish its purpose, and that those corporations were not in- 
dictable; but the agents and officers who carry out illegal orders 
of the corporation were indictable and were punishable;. and prac- 
tically the corporation can never act except through its agent. 
In re Pearley (Federal Reporter, volume 44), Mr. Gresham, then 
circuit judge, held that corporations acting as common carriers 
between States were not rig toe A liable under the interstate- 
commerce act, and that only the officers of such corporations were 
liable. We do not strike the innocent when we strike the agents 
of the corporation executing illegal orders of the ideal personality 
called a corporation. 

Mr. B D. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. One moment. That having been de- 
cided, it continued to be an indictable offense on the —= of the 
agent violating the law. Now, that will do very well for thenext 
eight or ten months, precisely as it has done for the last three or 
four years. 

Mr. BLAND. I would ask the gentleman if it would be in or- 
der to put the pooling bill on this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINR E. Undoubtedly. The situation of this 
matter is that the Senate of the United States passed a bill which 
came to this House July 7, 1894. 

Mr. BLACK. How does this bill differ from the Senate bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It strikes out the entire Senate bill, 
everything after the enacting clause, and inserts therein section 
10 of the act passed here, known as the “‘ pooling bill.” This bill 
has hung in this House from July 17, 1894, until the day before 
yesterday, the 27th of February. It isa part of the ext ing bill 
now before the Senate. By parliamentary practice this bill will 
go to the Senate as a Senate bill with a House amendment, and 
will be referred to a conference committee; and a conference com- 
mittee can report the bill back, the Senate agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the House with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And that is privileged. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And that amendment may be the en- 
tire pooling bill. That is a privileged report, and has to be voted 
on as a whole. 

Mr. GROUT. But it has to be germane. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is germane, because it is a section 
of that very bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is that a section of the Patterson bill? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is a section of the Patterson bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow a question? Un- 
der the rules of the Senate will not unlimited debate be in order 
on it or on any conference report? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If so, there is no need of ——s it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And it might be so prolonged that it would 
be impossible to pass it through the Senate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ndoubtedly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then one Senator could defeat any action 
on it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And it might involve the defeat of the ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. One moment. This is consuming my 
time. But the rule of this House is that if we pass this bill we 
put ourselves in the attitude that a conference report may come 
in not only with the pooling bill, but any modification of the 
pooling bill that the conferees may choose to make. Now, Iam 
not an enemy of railroads. The railroads have no better friend 
in this House or in the country than I am. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Can the gentleman from Missouri give 
me two more minutes? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can give you one, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is not as an opponent of railroads 
that I object to the consideration of this measure at this time, but 
in my judgment the pooling bill which passed this House the 
other day absolutely destroys the value of the interstate-commerce 
act. If we are going to stand by that act, the pooling bill needs 
serious and important amendment. If we are going to stand 
by the pooling bill as it passed this House, then practically we 
may abolish the Interstate Commerce Commission, and I think 
this is one of those questions that we can fairly turn over to a 
Congress coming into power, with twenty-four months in which 
to consider it, rather than attempt to deal with it now within 
forty-eight hours of the close of this Congress and in the shape of 
a conference report. 

It is to the ultimate interest of the railroad companies that all 
important amendments to the interstate-commerce act be passed in 
the first session of Congress, before the Congressional elections, and 
with full discussion and the utmost openness. And if practicable 
the legislation they desire should be after full consultation with 
the Interstate Commission and submitted to Congress in some 
official mode. The country is deeply interested in the prosperity 
of those who control transportation and Congress, and they should 
always have a frank understanding, without the intervention of a 
lobby or suspicion of insincere dealing. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the only opposition to this bill 
that I have heard suggested so far is not bottomed upon the pro- 
visions of the bill at all, but upon the fear that if we pass this 
good bill somebody else may bring in one that is not good and 
which we shall be required to pass upon later. Every gentleman 
here knows that whatever comes from the Senate in the form of 
a conference report can not reach this House until to-morrow, 


which is the last legislative day of this session, and if the com- - 


mittee of conference bring in a doubtful proposition, when it gets 
to the Senate, where there is no previous question, it can be de- 
bated without limit, and any one Senator can prevent action upon 
it, if he is determined to do so, by filibustering or speaking against 
time. 

We all know that there is no rule in that body which prevents 
a Senator from making motions to adjourn or to go into executive 
session, so that action can be postponed indefinitely upon any 
measure the provisions of which are not in harmony with the views 
of Senators. Even in this House debate can not be closed or fili- 
bustering prevented upon a conference report unless by bringing 
in a cloture rule, because the previous question would not prevent 
a member from moving to adjourn or to adjourn over. For these 
reasons, Mr. Speaker, the argument that the conference committee 
may report something that is not acceptable and may force it upon 
Congress is worth —.: We ought to pass upon all these meas- 
ures on their merits. verybody here concedes that these are 
— provisions to be embodied in the interstate-commerce law, 
and we can secure this legislation now if gentlemen will vote upon 
the merits of the pa proposition. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has said pretty much all that I desire 
to say on this bill. The bill for which this is substituted passed 
the Senate July 17, 1894, but it does not seem to have become im- 
portant,in the opinion of anybody in this House, until after the 
pooling bill had been set aside in the Senate during the present 
week, After that was done,the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce suddenly proceeded to consider the bill; re- 
jected the entire Senate bill, and then, within four days of the 
close of this Con, , it brought in this entirely new bill. 

Gentlemen of the committee say it is a good bill. They say its 
provisions are necessary, or at least desirable. I do not know 
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whether it is a good bill or not, but I do say that there are not 
ten men on this floor who know at this moment what changes this 
entirely new bill makes in the interstate-commerce act, or in the 
legal consequences flowing from the constructions that have been 
given to that act by the courts. Surely we should not pass an act 
of this character, amending a law so important and intricate, 
without having fully and ) Bot every standpoint considered its 
consequences. But independently of the merits of this bill as 
amended, I believe that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] 
has frankly avowed the real purpose for which it is brought for- 
ward at this time, and that is, through the parliamentary proced- 
ure which would follow its passage, to make the now defunct 
‘pooling bill’’ privileged in both Houses by adding it to or sub- 
stituting it for this bill in conference. 

Mr. STORER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have not time. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. DOCKERY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 

Texas (Mr. coal. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the House amendments to the Senate bill 
which is now before us strike from that bill the very propositions 
which these gentlemen advocate; that is, section 2, which provides 
that ‘‘so much of section 10 of said act as —— for punish- 
ment by imprisonment is hereby repealed.” I would like to know 
from the gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman who called 
up this bill why it is that that clause of the Senate bill was stricken 
out. 

Mr. STORER. Because we have passed it in another shape, 
stronger and better. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, but why did not you bring the Senate bill 
before this House, so that we might pass it by acclamation? 

Mr. STORER. Because it was not broad enough to cover the 


case. 

Mr.SAYERS. Was it not because you could not get into a con- 
ference on that bill? Was not that the trouble? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I favored this bill when it was 
before the committee, although I am not convinced that it is 
absolutely essential for the welfare of the railroads of this coun- 
try that the imprisonment clause now existing in the law should 
be repealed. I voted also to second the proposition that this bill 
should be now considered. But, sir, in view of the very frank 
avowal made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER], in view 
of the fact that on examination I find that this bill was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce on February 27, last 
Wednesday; in view of the fact that I was present at the meeting 
of that committee on that day up to the time of the beginning of 
the session of the House, and that when I left there the committee 
was listening to an argument on a matter entirely outside this 
question, and yet that on that day, the 27th of February, this bill 
was reported, or rather the Senate bill was reported back with 
this proposed amendment—taking all these things in connection, 
and bearing in mind that the gentleman from Ohio has avowed 
that if he is put on the conference committee he will try to tack 
the pooling bill on to this measure, and believing as I do that 
the pooling bill is a measure fraught with injury to the people 
of this country, I shall vote against the passage of this bill. 1 
regret that I feel compelled to take this course; but with the well- 
grounded apprehension that this measure — be utilized as a 
stalking horse for the passage of the pooling bill in the event it 
is passed, I see no other course that those who are opposed to the 
eee can pursue than to vote against this measure. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this House should ‘‘avoid the 
very appearance of evil.” [Cries of ‘‘Good!” and laughter. ] 
— Be wae not have been done at all times heretofore; still itis a 

e rule, 

I desire to thank the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SToRER] in 
charge of this bill for his very frank and manly statement that if 
he is appointed a member of the conference commitiee on this bill 
he will avor a report which will result in the p e of the rail- 
road pooling bill. He is entitled to credit from the House for that 
statement. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not unfriendly to railroad corporations. I 
would not do them injustice; but I recognize in the pee bill a 
sinister principle which I can not support here or elsewhere. It 
is the authorization by law of the destruction of competition. 
There may be times, it is true, when Se ae is to a certain 
extent disastrous; but I do not believe that this Congress can 
afford to approve a proposition which recognizes as legitimate 
and lawful a gigantic railroad trust in the United States. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. PATTER- 
SON] has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Ohio has cor- 

rectly stated the object of this legislation. Under existing law 
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no one can be indicted and punished for offenses against the inter- 
state-commerce act except the officers and agents of the railroad 
companies. Every lawyer who has had occasion to examine 
into the question will concur with me when I say that that law is 
totally incapable of execution. I do not believe there has been a 
single conviction under it for several years, for the simple reason 
that every time an agent or official of a railroad company is in- 
dicted you have no way of convicting him without putting upon 
the stand some other agent or some shipper; and every such per- 
son excuses himself from testifying upon the ground that his tes- 
timony might criminate him. 

The result is that so far as the penal features of the law are con- 
cerned it is never executed. The purpose of this bil! is simply to 
provide for the punishment of the railroad company itself for each 
violation of the law—for each rebate, discrimination, act of ex- 
tortion, or ‘‘cut,” and that the officials and the employees of the 
railroads shall be competent witnesses against them because they 
will be protected from indictment. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No, I will not. 

That is the object of the bill. This bill is the tenth section of 
what is known as the pooling bill. When that bill was under dis- 
cussion before this House there was no objection in any quarter 
so far as I heard to the tenth section. It is a wise measure; it is 
in the interest of the public; it is the only means known to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce by which you 
reach and punish offenders against the interstate-commerce 
aw. 

My friend from California says that this bill came over from 
the Senate last July. Anyone reading this bill will see that it is 
perfunctory in its nature. It is nothing like as comprehensive as 
the House provision. It does not meet the evil I have described. 
Now, we passed the pooling bill in this House by 74 majority. It 
was believed it would pass the Senate. When the Senate failed 
to take up the pooling bill the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce reported this tenth section of the pooling bill sim- 

ly as a substitute for this ineffectual attempt of the Senate to 
egislate on this subject. The purpose of this bill is just what it 
purports to be, to put into the form of law the tenth section of 
the pooling bill as an amendment to the interstate-commerce law. 

A great deal has been said about the ‘“‘ frank admission” of my 
friend from Ohio. As a member of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce he was a member of the subcommittee 
that had this matter in charge; he voted for the pocling bill; and 
now, forsooth, because he has the candor to say that if he should 
be upon a committee of conference and had an opportunity to 
vote for the pooling bill he would do it, gentlemen take judgment 
by default against him and say that this is an admission on his 
part that such is the object of this legislation. I do not suppose 
there is a member of this House who, if he had an opportunity 
again of voting on the pooling bill as it passed this House, would 
not vote now as he voted then. 

But that is not the question here. My friend from Ohio admits, 
as I do, the real purpose of this bill, to enact into law the tenth 
section of the pooling bill, which in connection with that bill was 
considered by the House and adopted by 74 majority. This legis- 
lation has already been considered maturely by the House. This 
is simply a method of putting the tenth section before the Senate; 
and I maintain that it is the duty of the House to vote for it just 
as it stands and to take the purpose of it just as it appears upon 
the face of this paper. Ido not believe that this House has passed 
or could pass a more beneficent measure than that embraced in 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate on this question is exhausted. The 
question is on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DocKERY and Mr. STORER were appointed as tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 103, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 2, not voting 76; as follows: 








YEAS—168. 

Adams, Ky. Cadmus, Draper, Hager, 
Adams, Pa. Campbell, Durborow, Haines, 
Aldrich, Cape \ Ellis. Oreg. Hall, Mo. 
Apsley, Caruth, English, N. J. Hammond, 
Avery, Catchings, Enloe, Hare, 
Babcock, Causey, Erdman, Harmer, 
Baldwin Chickering, Everett, Harrison, 
Bartholdt, Clancy, Fielder, Harter, 
Bartlett, Clarke, Ala. Fletcher, Hartman, 
Beltzhoover, Cobb, Mo. Gardner, Hatch, 
Berry, Coffin, Md. Geary, Haugen, 
Bingham, Cousins, Gillet, N. Y. Hayes, 
Boatner, Covert, Gillett, Mass. Heiner, Pa. 
Boutelle, Culberson, Gorman, Henderson, Iowa 
Bowers, Cal. Curtis, N. Y. Graham, Henderson, N.C. 

er. Dalzell, Gresham, Hepburn, 
Bromwell, Daniels, Griffin, Wis. Hermann, 
Brown, Davey, Grosvenor, Hicks, 
Bundy, Dingley, Grout, Hooker, N. ¥. 
Bynum, Donovan, Grow, Hopkins, Pa 
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Houk 
Hulick, 
Hull, 
Jorden, 
Kiefer, 


Lapham, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Fae 
40uden: ger, 

Lynch, 

ahon, 
Martin, Ind. 
M 


Abbott, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
er, 
Barnes, 


Boen, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz, 
rookshire, 
Bryan, 
Cabaniss, 


’ ge 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, 
Crawford, 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Baker, N. HL 
ead 


Burnes. 
Caminetti, 
Childs, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran. 
Cogswell, 


Conn, 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not 


Mercer, Price, 
Meredith, ; 
Meyer, all, 
Milliken, Ray 
Money, . 
Montgomery, Reilly, 
Morgan, yburn, 
Morse, Richardson, Tenn. 
Murray, Ritchie, 
Mutchler, Robinson, Pa. 
Northway, Rusk, 
O'Neil, Mass. Russell, Conn. 
O'Neill, Mo. Schermerhorn, 
Outhwaite, Scranton, 
Page, Settle, 
Pi q Sherman, 
Patterson, Sipe, 
Payne, Smith, 
Pearson, Sorg, 
Pendleton, Tex. oo nger, 
Phillips, Stephenson, 
Powers, Stone, W.A. 
NAYS—163. 
Curtis, Kans. Kyle, 
avis, Lane, 
De Armond, Latimer, 
De Forest, Lawson, 
Docke ter, 
Doolittle, Little, 
English, Cal Lucas, 
pes, Maddox, 
oo” Maguire 
yan, ’ 
Goldzier, Mallory, ® 
iy Marsh, 
Hall, Minn. Marshall 
— werrin, SF 
enry, cl KY. 
Hines, McCulloch, 
tt, c on, 
Hooker, Miss. McEttrick, 
a Ti. oe pe 
uason, cKeighan, 
Hunter, cMillin, 
Moore, 
Izlar, Neill, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Ogden, 
Jones, Pence, 
Kem, Perkins, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’—2. 
Barwig, Kilgore. 

NOT VOTING—%. 
Coombs, Heard, 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, Il. 
Goseae. Tex. sacs. 

rnish olman, 
Crain, Hutcheson, 

‘ Johnson, Ind. 
Dinsmore, Johnson, Ohio 
Dolliver, . 

Dunn ee ae, 
Dunphy. 

Edmun McLaurin, 
Ellis, Ky. McNagny, 
Forman, cRae, 
Funk, Moon, 
Gear, i 
Geissenhainer, ewlands, 
a Pendleton, W. Va. 
Griffin, t 
Hainer, Nebr. Rayper, 


we 
he following pair was announced: 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. Henprrson of Illinois, for the rest of 


the day. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLaTt, one of its clerks, an- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


‘urpin, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 


Wanger, 
a 
Weadock, 


ise, 
Wolverton, 
‘Woomer, 
Wright. 


res. 
Robbins, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Steve 

Stock ‘ 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 8.C. 


Sperry, 
Stone, 0. W. 
Strong, 
Sweet, 


Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woodard. 


nounced that the Senate had passed the following order: 


Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Deprocemtatives that Mr. 
conferees ill (A. R.8767) making 
judicial of the 


Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, 


CALL has been a 


appropriations for the 


one of the 


in place of Mr. GORMAN, excused. 


Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the follow- 
ing resolution: 


the House of Representatives (the Senate SSn 
eulogies delivered in eer upon the Hon. Francis B. Stockbr’ d 
Senator from the State of Michigan, be printed as required b 


Resolved 


tive, executive, and 


on the 


Also, that the Senate had agreed to the 
of conference on the di 


R. 7150) to provide for terms of the circuit and 


rence of the House was 
Also, that the Senate had 


_B. 8097) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to amend an act entitled 


y law. 


of the committee 
votes of two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8231) tc regulate the 
sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for other p . 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bi 


‘without amendment the bill 


That the 
ge, late a 


H. 
district onan of 
the western judicial district of the State of Texas, to be held at 
the city of Laredo, and for other purposes; in which the concur- 


‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes,’ 
— September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory 
ereof.” 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (H. R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railway Company the right to build two branch lines and 
to grant the right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of the 
Red Cross; 

A bill (H.R.6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot grounds, 


etc.; 

A bill (H. R.7177) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of the heirs and devisees of Jon- 
athan Kirkwood, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro 
Electric ilway Company, of Maryland, to extend its line of 
road into and within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2790‘ to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws of 
1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for deducting from the gross 
tonn of vessels of the United States;” 

A bill (S. 828) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Martha 
Curtis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter; 

A bill (8. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull; 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairtax; 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin; 

A bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones; and 

A bill (S. 2178) to provide for the appointment of additional 


4 judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 


for other purposes. : 

Joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing Second Lieut. F. D. 
Rockenbach, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, to ac- 
cept the position of commandant of cadets at the Virginia Mili- 
tary Academy, Lexington, Va.; J 


FUR-BEARING SEALS, ALASKA, “ --~ 


Mr. Witson of West Virginia was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer a 
motion to su d the rules—— 

The SP. . The gentleman from West Virgania has been 
resognized. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 8909) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 


revent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and 
or other . 
The SP. . The bill will be read. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is he: Lf 
authorized and empowered to conclude negotiations with the Governmen’ 
of Great Britain, Russia, and Japan, or any of them, for the appointment of a 

oint commission, to consist of not more than three members from each nation, 
investigate the present condition, habits, and f grounds, both on 
land and sea, of the fur-seal herd in the North Pacific and in Bering 
Sea, from the American to the Asiatic shores, and the methods of slaughter- 
ing the same, and to consider and report what further regulations, if any, on 
land and sea, are necessary for its preservation. 

If such commission shall deem it necessary to visit the shores on the Amer- 
jean and Asiatic side of the North Pacific Ocean, Bering Sea, Pribilof Islands, 
Commander Islands, Kurile Islands, and Robben Island, or any other places 
on or near the North Pacific Ocean and Bering Sea, the President may detail 
a os the United States to convey any or all of said commissioners, with 
the ships of either of said other nations. 

The members of said commission for the United States shall be inted 
by the President. In addition to their necessary pees they Il each 
receive compensation at the rate of not more = oes annum; a secre- 
fry and a stenographer may also be inted for members of the 
United States, at such compensation, in tion to their necessary expenses, 
as may be determined to be reasonable by the President. In addition thereto 
the United States shall bear its proportion of such general expenses of the 
commission ‘as ive Governments may agree upon as necessary. 
The said commissioners fer the United States.and other employees as afore- 
said shall serve until the completion of their report, hereinafter referred to. 
They may be removed by the nt at any and he may appoint 
their successors whenever any vacancy shall occur by death, inability to act, 

tion, or other cause. ey shall report to the President the results 
of their investigation. 

So. 2. That he investigation and report of said commission the 
President of the United States is hereby authorized toconcludeand proclaim 
a modus vivendi with said Governments, or any of them, providing for new 
regulations or suspending or altering the existing re lations established by 
the Paris Tribu: or limiting the catch on the Pribilof, Commander, Kurile, 
and Robben islands, or any of , nany manner that may be deemed ex- 
Se for the preservation of the fur- herd. Said modus vivendi and 

© terms of said commissioners shall ire py limitation, unless previously 
terminated, on the Ist of January, 1897. 

Sxc. 3. That the of the act ap’ a Aa 6. eine an- v 
ishment by fine, imprisonment, and forfeiture of vessels for violation of the 
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articles of award of the Tribunal of Arbitration, are hereby made ap 
to all violations of the modus vivendi herein provided for; and it 
duty of = — to make known by proclamation the provisions of said 
modus vivendi. 

Suc. 4. That all needful expenses incident to the appointment, investiga- 
tion, and report of the said commission, as herein provided for, shall be d 
by the Secretary of the Treasury out of any moneys in the Treasury © 

nited States not otherwise appropriated. 7 

Src. 5. That if the modus vivendi authorized by section 2 of this act be not 
coneluded, and regulations under the same, effectual in the judgment of the 
President for preserving the Alaskan seal herd, be not put into operation for 

this year’s sealing season, then the Secretary of the Treasury, with the ap- 
oroval of the President, is hereby cuthesiand to take and kill each and every 
ur seal, male and female, as it may be found on the Pribilof Islands; the 
skins of said seals to be sold by him tothe best advantage with regard to 
time and place of sale as he may elect, and aereoce thereof covered into 
the Treasury of the United States: Previded, That all needful expensesinci- 
dent to the thoreugh performance of this work of killing seals, 
and transportation of skins, erection of necessary buildings, emp oyment of 
labor, care of the Seal Island and Pribilof natives, incurred by the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall be = by him out of any moneys in the Tre: - of 
the United States not ot ise appropriated: Provided also, That nothing 
in the Revised Statutes, sections numbered 1960and 1961, contained shall pre- 
vent the retary of the Treasury from exercising the authority herein 
conferred upon him to take and kill said seals, but otherwise said sections 
shall remain in full foree and operation. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I askunanimons consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
West Virginia to control the time in support of the motion, and 
some other gentleman on the committee who desires to use the 

e——- 

Mr. REED. Iam willing to take charge of the time, and will 
yield to my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY}. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, if I can have 
the attention of the House for a short time I will endeavor to ex- 
plain the provisions of this bill and the reasons for its adoption. 

This bill has been unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means after a thorough examination of the subject with 
which it deals. The object of the bill is to prevent, if it be pos- 


cable 
be the 


reserving 


sible to do so, the rapid extermination of our fur-seal herd, which 


destruction is imminent under the operation of the regulations 
made by the Paris Tribunal. 

It has been found in a single year’s experience that these regu- 
lations are futile, so far as the preservation of the fur seal is con- 
cerned; and it is demonstrated that at the present rate of exter- 
mination of that herd by Canadian pelagic sealers the entire herd 
will have been destroyed within the course of the next two or at 
the most three years. 

These sealers, under the regulations of the Paris Tribunal, are 
permitted to exercise their business in the Bering Sea and in the 
North Pacific Ocean inall monthsof the year excepting May, June, 
and July, and they are prohibited at all times from sealing within 
60 miles of the Pribilof Islands. 

During the last season, although a permit had been given to the 
fur-seal company that has the contract for taking the seals on 
the Pribilof Islands to kill 20,000, they found it ——— to 
secure more than 15,000. While this was the number slaughtered 
on our own islands, and for which payment was received by the 
Treasury, it was found that nearly 56,000 seals belonging to the 
American herd had been killed in the open sea, in accordance 
with the regulations of the. Paris Tribunal. But, Mr. Speaker, 
that 50,000 does net by any means represent the entire slaughter 
of the herd. Three-fourths were believed to be females hea 
with young; and for every fur seal killed and captured it is esti- 
mated that at least one more was killed whose body was not 
recovered; and the in tors of the United States on the islands 
last summer found in the accessible portions of the island 12,000 
dead pups whose mothers had gone out to sea to feed and were 
killed outside of the 60-mile limit. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will the gentleman from 
West Virginia permit a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. What authority have you 
for the estimate that for every fur seal killed in this pelagic seal- 


ing one is lost? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is, as I understand it, 
the testimony of those who have been engaged in the business, 
and have made that estimate as the result of their observations. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don, but the Treasury agents, as I read their obllaains show that 
they do not recover more than one body in four of those that are 
killed; and some estimates put it as high as one in ten. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That makes it of course still 
worse. Iwas putting the destruction at the most moderate figure 
of the estimates that have been submitted to the committee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is, if ibie, to pre- 
serve our Alaskan seal herd from this certain and rapid extermi- 
nation which seems to await it. 

A bill was introduced by the gentleman from Maine : 
DINGLEY] providing that when the seals reached our islands dur- 
ing the coming season the Secretary of the Treasury should him- 
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self proceed at once to slaughter all of them, so that we might get 
the advantage in money returned from the herd, so far as we 
could do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In case the negotiations for official regulation 
should fail? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. In case the negotiations for 
their preservation should fail. The Committee on Ways and 
Means, after examining this question, have reported this bill, 
which provides, first, for the sending of a commission, to be com- ° 
posed of not more than three commissioners, under arrangements 
with Great Britain, Russia, and Japan, each nation sending 
three men, presumably men of science and of business, to these 
grounds to report upon the habits and condition of the fur-seal 
herd and to report what regulations are necessary for its preser- 
vation. 

The first section provides for the appointment of this commis- 
sion. The second section of the bill provides that pending this 
investigation by a commission the President shall be authorized 
to conclude a modus vivendi with all of these nations, if possible, 
or with any of them that will enter into such a modus vivendi, 
for the preservation of the seal herd. 

The third section of the biil makes the law already in force as 
to the regulations of the Paris Tribunalapply with its penalties to 
a violation of the modus vivendi. 

The last section of the bill provides thatif such agreement can 
not be reached in time for the present sealing season it shall be 
lawful—not obligatory—for the Secretary of the Treasury,in case " 
he should deem the interests of the Government to require such 
a thing, to take and kill the seals when they come to the islands 
during the present sealingseason. This bill, I say again, has the 
unanimous indorsement of the Committee on Ways and Means 
after careful examination of the subject. 

Ireserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. Jonnson}. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, we have tried 
and failed utterly to protect this seal herd. You might as well 
try to restore the buffalo to the Western plains, or to turn the 
prairies of Illinois and Kansas into wolf pastures, as to try to set 
aside the Bering Sea asa preserve for this seal herd. The fer 
seal should have disappeared before man appeared upon the globe 
He belongs to the glacial epoch. His nature is such that it is ut- 
terly impossible for him to live in contact with civilization. He 
can not be tamed. He utterly refuses to touch food in dormesti- 
cation, and when pursued by man, especially on shore, he is inca- 
pable of either defense or flight. He has disappeared from every 
corner of the globe where he has. come in contact with civilization. 

Nothing but a very curious combination of the late discovery of 
the land and the almost perpetual fogs at sea in that part of the 
world has preserved thisherd. Itis boundtogo. Youcanspend 
millions on it, but you can not saveit. The fur seal belongs with 
the mastodon, the Irish elk, and the great auk. Instead of trying 
to struggle against nature; instead of trying to accomplish the 
impossibie; instead of looking with alarm upon the destruction ef 
the seal herd, as the committee say in their report, let us look 
oe complacency upon the government of the universe as we 

it. 

Not by employing the entire Navy can you preserve that seal 
herd over five years. Let us not throw away any more good 
money in resisting the inevitable. We did very well for twenty 
years under the Alaska Commercial Company’s régime. From 
1870 to 1890 they took something like 100,000 prime male seals a 
year without detriment to the herd, and the Government made 
some $6,000,000 from this source; but there it stopped, and you 
can never restore that industry again. Last year we only got §500 
all told as the revenues of the Government from this business, 
while our expenditures, if we include the Paris award, were nearly 
atmillion. In fact, for the last three years the total receipts of 
the Government were only $71,000. 

It is not an American industry. There are not 500 American 
people who earn a living out of the business. The company has 
a contract with the Aleuts, with the natives, who were transported 
to the Pribilof Islands, for the sole purpose of working for this 





company, that they shall have a monopoly of this labor. Nota 
white laboring man gets employment there. In consideration of 


their good behavior and doing their work in a certain way they 
have a contract for the monopoly of the entire labor, and for the 
last three years we have appropriated $19,500 as a part of the pay 
of these employees; for it amounts to that. It has appeared in 
the sundry civil bill as being for fuel, food, and clothing for these 
natives. These Aleuts are not natives of the islands. They were 
brought there for the purpose of working for this company, and 
they have the exclusive right to work for the company. That is 
all the labor the business furnishes so far as these islands are 
concerned. 

Then, when the skins are removed they are all carried to Lon- 
don. Not one of them is tanned in America. There are in Lon- 
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don 50,000 people who find employment in dressing these skins. 
Mr. Blaine, in his letter to the British minister, stated that $12,- 
000,000 had been earned in England as wages by the laboring men 
there in the dressing of these skins. 

There are no more laboring men employed in that business in 
Ametica than there are employed in a single store in this city or 
on a single farm in North Dakota. 

It does not amount to a commercial interest. Instead of pay- 
ing out another quarter of a million of dollars on an international 
commission, as we did last year, let us stop negotiation and save 
what there is left of them by harvesting the entire herd when 
they go ashore next June. e paid last year $124,000 commis- 
sion expense, $158,000 for naval and $40,000 for revenue-cutter 
patrol of that sea, besides over $50,000 in other expenses. Our 
only chance to save anything out of the wreck is to kill and skin 
them all this summer. I propose to offer an amendment, if op- 
portunity is given, to strike out that part about the international 
commission. The last section of the bill, which is simply to cap- 
ture the herd next summer, is all right. For many years that 
herd was simply seen twice a year, like a flock of birds of passage, 
as it skipped through the passes of the Aleutian Islands, its sum- 
mer resort being somewhere in the Bering Sea, to its winter re- 
sort in the Pacific Ocean. For many years the Russians em- 
ployed quite a fleet in trying to find either their summer or win- 
ter resort. They were especially anxious to find their winter 
habitat, supposing that the furs would be more valuable in 
winter than in summer. Finally, about a hundred years ago, a 
Russian navigator discovered their summer resort in the midst of 
Bering Sea. 

Their winter resort or tour is now known both to us and the 
English. Our Treasury agents discovered and reported their 
course prior to 1890, but the Treasury Department very properly 
refrained from 2 pg the reports. In 1892 Sir George Baden- 
Powel employed four English war vessels to follow the herd and 
discover their winter course. He publicly boasted of his success 
in a speech on his return to London. 

English and Canadian sealers furnished with this knowledge 
by the English Government now have the herd at their mercy. 

osed as our seal herd now is, the herds in the South Atlantic, 
South Pacific, Indian Ocean, and Japan Sea have all vanished. 
Ours is doomed. Let it go without regret. They eat 50,000,000 
pounds of fish a day. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the difficulty we have ri- 
enced in settling this question arises from the real or sup in- 
terest of certain Canadians who are engaged in pelagic sealing, 
an industry of very inconsiderable importance, probably not re- 
sulting to them in more than $300,000 or $400,000 a year. All of 
this struggle, all of this contention, all of this loss of our herds 
has resulted from the persistency of those people in participating 
in this pursuit. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have it in our power, and have had every 
moment that this contention has been going on, to coerce the 
Canadian government into an absolute surrender of every con- 
tention or claim that they have on this subject. Wecan do it; 
and if we will simply add a provision to this bill there can be no 
question but that the assent of the Canadian government toa 
speedy adjustment will bo given. I would propose to add to sec- 
tion 2: 

Provided, That during the pendency of the negotiations herein authorized 
and du such further period as he might deem desirable, the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized to suspend the operations of sections 
3005 and 2006 of the Rev Statutes. 

Those sections are the sections that authorize the transportation 
of American merchandise from one place in the United States 
through Canadian territory to another place in the United States. 
Under the provisions of that law last year our railroads delivered 
to Canadian railroads more than 600,000 loaded cars. They vol- 
untarily surrendered that immense portion of our traffic to the 
roads of Canada. Harmful as that would be to the interests of 
our own roads, that harm iv inconsiderable in comparison with 
the other injuries that come to us and that ht come to us. 
These cars pass our frontiers protected only by a little seal that 
costs 4 cents, that can be duplicated easily, and can be removed 
and replaced in a moment. merchandise is on Canadian soil 
without any protection of an officer, without any protection but 
this seal. it recrosses the frontier, coming into the territory of 
the United States without inspection. 

It is delivered, not to the custom-house officers, but to the con- 
signee. No man knows what substitution has taken place. No 
man knows what violation of the customs laws of the United 
States has taken place. We a oh $20,000,000 to the rail- 
roads of Canada, we not only em this gratuity, but we 
do it with the bility of many millions more of loss to the 
revenues of the United States. Now, then, if we will but author- 
ize the President of the United States to oo the operation 
these two sections, under which this participation of theirs in our 
carrying trade is made possible, you will see at once that this im- 
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mense interest in Canada—these railways, that some men say is 
the government in fact—will be united upon our side of the ques- 
tion, and will not be willing to sacrifice this immense interest in 
the effort to preserve a questionable one at most, involving only 
$400,000 a year. 

Now,if gentlemen really want to accomplish this purpose, if 
they really desire to preserve this herd of fur-bearing seals, here is 
a simple solution of the whole difficulty. [Loud applause on the 
— lican side. 

he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Can the gentleman yield me a little further 
time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage of this bill. It em- 
bodies the bill as originally introduced by myself, to which have 
been added four sections, providing for a committee to investigate 
and to negotiate preliminarily. I have no objection to those pro- 
visions, although all this might have been done by the President 
without legislation. 

The reasons for the passage of a measure like this are substan- 
tially these: We bought from Russia, in connection with the pur- 
chase of Alaska, a fur-seal herd estimated to number 7,000,000 in 
1870. This fur-seal herd annually resorts to the Pribilof Islands, 
within the territorial limits of Alaska, coming in the month of 
June and leaving in the month of November. During the time 
that this herd makes its home in those islands within our juris- 
diction the female seals bring forth their young, and after the 
yoneg am have arrived at an age sufficient to enable them to ob- 
tain their own living, which isabout the month of November, they 
leave those islands and pursue their course in various parts of the 
Pacific Ocean. What becomes of them a the time they are 
absent has not been definitely ascertained. They reappear in the 
Pribilof Islands, as I have said, about May or June. is variety 
of the fur seal that makes its home upon the Pribilof Islands is 
the most valuable known in the world. Its fur is more valuable 
than the fur that is obtained from the Japanese or the Russian 
_— The skins are worth to-day in the market from $20 to $30 
each. 

In 1874 it was fa by the experts sent to examine the is- 
lands that the herd numbered about six and a half millions, or, at 
the lowest ible estimate, four and a half millions. It hasbeen 
ascertained, as stated by the official reports presented to the 
House during this session, that that herd has now dwindled to 
about 350,000. This diminution has been caused largely by pelagic 
sealing in Bering Sea and along our coast, and it has Racaies evi- 
dent that unless some measure shall be taken to stop the destruc- 
tion of these animals, within three years this valuable seal herd 
will be lost not only to this country but to mankind. 

It will be remembered that in our efforts to protect this herd 
the United States claimed exclusive jurisdiction of Bering Sea, in 
order to establish regulations that would prevent pelagic sealing. 
It will also be remembered that for the aeebeee of utilizing the 
portion of the herd that could be killed from year to year with- 
out injuring the herd our Government leased, first to the Alaska 
Commercial Company, and second to the North American Com- 
mercial Company, the right to kill a certain number of male seals 
upon the islands during two months of the year, fixed from year 
to year by the Secretary of the Treasury—the last-named company 
now paying the Government about $11 per skin. That right has 
been exercised, and, it being ascertained that the herd was dwin- 
dling for three years the United States suspended entirely theright 
to kill those It was found, however, that all those efforts to 
protect the seals were ineffectual so long as pelagic sealing con- 
tinued in Bering Sea, and therefore we asserted the right to make 
re tions to control sealing there; but all these efforts have failed. 

r. DINGLEY’s time having expired, Mr. WILSON of West Vir- 
ginia yielded him five minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The right of the United States to apply regu- 
lations to the whole of Bering Sea was submitted to the Paris 
Tribunal, and that tribunal decided that Bering Sea was an open 
sea, and that our Government could not prevent palegic sealing 
outside the 3-mile limit. But that tribunal also anthorized cer- 
tain regulations, which it assamed, I suppose, would be sufficient 
to a the seal herd. Those regulations extended to a zone of 
only 60 miles from the islands. They also prohibited the killing 
of the seals by firearms, but not by — 

The result has been that as the female seals go out from the 
islands in pursuit of their food from day to day, going from 150 
to 200 mit es each day, and being absent usually parts of three 
days, these regulations have proved an entire failure for their pro- 
tection. More than that, the prohibition of killing by firearms 
has suggested to these pelagic sealers a much more effective 
method of ee their deadly work by the use of spears. 
It isin that way, by using pees, which do not frighten the herd, 
that the great ction of last season was brought about. Evi- 
denily these tions do not protect the seals, and, as has been 
said by the gentleman from West Virginia, if this destruction is 
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to go on for three years longer this herd, so valuable to the United 
States and to mankind, will be totally destroyed. The herd to- 
day consists of about 350,000. Undoubtedly, if the United States 
should step in and take those seals the skins, with a proper hus- 
banding and salting of them, would be worth at least $30 apiece. 
I estimate, and it is the estimate of gentlemen acquainted with 
the situation, that that herd to-day is worth from ten to fourteen 
million dollars; but if we do nothing, within three years the Ca- 
nadian pelagic sealers will have every one of those seals, and that 
herd, so valuable to this country and to the world, will be de- 
stroyed forever. 

Now, the proposition is to bring this destruction home at once 
to Great Britain; to say to her, and show to her beyond all ques- 
tion, that the regulations of the Paris Tribunal are utterly futile, 
and to invite her, in her own interest, as well as in the interest of 
mankind, to join in making effective regulations; and it is my 
judgment that whenever we can get rid of the malign influence of 
Canada in this matter Great Britain will consent. Great Britain 
herself has always taken an interest in the seals, but the Cana- 
dians have represented that the number was unlimited, and that 
they were actually increasing, although thecontrary was the fact. 
The pending proposition is to reopen this question, and, if we can 
not secure effective regulations for the protection of the herd, to 
step in ourselves and take that which is ours, and not only in our 
own interest, but in the interest of humanity, put a stop to the 
destruction that is now going on, not qnly in the killing of the 
female seals, but in the butchery of the pups with a cruelty that 
is unparalleled. 

I hope that this bill will pass. 

Mr.- WILSON of West Virginia. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire 
to know whether it would be in order for me to ask unanimous 
consent to offer the amendment which I read. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Ican not admit any amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
West Virginia whether the entire time for debate has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Idonot know. Iyielded five 
minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the gentleman exhauste 
time? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not know. I do not 
wish to consume further time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman has any time remaining, 
will he permit me to put an inguiry to him in his time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia has two 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the gentleman, in the first place, 
whether this pelagic sealing on the part of the Canadians has not 
been going on for a number of years? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It has. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, Ishould like to know whether, instead 
of straining now atthe gnatof the preservation of the remnant of 
the Alaska seal herd, it would not have been better to avoid swal- 
lowing the camel of the enormous importations from Canada re- 
sulting from the Wilson tariff bill’s surrender of the American 
market to Canadian products by reduction of duties and free-list 
provisions, thus giving away to Canada infinitely more than you 
are now trying to save from her? 


his entire 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will let the gentleman an- 
swer his own —: 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I will say that the gentleman and his 


committee seem to have strained at the gnat in now seeking to 
save this comparatively inconsiderable seal business, while under 
the tariff bill which he framed we have practically abandoned to 
Canada a great share of our home market for the millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of lumber, live stock, hay, potatoes, and other agricul- 
tural products consumed by the people of the United States. 
e SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
an from West Virginia to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
The motion was agreed to; two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC, 


Mr. BRODERICK. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with 
the amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary, the bill (S. 
1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and 
interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the jurisdic- 
tion and laws of the United States. — 

The bill as amended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any person who shall cause to be brought within 
the United States from abroad for the purpose of disposing of the same, or 
deposited in or carried by the mails of the United States, or carried from 
one State to another in the United States, any paper, certificate, or instru- 
ment purporting to be or represent a ticket. chance, share, or interest in or 
dependent upon the event of a lottery, so-called gift concert, or similar en- 
terprise, offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, or shall cause any ad- 
vertisement of such lottery, ed gift concert, or similar enterprise, 
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offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, to be brought into the United 
States, or deposited in or carrried by the mails of the United States, or 
transferred from one State to another in the same, shall be punishable in 
the first offense by imprisonment for not more than two years or by a fine of 
not more than $1,000, or both, and in the second and after offenses by such im- 
prisonment only. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of sections 3929 and 4041 of the United States 
Revised Statutes as amended, respectively, and the provisions of sections 
2491 and 2492 of the United States Revised Statutes, and of sections ll, 
12, and 13 of the act of Congress of October 1, 189, entitled “ Chapter 
1244. An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and 
for other purposes,”’ and all other provisions of law for the suppression 
of traffic in or circulation of any such tickets, chances, shares, or interests 
in or other matter relating to lotteries, or for the suppression of traffic in or 
circulation of obscene books or articles of any kind, shall apply in support, 
aid, and furtherance of the enforcement of this act. 

Sec. 3. That nothing herein contained shall be deemed to repeal by impli- 
cation sections 3894, 3929, or 4041 of the United States Revised Statues, or any 

art thereof, nor any provisions of the act of Congress of April 29, 878. en- 
itled ‘‘An act to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the District 
of Columbia,” nor any provisions of the act of Congress of September 19, 1890, 
entitled “An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating 
to lotteries, and for other purposes,” nor any provision of the laws whatso- 
ever against the establishment of lotteries, or games, or other schemes, or 
prizes, or chances, or the traffic in or circulation of tickets and other such 
papers or instruments, or the publication of advertisements or notices in 
any wise relating thereto. 

Sec. 4. That the povess conferred upon the Postmaster-General by the 
statute of 1890, chapter 908, section 2, are hereby extended and made appli 
cable to all letters or other matter sent by mail. 


The SPEAKER. Isasecond demanded on this motion to sus- 
pend the rules? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let it be considered that a second 
is demanded and by unanimous consent ordered. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection a second will be 
considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, in 1890 Congress forbade the 
use of the United States mails to companies and individuals for 
the purpose of advertising lottery schemes. That law has been 
evaded by using for such purposes the express, and it has been 
deemed necessary to amend the law so as to prohibit carrying in 
any way matter intended to advertise lotteries. That is the pur- 
pose of this bill. This measure passed the Senate in August, 
1894, prohibiting the bringing in of matter of this character from 
any other country and the carrying of it from one State to another, 
and providing further that the provisions of the act of 1890 shou:d 
be extended to ordinary mail matter as well as registered letters 
This bill has been commended by the Post-Office Department. 
The law as it exists has given the Department much trouble, and 
it asks the amendatory legislation embraced in this bill. I desire 
that the Clerk read the brief recommendation of the Postmaster- 
General on this subject in his last annual report. 

The Clerk read 2s follows: 


A billintroduced in the last Congress and now pending, prohibiting inter- 
state carriers from transporting lottery matter and extending the provi 
sions of the second section of act September 19, 1890, to ordinary matter 
seal, which would authorize the Postmaster-General to issue order 
all ordinary matter under seal addressed to lottery concerns or the nts 
to the senders when known, or to the Dead-Letter Office when n 
will, in my opinion, if passed, strike at the root of this great evil and eradi- 
cate it. I therefore recommend that the law be amended so as to extend the 
provisions of said second section of the act of September 19, 1890, to ordinary 
mail matter under seal. 


Mr. BRODERICK. This is the recommendation of the present 
Postmaster-General 

Mr. GROUT. And that is all thatthis bill provides for—to ex- 
tend the previous legislation on this subject to ordinary mai! mat- 
ter? 

Mr. BRODERICK. This will not only extend the law of 1890 to 
ordinary mail matter, but will prohibit the introduction of matter 
of this kind from any other country and prohibit its transporta- 
tion from State to State in this country. | 

A few years ago we had but one lottery in the United States, 
Public sentiment was aroused against it. When the institution 
was driven out by the legislation of Congress and by the States it 
was reorganized in the territory of Honduras, and has been operat- 
ing from that territory throughout the States of the Union, so that 
to-day, instead of having one lottery, as we had a few years ago, 
we have anumber. This lottery business has grown to such an 
extent that it has shocked the moral sense of the people of the 
entire country, and it ought to be suppressed. This bill ought to 
pass. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I want two or three 
minutes only. 

Mr. BRODERICK. In favor of thie bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I rather think I am for it. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I will yield the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I prefer to be recognized in my own 
right, as I asked for the second. 

Mr. Speaker, I have great confidence in the ability and knowl- 
edge of the gentleman irom Kansas; and while I do not know all 
that I might desire to know in reference to this bill, I am willing 
to follow him and vote for it. Having said that much, I want to 
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add a word, to which I would be glad to have the attention of the 
House and I trust the Speaker as well. 

Senate bill No. 1778 was passed July 17, 1894. Unless objection 
is made I will print it in my remarks; it is very short. It amends 
the interstate-commerce law by making the railway corporations 
liable to indictment as for a misdemeanor in case of violation of 
its provisions. It does away with the penalty of imprisonment 


for a violation of its provisions—in my judgment a wise bill—and 
I think the interstate-commerce law ought to be so amended. 
The Committee on Interstate Commerce of the House reports 
back, however, the Senate bill, striking out all after the enacting 
clause, and amending it by a provision aoe (agen A the same, 
except that it is longer, and moved to suspend the rules and pass 
their amended bill this morning. They failed in that motion, it 
being rejected by the House. 

Now, if I can be recognized by the Speaker, believing that that 
Senate bill ought to be passed, 1 will move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill to which I have referred; and I believe it should 
receive the approval of the House without a single objection, and 
we willthen have, under the interstate-commerce law, the rail- 
way corporations directly liable, and the agent of the corporation 
not subject to indictment and imprisonment. I think it 1s a most 
desirable change. I would be glad to vote for it, and would have 
been glad to vote for the recommendations of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee this morning, which might probably have pre- 
vailed had it not been, as I oy for the frank and manly 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio . STORER], that if in 
his power there would come back from the conference committee 
not this bill or the House amendment, but the pooling bill added 


to it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having said that much, I again appeal to the 
Speaker, after this bill has n disposed of, or some time durin 
the afternoon, at his own convenience, that I may be recogniz 
to move to suspend the rules and pass the Senate bill. Iread Sen- 


ate bill 1778, as follows: 


An act (8.1778) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1887. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 10 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended March 2, 1889, 
be further amended by addin g the following clauses thereto: 

“Whenever any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act isa 
corporation such corporation may be prosecuted as fora misdemeanor under 


any of the foregoing provisions of this section, and upon conviction shall be 
subject for each offense to a fine not exceeding $5,000. 

Whenever an indictment shall be found under the provisions of this act 
against a corporation the service of ay writ or other process thereupon, or 
for the prosecution thereof, shall be sufficient if a copy of such writ or process 
be delivered to and left with any officer or agent of such corporation resident 
in the judicial district wherein such indictment may be found.” 

Sxe.2. That so much of section 10 of said act as provides for punishment by 
imprisonment is hereby repealed. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken on 
the motion I have made my attention has been called to a slight 
clerical error in the body of the bill. At the end of line 8, in sec- 
tion 2, the period after the word “forty-four” should be stricken 
out and a comma added, and the following word “an” should 
begin without a capital letter. 

‘The SPEAKER. Without objection the modifications will be 
made before the vote is taken. 

‘There was no objection. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof. 


CATHERINE P. CULVER. 


-. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 684) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver having met, after a full and free confer- 
a pe agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
@S5 Tollows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the 
Senate, and agree tc the same. 5 
JAMES A. D. RICHARDS, 


A. R. KTEFER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. KIEFER. I ask the adoption of the report. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, there is no statement accompany- 
ing this report. Let us have some explanation of it. I see that 
the conferees on the part of the House recede from their disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. KIEFER. The Senate adopted the sum of $500 in the bill 
in place of $840, which was recommended by the i on 
Claims of the House. The bill as it passed the House carried $840, 


while the Senate committee reduced the amount to $500, to which 
amount the House conferees have agreed. 

Mr.SAYERS. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. KIEFER. I ask the adoption of the report. 

The report was agreed to. 


CLAIM OF WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia 
the sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to 
credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia, under the pro- 
visions, conditions, and limitations of the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
credit and y to the several States and Territories and ;:the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied under the act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861,” which act was approved March 2, 1891, 
the sum of $181,306.93, less the sum of $27,328.18, which was paid to the £m; 
ernor of the State of West Virginia on the 25th day of August, 1891, to be held 
in trust for the citizens and inhabitants of said State, notwithstanding any 
claim by the Government of the United States against the State of Virginia. 


The SPEAKER. Is asecond demanded? 

Mr.RAY. I demand asecond. 

Mr.TERRY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. RAY. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Ray and Mr. TERRY were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 171, noes 8. 

Accordingly, a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] to control fifteen minutes in favor of the 
proposition, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] to 
control fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I trust that I may have the careful 
attention of the House in this matter. It is almost purely a ques- 
tion of law, and as the salient points of it are embodied in the re- 
port of the committee—and 1 will say that it is a unanimous 
report from the Judiciary Committee—I think if the House will 
pay close attention they will have no doubt of the correctness of 
the claim of the State of West Virginia in this case. 


Under the act of Congress approved on the 5th day of August, 1861, there 
was collected by the United States Government from the inhabitants of the 
counties of Jefferson and Berkeley, then a part of the State of Virginia, now 
of West Virginia, the sum of $27,328.18. 

Under the provisions of the same act there was paid from the treasury of 
the State of West Virginia its proportion of the tax under said law, aggre- 
gating the sum of $153,978.75. 

Under the act of Congress approved March 2, 1891, entitled “An act to 
credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress 
serioees August 5, 1861,” the State having fully complied, as determined by 
the Treasury officials, with all the provisions and_conditions of said act, the 

overnor of the State of West Virginia made application to the Treasury of 

e United States for the payment of the two sums above set forth. 

On the 25th day of August, 1891, A. C. Matthews, Comptroller, certified for 
payment the sum of $27.328.18, to be held in trust by the State of West Vir- 

inia for the benefit of the perenne from whom the tax was collected, or their 

l representatives, which sum has been received by the State. 

n November 4, 1891, the First Comptroller certified the sumof $153,978.75, 
the amount which had been paid from the treasury of the State to the Gov- 
ernment under the act of August 5, 1861, ‘‘to be credited as a set-off against 
the amount due from the State of West Virginia for her proportion of the 
undivided indebtedness of the State of Virginia to the United States for In- 
_ a funds that were invested in Virginia bonds prior to the divisien of 

e State.’ 

The debt due the United States as trustee of the Indian fund is shown by 
the records of the Interior Department as a debt charged against the State 
of Virginia, as will be seen -. reference to the communication of ‘us 
Bussey, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, which communication will be 
found in the appendix to the report in this case, markea Exhibit A. 

The action of the Comptroller was based upon the decisionof the Attorney- 
General, dated August 12, 1891, addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
hereto annexed, marked Exhibit B. 

The opinion of the Attorney-General was based upon his construction of 
section 3481, United States Revised Statutes, which reads as follows: 

‘“ Whenever any State is in default in the payment of interest or principal 
on investments in stocks or bonds issued or guaranteed by such State and 
held by the United States in trust the Secretary of the Treasury shall retain 
the whole, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of any moneys due on 
any accoutt from the United States to such State, and apply the same to the 
payment of such principal and interest, or either, or to the reimbursement, 
with interest thereon, of moneys advanced by the United States on account 
of interest due on such stocks or bonds.” 

It will be observed from the opinion of the Attorney-General that the right 
or remedy sought to be exercised by the Treasury rtment under this 
section is that of set-off; and to determine the pr — its attempted 
exercise in this case it becomes important to inquire as the nature and 
quality of a debt or demand that can be used as a set-off, and when we look 
to these we find that the very first essential is that “to authorize a set-off the 
debts must be mutual and due to and from the same parties.” (27 Ark., 478; 
Waterman on Set-Off, second edition, page 26.) 

Now, in the case of an undoubted debt due from the United States to West 
Virginia, and a disputed claim of the United States against West Virginia on 
account of a demand alleged to be due from West Virginia to old Virginia,a 
debtor of the United States, there can surely be no such mutuality as is re- 
quired under the well-settled principle of law above referred to, neither is 


Rec) 


1895. 





the demand due to and from the same parties. But, going a step further, we 
find that to authorize a set-off, ‘‘ The demands must be certain as well as mu- 
tual.” (Waterman on Set-Off, page 332.) 

Now, there is not even a pretense that the alleged claim of the United States 
against West Virginia is for any certain amount, and the Attorney-General, 
in = letter to the governor of West Virginia under date of August 7, 1891, ex- 

essly says: 

PES The only question before me, then, is, does the right of set-off exist, ifa 
debt is found to exist. * * * Whether there is such a debt, and, if there 
be, what may be its amount, are all questions with which I have nothing to 
do.’’ (See Exhibit C.) ; 

This utter lack of certainty is surely fatal to the right of set-off sought to 
be exercised by the United States in this case. Says Waterman on Set-off, 


The reason why a set-off is only to be exercised when the de- 
mands are fixed and ascertained by the admissions of the parties, by judg- 
ment or something equivalent, rendering equally certain the right and the 
amount, is obvious. ere the exercise made general, as the proceeding is of 
a summary nature, the parties would be eae ved of the ordinary modes for 
trial of contradicted claims and of the established methods of revision and 
redress for error.” 

It will thus be seen that the right of set-off attempted to be 
exercised by the United States against the claim of West Virginia 
in this case is clearly in contravention of well-settled principles of 
law, and that it is contrary to the very first essentials of the law 
of set-off, namely, that to authorize a set-off the debts must be 
mutual and due to and from the same parties; and there is no pre- 
tense of mutuality in this case. : : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why do you designate this as a set-off? Why 
can you not call it a cross demand or counterclaim? . 

Mr. TERRY. Because the Attorney-General in his opinion 
speaks of it as a set-off, and that is the natural construction of 
section 3481, and it has never been considered otherwise. 

Surely, Mr. Speaker, if we stand by the law the case of West 
Virginia is impregnable, and when I have called attention to 
these well-settled principles of the law, that ought to be enough 
to show any lawyer that this pretended set-off claimed by the 
United States can not be allowed in this case. Surely, Mr. 
Speaker, it can not be proper, in the summary proceeding under 
section 3481, to deprive West Virginia of the ordinary modes of 
trial and review upon controverted questions upon at least four 
important points. Now, what four important points do you cut 
her off from by this summary sequestration that is attempted by 
the Comptroller? You shut her off from any hearing upon the 
following questions: 

First. Is she indebted to the State of Virginia on any account? Second. Is 
she indebted on account of the Indian trust-fund bonds? Third. If so in- 
debted, then in what amount? Fourth. If so indebted, and in a certain 
amount, isany portion of that amount, under the constitutions and laws of 
Virginia and West Virginia, and of the laws of the United States, due and 
payable by West Virginia to the United States? 

There is not a particle of law to show that, if West Virginia 
owes old Virginia, under the constitution and laws of either State 
any part of it is payable to the United States. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. TERRY. Mytimeis verylimited. I haveonly a few min- 


utes. I should be delighted to yield to the gentleman if I had 
time. I will state tothe gentleman that I have not the time to go 


over this matter in detail, but_it was decided by Attorney-Gen- 
eral Black in 1858, and it was decided also by the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury in 1868, upon the question of withholding the 
amount due to West Virginia on account of her quota of arms. 
It was then decided that it should not be withheld on account of 
any alleged indebtedness to old Virginia, and that report was 
approved by Secretary McCulloch. TheAttorney-General doesnot 
pretend that there is any debt, but he simply says that if there is 
a debt, the right of set-off exists. That is all there is to it. 

Recurring to section 3481, it will be seen that it simply provides: 

“That whenever any State is in default in the payment of interest or prin- 
cipal on investments in stocks or bonds issued or guaranteed by such State 
and held by the United States in trust, the Secretary of the Treasury may 
retain,” etc. 

Its very langu shows that it is limited to cases where the amount of the 
indebtedness of the defaulting State to be used as a set-off is a mere matter 
of computation, based on written obligations and requiring no determination 
of vexed and complicated issues. 

Now, it must be extremely apparent in the present case that the ascertain- 
ment of the proper amount to be used as a set-off could only be reached by a 
determination of what amount, if any, may be owing tothe State of Virginia 
by the State of West Virginia, and presents anissue upon which both of those 
States have aright to be heard, and, over and above that, the State of Virginia 
would have the right to be heard upon the question as to whether or not any 
portion of a debt due to her from West eee should be impounded or 
appropriated by the Government of the United States. 


Now, I think that any lawyer who will examine this section 
8481 in the light of a principle so familiar in the profession in re- 
gard to the law of set-off will see that there is no authority of 
law whatever to withhold this money from West Virginia. I will 
say to the members of this House that this isa justclaim. Every 
State in the Union has been paid her money except the State of 
West Virginia, and I hope members on both sides of this Cham- 
ber will see that it is just and right to pass this bill at this time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


d015 


——— 


Mr. HAUGEN. Hasthis resolution been reported favorably by 
a committee of this House? 

Mr. TERRY. It has been reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and I regret that the limited time allowed 
for debate will not permit me to more fully set forth the reasons 
upon which that report is based. 

Mr. ALDERSON. It was reported favorably by the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the last Congress and of this Congress alse. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I went to the Clerk’s desk a minute ago, and 
the Clerk informed me that the resolution that was on the desk 
had not been reported by the committee. 

Mr. ALDERSON. This resolution was unanimously reported 
by the Committees on the Judiciary in the Fifty-second and the 
Fifty-third Congresses. It was also unanimously reported by a 
Senate committee of the Fifty-second Congress, and it passed the 
Senate unanimously in the Fifty-second Congress. That is the 
fact about it. 

Mr. TERRY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has only four and a half min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. ALDERSON. It was reported unanimously by the Senate 
committee in the Fifty-second Congress and passed the Senate, 
and it has been unanimously reported by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the House in this Congress. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then I understand that the copy the Clerk 
had was not a copy of the resolution reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [I rise te a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the condition of the time now? 

The SPEAKER. Four and a half minutes remain to the gen- 
tleman from West Virgimia in favor of the proposition and fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from New York against it. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, in the fifteen minutes allotted for 
opposition to this bill it will be, of course,impossible for me to 
review the legislation which has led up tothe conditions giving 
rise to this claim or the facts bearing upon it. But these matters 
ought to be familiar to most of the members of this House, and if 
there be no objection I will print with my remarks in the REcerpD 
the report of the Democratic minority filed in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress on the subject of these claims. 

This bill if enacted into law will carry from the Treasury of the 
United States to the State of West Virginia the sum of 


aDO 


$183,000. This sum is claimed to be due to that State as a retund 

of the direct tax, a tax that has been refunded by act of Congress 

and paid to all the other States that paid such taxes, I believe. 
Mr. CAPEHART. Will the gentleman allow me to inforra 


him that $27,000 of this amount has been paid by the Govern 
ment to West Virginia’? 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman states that $27,000 of thi 
been paid. 

Mr. TERRY. For money paid to the inhabitants. 

Mr. RAY. Iwill not stop here to controvert that statement. 
The bill would carry, then, in the neighborhood of $160,000. 

Mr. TERRY. One hundred and sixty-three thousand dollars is 
the amount. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that in the Fifty-first Congress, when it was proposed to 
refund this tax, the Democrats of this House took ground 
against it; and I wish to print with my remarks the vi 
minority, prepared by the Hon. Wilham C. Oates, then a mem- 
ber of this House and now governor of the State of Alabama, 
Mr. Rogers, Mr. Stewart, and Mr. WILLIAM L. WILSON, agreeing 
with Mr. Oates in condemning the proposition to refund this tax. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. You are entirely mistaken. 

Mr. RAY. Was it another gentleman of the same name? Then 
I withdraw the statement. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I tried to get this bill throuch 
the House by unanimous consent and the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows] objected. 

Mr. RAY. I withdraw the statement, if it was another « 
tleman of the same name who served in the Fifty-first Conm 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It was not another gentle- 
man. The gentleman certainly does not want to misrepresent 
me? 

Mr. RAY. I say I withdraw the statement. 


ssum has 


Cws OL tne 


Mr. ALDERSON. You say you withdraw the statement as to 
Mr. Wison; but you should withdraw it entirely. It was ona 
different proposition. It was on a proposition to appropriate 


money to pay all the States. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I did not yield to the gentleman for a sp : 
and the gentleman, when he has denied my assertion, has done ali 
he is called upon to do. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Well, the gentleman is mistaken about it. 

Mr. RAY. I have before me the report wpon this subject, and 
they take strong ground against the whole proposition—— 

Mr. ALDERSON. The entire proposition passed-—— 
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Mr. RAY. And I wili insert it in my remarks. 

Mr. ALDERSON. And all the States got their money except 
West Virginia. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, do not take all my time when I am talking. It 
is not proper. 

Mr. ALDERSON. But these are the facts. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAY. Idonot. Iam sorry time is limited. Now, I de- 
sire to say that the proposition to pay West Virginia has been be- 
fore this House during the last four years four or five times and 
met with defeat on each occasion. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It has never been voted on. 

Mr. RAY. I did not say there had been a vote upon it; but I 
said it had met with defeat each time it had been brought up. 

Mr. TERRY. Unanimous consent was asked to pass it and one 
man beat it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
mit an interruption? 

Mr. RAY. i will yield to my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ido not think the gentleman from New 
York desires to be misunderstood in this matter. The minority 
report to which he refers was made against the passage of the act 
of 1891, which provided for the refunding of $20,000,000 to all the 
States concerned. The bill which is now before the House never 
has been reported adversely, nor has any minority report been 
filed against it. ‘ 

Mr. RAY. I concede that, and I did not want to be understood 
as asserting that there has been any minority report made in re- 
gard to the particular bill under consideration. I have been speak- 
ing of reports made in the Fifty-first Congress on the question of 
refunding any of these taxes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. You were misunderstood over here. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I regret that. But, Mr. Speaker, what I did 
intend to be understood as saying was this, that in the Fifty-first 
Congress a minority report to which I referred was written on 
the subject of the refunding of these taxes. It covered the sub- 
ject of the proposition to refund, and at that time these gentlemen 

have named took ground against it. Now, I desire to ask them, 
if you were against it then how can you be for it now? 

Mr. ALDERSON. The gentleman’s own State got $2,200,000 
under that act. 

Mr. RAY. Suppose we did. Is that any reason why, upon a 
question of law and of fact, you should take a different ground 
to-day from what you took then? 

Mr. ALDERSON. But if you were entitled we are entitled 
under the act. 

Mr. RAY. Does the fact that the State of New York, under a 
law passed by Congress, has received a certain sum convert you 
on a question of law and of fact so that you will vote differently 
to-day from what you voted at that time on the merits of the prop- 
osition? 

Mr. ALDERSON. Weought to stand on the same footing with 
your State. After we appropriated the money for all the States 
you got your money and we did not get ours, and now we want 


ours. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman from 
New York permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RAY. Ican not yield. I desire to have some portion of 
my time, Mr. Speaker. Now, what is the real ground of opposi- 
tion to the passage of this bill? Under a law passed by the Fifty- 
first Congress the State of West Virginia comes here asking us to 

ay her this amount of money—whether it be $160,000 or $180,000, 
Edo not care; that makes no difference now. Gentlemen claim 
that this amount of money is due to West Virginia. The money 
would be due, and no man on this side of the House would have 
any objection to paying it, were it not for these facts. The State 
of Virginia—Virginia as she was, embracing what is now West 
Virginia, as well asthe territory of the present State of Virginia— 
is indebted to the United States and has been for forty years, asis 
shown by a document which I have before me, Exhibit D in the re- 
port on thisvery bill. From that document it appears that there is 
now owing to the United Statesfrom the State of Virginia, includ- 
ing the territory that isnow West Virginia, upon bonds, thesum of 
$796,000, —_ which only $23,000 interest has been paid. At the 
time West Virginia was separated from the Union, at the time 
that new State was organized, it was provided as follows: 

The new State of West Virginia shall take upon itself a just proportion of 
the public debt of the Commonwea!th of Virginia prior to the lst day of Jan- 
uary, 1861, to be ascertained by charging to it all State expenditures, etc. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Go on and read the “ and so forth.” 

Mr. RAY. Iwillinsert the remainder of itin my remarks. The 
ordinance authorizing the new State and the constitution of West 
Virginia provide as follows: 


Section 9 of the original ordinance of the convention of the State of Vir- 
ginia authorizing the formation of the ‘new State’ (West Virginia) says: 

“The new State shall take upon itself a just ay rtion of the public debt 
of the Com monwealth of Virginia prior to the y of January, 1861, to be 


Will the gentleman from New York per- 


ascertained by charging to it all State expenditures within the limits thereof, 
and a just proportion of the ordinary expenses of the State government 
since any part of said debt was contracted; and deducting therefrom the 
moneys paid into the treasury of the Commonwealth from the counties in- 
cluded within the said new State during the same period.” 

By an act of the general assembly of Virginia, passed May 13, 1862, consent 
was given to the formation and erection of the State of West Virginia accord- 
ing to the boundaries and under the provisions set forth in the constitution 
for said State of West Virginia and the schedule thereto annexed, pens 
py Ce peueearoen which assembled at Wheeling on the 26th day of Novem- 

Section 8 of article 8 of the constitution of West Virginia, above referred 
to, is as follows: 

“An equitable proportion of the public debt of the Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia prior to the Ist day of Jeuety. in the year 1861, shall be assumed by 
this State (West Virginia), and the legislature shall ascertain the same as 
soon as may be practicable and provide for the liquidation thereof by a sink- 
ing fund, etc.” 

Mr. ALDERSON. If you read on you would see that we are 
required to pay what we may owe to Virginia and not to the 
United States. We do not admit that we owe anything. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman let me interrupt him with 
a question in — to the Virginia debt? 

Mr. RAY. Ihave not time. Now, Mr. Speaker, that indebted- 
ness of Virginia, including and embracing what is now West Vir- 
ginia, has never been paid. West Virginia declined to assume or 
to pay any part of that indebtedness. She declines and refuses to 
assume her just proportion of it, as she is required to do under 
her agreement. 

Mr. ALDERSON. We say we do not owe anything. 

Mr. RAY. And until she does pay that, until she does assume 
her just part and portion of the debt which Virginia owes the 
United States, we should decline to pay this money to West Vir- 
ginia. Let Virginia and West Virginia agree between themselves 
as to what is a just proportion of that debt for each to bear, if 
there is any contest about it. We on this side of the House claim 
that West Virginia’s just proportion of that debt owing to the 
United States is greater than the amount that would be coming 
to West Virginia from the United States under the law passed by 
the Fifty-third Congress. As that money is due the United States 
from West Virginia, let her come in and agree with Virginia as 
to what is the just and fair proportion for her to pay, and then, 
if there is any balance due her, we will gladly pay it, because the 
United States Government at all times, under all circumstances, 
believes in paying its just and honest debts; but we want justice 
done now and a full and fair settlement. 

I desire to call attention to another fact in this regard, namely, 
that the States of the Union, among themselves, and the United 
States, in dealing with the several States of the Union, deal and 
always should deal, upon equitable and just principles, and not 
upon strict legal technicalities. Itis said that it is the State of 

irginia that owes the United States. But when the debt was 
created and when it matured West Virgixis was a part and a par- 
cel of Virginia and owes the debt just as much as Virginia owes 
it. Again, itis said that when West Virginia agreed to pay her just 
Qror of the debts of Virginia it was an agreement to pay 

irginia and not the United States. This I deny. She made 
the promise as a condition of Statehood, and made it to the United 
States, and if not, the promise would and does inure to the benefit 
of the United States and of nee of Virginia for whose 
benefit the promise was made. not a legal it is an equitable 
offset or counterclaim, and will be so recognized in every country 
on the face of the earth. 

Therefore it is not only unwise but futile for gentlemen to 
come here and say that the United States can not point to any way 
by which it can obviate a strict legal technicality, and can not, 
therefore, get rid of this claim; that we are barred from taking 
broad, just, and equitable grounds as between the United States 
and the State of West Virginia. I say that in adjusting this mat- 
ter, in determining the merits of this question, we should stand 
upon broad, equitable principles as well as wu strictly legal 
grounds, and equity and right must control all legal technicali- 
ties. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPE R. One minute. 

Mr. SWANSON. In that one minute will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RAY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SWANSON. Has the gentleman ever examined the report 
of Mr. Spooner, to whom were referred the affairs between Vir- 
ginia and the United States, in which report the statement is made 
that, counting those $5,000,000 worth of bonds, this Government 
was indebted to Virginia about $1,000,000? 

Mr. RAY. Ido not remember that I have examined that par- 
ticular report; but if Mr. Spooner has said anything of that kind 
I beg leave now and here to differ with him. I have a right te 
my opinion, and I can say that I believe, on equitable principles 
as well as on legal principles, there would be a large sum due to 
the United States from the State of West Virginia. This bill 
onan not to pass, and every Democratic vote ought to be con- 
trolled by the report filed by the minority in the Fifty-first Con- 
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gress, and which is as follows, and is the one before referred to by 
me: 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The bill is substantially the same as that which originated in and passed 
the Senate early in the first session of the Fiftieth Congrent a Senate bill 
No. 139. It was by a ee of the Committee on the Judiciary favorably 
reported to the House February 21, 1888. The minority of said committee at 
the same time presented their views in opposition to the bill, which they now 
adopt and which are as follows: 

on. William C. Oates Se the fellowes 20 the views of the minority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary against said bill: 

Toaid in defraying the expenses of a war then impending, Co , on 
August 5, 1861, panel an act = direct tax of $20,000,000 annually upon 
the people of the United States; and apportioned the same among the several 
States of the Union, the District of Co umbia, and the Territories, accordin 
to population as shown by the census of the preceding year. The assessmen 
was, the act provided, to be laid upon all the lands and lots of — and all 
iaproveauiske thereon owned by persons or corporations, an uired the 
assessor to value the same at what they were worth in money on the Ist day 
of April, 1862; and that the Government should have a lien upon such property 
for the tax from the date at which the same was payable. Pas 

The law further provided that any State or Territory and the District of 
Columbia might assume the payment of the tax thus laid upon the people 
within its borders, and if notice thereof was given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by the second Tuesday in February, 1562, such State or Territory 
and District should be credited with 15 per cent of the amount assessed for 
collecting the same. : 

On July 7, 1862, Congress passed a supplemental act applicable to the States 
in rebellion, whereby the tax apportioned to them was c upon all the 
lands and lots of ground (except such as were exempt from taxation) accord- 
ing to their valuation as ascertained by the last State or Territorial assess- 
ment prior to January 1, 1861; and arule was thereby prescribed as to the pro- 
portion of said tax which each piece of property should bear, and for com- 
missioners to be appointed to make such collections. 

This last-named act made no provision for the assumption of the tax by any 
State or Territory, but affixed a penalty of 50 per cent for the failure to pay 
the same when due, and also declared a forfeiture of the land and that the 
title should be vested in the United States. The commissioners appointed 
made sales of some property and collected some of the taxes directly from the 
owners of lands in a few scattering localities in the Southern States, and in 
some instances, as at Beaufort an acre country in South Carolina, sales 
were made by illegal methods, particularly in respect to giving notice thereof, 
a for the reparation of damages done thereby a bill is now pending in this 

ouse. 

Some of the commissioners above named failed to make settlements and 
ay over to the Treasury the amount of their collections, and to this day 
hese defaulters remain debtors to the Government in large sums, which the 

Treasury officials have never yet succeeded in collecting. The States which 
engaged in insurrection or rebellion, against whose people some portion of 
said ‘lirect-tax assessment remains unpaid, are Alabama, Arkansas, Florida. 
Georgia, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Vi , the assessment to Louisiana having been paid in full. A balance 
also remains due of the assessment apportioned to Colorado and the Territo- 
ries of Utah and Washington, making a total balance uncollected of $2,562,- 
401.29; but $8,409.43 having nm collected from Wisconsin in excess of her lia- 
| , Which deducted leaves a total net balance uncollected of but $2,553,- 


The States and Territories which did not en in insurrection, but ad- 
hered tothe Union, and the District of Columbia, with perhaps a trifling 
exception, assumed the payment of the tax assessment apportioned to their 
inhabitants respectively, and received credit on the books of the Treasu 
for 15 per cent of the assessment for compensation for such assumption an 
collection of the tax. Payments were not in every case promptly made, but 
the total collections, including the 15 per —_- to the States, as shown by 
the books of the Treasury, aggregate $17,533,678.32. 

Congress passed acts from time to time suspending the collection of the 
remaining two and a half millions of this uncollected tax, the last of which 
was approved July 23, 1868, and carried the suspension up to January 1, 1869, 
since which no effort has been made to collect — pars of it except by set- 
off, which the Supreme Court has recently declare be inadmissible in all 
eases wherein the State did not assume the tax; and none of the Southern 
States assumed it, which leaves the assessment to this day a liability on the 
real estate within those States, and not a debt against either of such States 
in any sense. 

The Congress and Government of the United States, under the mellowing 
influences of time and reflection, in a spirit of conservatism and wisdom most 
becoming to a conquering power, at last recognized the hardship of requir- 
ing the Southern people. in their prostrated and impoverished condition, to 
pay, this tax, and with the exception of the matters of set-off above referred 

, have, since the last suspension, treated the obligation to pay itas canceled 
and cast it into the scales with other losses produced by the great war. 

For this wise and commendable course toward our people we are profound] 

teful. But now, after twenty years of silence upon the subject of sai 

x, when the Treasury is plethoric, confronted by a troublesome and increas- 
ing surplus, resulting from excessive and unnecessary taxation of the people, 
the anxiety of certain gentlemen, in the interest of covetous manufacturers, 
to disburse that surplus and dispense with the necessity of present reduction 
of tariff duties is perhaps the moving cause, the paternity of the bill now 
under consideration for the adjustment of this ancient tax business. 

Let us next inquire what this Senate bill which the majority of your 
committee recommend to this House ay eed to do. The first section 
makes it the duty of the Secretary of the ‘I jury to credit to each State 
and Territory and the District of Columbia a sum equal to all collections 
made from them and their inhabitants, respectively, under the said direct- 
tax act. As proposed to be amended this credit is to be equal to all collec- 
tions by set-off or otherwise; that is to say, all collections made from the 
States or their people in any manner and by any and every means employed. 
Therefore the or ee of credits which this bill proposes will be, in round 
figures, $17,500,000. e second section simply remits and relinquishes the 
$2,500,000 still uncollected. 

The third section appropriates from the Treasury “such sums as may be 
necessary to reimburse each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia 
for all many ee due to them under the provisions of this act’’—i. e., in 
the agerega $17,500,000—and directs the Treasurer of the United States to 
pay the same to the governors of the States and Territories and to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, and whatever t of the sums so 

id which were collected by the United States directly from the inhabitants 

S$ required to be held in trust by the governor for the benefit ‘‘ of those per- 

— or inhabitants from whom they were collected or their legal representa- 
ves." 

An amount of the sums so paid equal to whatever collections of said tax 
were made by the United States directly from the inhabitants is to be held 
by the co in trust for the = who paid it or their legal representa- 
tives. is trust is to continue for six years, during which time all claims 
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must be presented and proven, or be forever barred; and after the six years 
all of the trust money remaining in the hands of the governor or Commis- 
—- of the District is to belong to the State, Territory, and District, re- 
spectively. 

_. These are all the substantial provisions of the bill. It will beobserved that 
it does not provide for a distribution of the money to any of the people whe 

d it, except to those from whom the Government collected it directly. 

uch collections were made only from the people in the Southern or insur- 
rectionary States, as all the other States ml Territories and the District of 
Columbia, almost without exception, assumed the auota assessed to their peo- 
ple and obtained the 15 per cent allowed them for collecting. Therefore the 
people of the loyal States and Territories of the Union are not at all inter- 
ested in or affected by the provision of the bill creating a trust and attempt- 
ing to restore the tax to the people who paid it. As to these States and Ter- 
ritories, the bill proposes merely ‘to reimburse each of them for all money 
found due to them under the provisions of this act,” and the first section 
makes due to each State and Territory and the District of Columbia a sum 

ual to all collections made from them and their people. 

Exhibit A, attached to this paper, is a statement of the condition of the di- 
rect-tax accounts, as shown by the books of the office of the Register of the 
Treasury, February 18, 1888, by which it will be seen that $2,124,874.08 of the 
$20,000,000 assessment was allowed to the States for collecting the same, and 
that in addition, in 1882 and 1884, there was paid from the Treasury on the 
same account to the States of California, Kansas, Nevada, and Oregon, in 
the te, over $48,000, and that over $15,000 to Nebraska and $62,618 to 
or e of their respective liabilities were remitted by the First Comp- 

roller. 

Now, these payments for and on account of collections, to the extent of 
near two and a quarter millions, were taken out of the total assessment, 
and hence “collected ’’ as a part of the tax, and therefore must be included in 
the credits to be apres to the States and Territories, as provided in the first 
section of the bill; making the total amount to be appropriated by the third 
section about seventeen and a half millions, as hereinabove asserted. That 
section, after making the appropriation, directs the Treasurer to pay the sums 
made due by the first section to the governors of the States and Territories, 
who are not bonded officers, or who, if under bond, are not fiscal officers nor 
fiscal agents of their respective States and Territories; and if bonded, their 
sureties would not be iiable for an embezzlement or misappropriation of the 
money directed to be paid to them by the bill. 

e New York, for illustration, which would receive over $2,600,000, and 
though the character of her present governor is deservedly high and above 
any taint of suspicion, we submit the question, would it be sound legislation 
to intrust him without bond witha sum so large? It seems to us that this 
feature of the bill has not been well considered nor properly guarded; nor-.is 
the proviso creating a trust and appointing the chief executive officer of a 
State or Territory the trustee a wise or sound provision, for the reason that 
the Federal Government through the Congress or all of its Departments 
combined can not confer a power or jurisdiction upon a State officer and 
ous him to perform it. he power or duty conferred in any case may be 
declined or exercised by the State officer in his discretion by the assent of, or 
in the absence of dissent of, his State, whose servant he is. 

The only possible answer to this objection is the strong probability that 
none of the governors would decline to receive the money. It will also beob- 
served that the trust proposed is to continue for six years. No governor of 
any State or Territory holds his office for so long a term, and yet the bill fa‘ls 
to provide for the trust to to the successors. 

Abstaining for the present from further criticism of the structure of the 
bill, the next and most serious question which confronts us is, has Congress 
the constitutional power to it? 

In all cases in which taxes have been illegally collected a promise by im- 
—— arises on the part of the Government to return the taxes thus taken. 

oone questions the power of Congress to lay a direct tax; nor that, wher 
so laid, it must be Se among the States and Territories according 
to population, and that its collection can be enforced only out of the lands 
owned by the people within the States and Territories, including the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. These are propositions as to which there is no room for 
controversy. 

The intimation in the report of the majority of the committee of the prob- 
able unconstitutionality of the 15 per cent provision of the direct-tax act is 
unsound, and we do not take it to be ——7 meant; for Congress havin 
the unquestioned power to lay, apportion, and collect the tax, certainly ha 
the choice of means which was deemed appropriate for that purpose. 

The Government of the United States in the exercise of a constitutional 
power laid and collected this direct tax, and — it to a constitutional 
purpose—that of the common defense. Tliose who paid it, whether States or 
citizens, have no claim whatever, either in law or equity, for the return of 
any of it. It belonged absolutely to the Government of the United 
States, and hence the reimbursement of the States, Territories, and District 
of Columbia, which the bill proposes, is a pure gratuity; and the Constitution 
ques nes confer upon Congress any power to make the appropriation or pass 

No doubt the friends of this measure contemplate the appropriation out of 
moneys now in the Treasury, as one of the many plausible schemes for dis- 

ing of the surplus and making generous and widespreading distribution 
hereof, instead of applying it to the payment of the debts of the United 
States, and thereby diminishing to some extent the $48,000,000 of interest 
which they are annually paying. But will they assert that Congress has the 
wer now to lay a direct tax of $17,500,000 upon the people of the United 
Btates for the purpose of paying the identical appropriation which this bill 
proposes to e? And yet if this appropriation be constitutional there is 
no _— about the power of Congress to raise the money by any of the 
methods and powers of taxation conferred by the Constitution. 

Will the friends of this bill claim that itis a rightful exercise of the con- 
stitutional power to tax—to lay upon the people a direct tax in this year of 
1888, to reimburse the States and Territories for the payment of a direct tax 
laid in 1861? If so, why may not Congress, with equal pr ypriety, lay and col- 
lect this year a direct tax sufficient to reimburse the Statesand people who 
paid the direct taxes laid and collected in 1798, and again about the close of 
the last war with Great Britain? 

Section 8 of Article Iof the Constitution empowers Congress to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises for three general purposes, viz: 
(1) To —— debts; (2) to provide for the common defense, and (3) to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the United States. Can it be said with any 
degree of truth that these taxes, which were légally laid, collected, and ap- 
plied a quarter of a century ago, constitute a debt in any sense of that word? 

The mere statement of the question is its own refutation. Is this appro- 

riation proposed by this bill for the common defense? Isa single dollar of 

© money by its terms to be applied to the construction of ships, or pur 
chase of guns and materials of war, or for the erection of forts and pr 
viding coast defenses, or to raise, equip, or maintain an army, or inany other 
wise to provide for the common defense? Nothing of the kind can be di 
covered among its provisions. On the contrary, it is “to reimburse these 
States, Territories,” etc., money paid in obedience to lawfu 
and applied to the common defense in actual war twenty-five } 
is substantially a proposition to give a large amount of money to a } 
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the States and Territories of the Union; in the language of the bill, “to re- 
imburse"’ them for money which they as States and Territories did not pay, 
but which was paid by the landowners within their borders. 


Next let us inquire if the appropriation proposed by this bill falls within 


the third grand purpose for which the taxing er of the United States may 
be exercised, i. e., to provide for the welfare of the United States. 
We bold, in accordance with sound interpretation and the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the party to which we belong, that this clause does not confer power 
upon Congress to do whatsoever the majority wills, but to lace Congress u 

strictly within the powers enumerated in the Constitution and such implied 
— as are ~ eneepeed to be exercised in order to give force and efficacy to 

ose expressed. 

In vain do we look through the twenty-eight express =ts of power to 
Congress in the Constitution to find any to which this 1 is applicable, or 
which in any remote degree, by implication or otherwise, confers the power 
to pass it. The best informed of the latitudinariun constructionists, who 
contend that Congress has “the power of appropriation,” as they call it, in- 
dependent of those enumerated in the Demietien, concede that the pur- 
pose for which the appropriation is made must be general and not local, and 
even this stretch, or, as we hold, erroneous assumption, is net broad enough 
to invest Congress with the rightful power — this bill. We use the 
word “rightful” as the synonym of constitutional, and to distinguish it from 
am fulmen. ee : 

ne powers expressly conferred upon Congress y and collect taxes are 
plenary and unlimited, and if there be no limits to the powers of appropria- 
tion the United States is a Government of unlimited power. Such a con- 
stroction blows up the Constitution as with dynamite, and would change the 
character of the Government, and in the course of time imperil the liberties 
of the people. It substitutes the unbridled discretion of Con fora writ- 
ten Constitution which for one hundred years has maintained a Government 
the most marvelous and successful of any in the history of civilization. 

The people of this country are more vitally interested in restricting Con- 
gress, in the matter of a to the powers conferred by the Con- 
stitution than they are in any other of the visions of that charter, 
for the reason that these are more frequently transcended and abused, usur- 
pations popularized and disguised by the large amount of treasure ;: 
and thus the money of the people is ap riated by their servants and used 
for the destruction of their liberties, w the restrictions upon the 
in the Constitution were intended to preserve. They need not fear un- 
limited powers of taxation conferred if the money be not misapplied, 
but appropriated only to the constitutional objects and purposes of the Gov- 
ernment. If — only to these, taxation will soon conform to the neces- 
sities created thereby, the burdens of the people will be borne without mur- 
mur or complaint, and they will have os to fear. 

Passing from the question of power, we will next consider the bad policy of 
the bill. If passed it establishesa bad eae precedent,and nowhere 
on earth is a bad precedent more potential for evil than in the Con; of 
the United States. This bill commits its supporters to the of 


raising money out of the people by the exercise of any and ali powers of 


taxation, direct or otherwise then, upon any pretext of in- 
equalities or to relieve the books of the Woeavery ireen a muddle, to the 
only, as a convenient mode of ad- 


money over to the States, or a part of them 
qanent, 2 —— method of bookkeeping! It is entitled to 
@ paten i , 

he pretext substantially set forth in the report of the committee rec- 
ommending the passage of this bill is thatit is a necessary and proper method 
of adjusting a among the States and Territories growing out of 
the failure to collect one-eighth of the direct-tax assessment. Inequalities 
are unavoidable in the laying and collecting of a direct tax, either in time of 
war or peace, for the reason that it is practically a tax on land and appor- 
tioned am the States, not according to the value of the land, but accord- 
ing to population. It is not, therefore, laid or apportioned to 
wealth or ability to pay; hence the of one State ten times as thy 
as the pam of another State with ce the tion would have to pay 
bat one-l as much of the tax as the le of t rer State. 

A discovery of these difficulties doubtless caused an abandonment of the 
direct-tax act, for it expressly laid $20,000,000 annually, and no effort was 
made to collect under it but for the first year of 1ts existence. Su this 
bill passes. Will it lessen the burdens borne by the taxpayers of in the 
States and Territories 1 to the Union? Does it p to them in 
statu quo or restore to them, or if dead to their heirs, that which was taken 
from them by the ? The bill provides that the money shall be 
given to the States and Territories and rict of Columbia, from which it 
was provided. It does not provide for the return of the money to the peo- 

who paid it to these States and Territories, who acted in the collection of 
as agents of the Federal Government. 

When the tax was assumed by the States and Territories they collected the 
same directly from the taxpayers, and therefore if anyone was wronged 
the collection of this tax it was the persons who paid it. If the sup 
wrong is to be remedied, it can only be done by returning the money to those 
from whom it was taken, and not to the States and Territories where such 


persons resided at the time of payment. 

At this point wo anticipate the entof convenience. It may be 
conceded that at this late day the Federal Government can not undertake to 
search for and find each on who paid the tax, or his heirsif he be dead. 
But the friends of the bil claim that substantial justice will be done v- 
ing the money to the States and Territories whose citizens paid it. us 


= how that a a a it at kay of their prennt —— 
© taxpy wenty-five ago ge percen hem have 
emigrated to the Western or donthern States and Territo: more 


have died, and their children have in large part likewise 
ward and southward. Many others who were then in reumstances 
and owned large real estate, and hence paid a of the tax, in the vicissi- 
tudes of e are how poor, and some : 

What interest have any of these in the eae oon 
to the present taxpa: of the State? aS 6 taxpayers 
to-day —were, twenty-five years not of the United States or tax- 
payers within the State which would be benefited by this bill. In the ever- 
shifting tides of fortune some of the “ bloated bondholders” now resident in 
Wall street and other money centers of the Eastern States were not taxpay- 
ers in 1842, and did not a dollar of the direct tax, yet they would be greatly 
relieved of the pb Nee oe Ae pp Dg 

which 


the millions bill p: 
But what consolation does that afford? What justice will thereby be done? 


tually 
but when we come to consider how the Sta 
share in the grand distribution, the discrimination 
States and Territories and in favor of the Eastern 


parent. 
Let us test it by the 
niation of 5,052,871, will get, if we take the amount of net collections 
ike Miearas abiccatemtae araien 830.86; while on the 


same Kansas, with a of 
ratio of popalation wpproxininta I in favor of en tecant the ratio 


west- 


the Western 
is still more ap- 


of money will a: 
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of the Tenth Census. New + ly, a 
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braska, with a palates, of 452,401, will receive $19,312. Compared with New 

York, its population is as 1 to li, while the bill will distribute the money it 

puprcntiaee in the peoporiies of $1 to Nebraska for every $114 to New York. 
inois, with a population of 3,077,871, approximating three-fifths of that of 

ad Sa oy under this bill would receive but $1 for every §2.25 received by 
ew York. 

Other comparisons might be made to illustrate the invidious inequalities 
which the bill would perpetrate, and were the present population of the 
States adopted as a basis instead of that of 1880 they would be still more glar- 
ing. Again, many of those who paid this tax while residing in the older 
States of the eastern part of the Union are now citizens and residents of the 
Western and Southern Statesand Territories, and wesubmit thatitis hardly 
fair to follow them up to their new homes and tax them again for the benefit 
aa yond ns and to reimburse the States in which they lived when they 

e : . 

It is no answer to say that the Treasury is now plethoric and can well spare 
the millions which this bill proposes to distribute. It is to be hoped that the 
burdens of taxation, though indirect, which bear so heavily wpon the people, 
will be partially removed before the adjournment of the present session of 
Congress; and yet the Government must be supported, eighty-odd millions 
appropriated to pay pensions to the soldiers, many millions more to meet the 
interest on the public debt and for the improvement of our rivers and har- 
bors, so that we find no difficulty in applying all the present surplus in the 
Treasury or soon to come in to some of the legitimate, constitutional pur- 
— of government. No valid excuse can be furnished for misappropria- 


on and raids wpon the Treasury. 
purpose would be subserved by the 





We therefore conclude that no good 
passage of this bill. Inequalities of burdens imposed by the direct-tax act 
would not be equalized. othing would be accomplished except a violation 
of the Constitution and the establishment of another mischievous precedent. 

But if the House determines to _ this bill in order to adjust inequalities 
in the matter of the direct tax of 1861, then we insist upon going further back, 
taking into the account and adjusting still more glaring inequalities in the 
burdens borne and favors received from the Federal Government among the 
States of the Union. 

In 1836 there was a surplus of revenue in the Treasury, and then,as now, 
there was a fierce desire to disburse it. Neither the President nor 
could find any power or authority in the Constitution to distribute it am 
the States. y had no such progressive statesmen then as now, for it 
not occur to them that there was any constitutional power in Con to 
“reimburse the States for two prior collections of direct tax. While more 
ee they a a little less - a ob med logic, for moe at ——— So 

esu passing an ac’ is as a deposit or loan surplus 
to the Seema States of the Union. 

The tabular statement attached hereto and marked Exhibit B shows the 
total of deposits and the amounts which the States sharing in it respectively 
received under the act of June 23, 1836. In making this distribution complete 
justice was not done, as several of the States did not receive their due pro- 
— notably among these were the States of Arkansas and Virginia, 

one of them ever returned it to the Federal Treasury. 

It may be said that it was not intended by the authors of the measure that 
the S ever should return it. This is very likely. It may have been in- 
tended to flank the Constitution and raid the surplus, but if so, that is just 
what the bill under consideration will do; and, if it is to be pomnet, why not 
broaden its provisions so as to take into the account this $28,101 ,644.91, so as to 
— the inequalities among the States involved in that matter? 

e insist — it. There are inequalities touching that distribution other 
and greater than those above named. That $28,000,000 deposited with the 
States named does not, by the letter of the law under which they obtained 
it, belong to them but to the Government of the United States; and what- 
soever belongs to the United States is the common property of the people 
of all the States and Territories of the Union, i. e., they have a right and 
interest in it in common. And the following States (to say nothing of the 
Territories), to wit, California, Colorado, Florida, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, Nevada, Oregon, Texas, Wisconsin, and West Virginia, never re- 
ceived any part of that distribution. They areas muchentitled by the terms 
of the law to share in that $28,000,000 as any of the States which s in it. 

The late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Folger, in a letter to Hon. A. J. 
Warner, then a member of Congress, concerning a proposition to repay the 
direct tax, used the follo language touching this matter: 

“It is worthy of consideration, too, whether this isnot a suitable occasion 
to deal with the matter of the Federal surplus moneys deposited, or to be 
deposited, with the States by the act of 1836 (5 Stat. at Large, 55-207). Why 
may not those States which made payment of their portion of the direct tax 
under the act of 1861 be debited in the settlement proposed by the bill before 
yest committee with the amount of that deposit made with them and be paid 

balance, and thus the liability to the United States under the deposit act 
be extinguished? Thus the anomalous state of things existing under the last- 
named act would be ended so far as those States are concerned. 

“Itis true that some of the States, as Virginia and Arkansas, for instance 
may not have received their full —— of the deposit fund of 1836, and 
it is true that in remitting the liability of the States to a the deposit with 
them there will, as to some of them, be no claim for a refund under this bill 
against which liability may be set off, and that therefore complete 
equality of benefit and burden may not be realized. It is well to consider, 
however, whether, inasmuch as it is desirable that the relation of creditor 
and debtor between the United Statesand the States be closed, it should not be 
doneat this favorable opportunity, though at the sacrifice of Sear 
ity. Inconnection herewith, I refer to the fifty-third section of the d tax 
act (see 12 Stat. at Large, $11, 312), and suggest that there may be in- 
stances in which the principle of that section may be ied.” 

We will offer an amendment to the bill at the proper time to embrace this 
last matter in the distribution proposed, with a view to making it more equi- 
table and just to thesevera!l States and Territories of the Union in respect to 


both these matters. 

Nor are we content to stop at this point with the mere adjustment of in- 
equalities in the matters already discussed, but insist npon going further and 
righ amuch greater wrong ina matter of taxation t any above re- 
ferred params questay than any in the history of the Government. We 
have above and here repeat a perfectly correct p tion, 
that taxes unlawfully taken from the people constitute a debt w the 
Government should pay. It has always been the practice of Congress, with 
few excep’ torestoreto parties taxes which the United States have ille- 
4 Pe ee 1, 1862, and subsequent datory acts, 

ly ac aly 1, , su uent amen ry 
a tax was preg te raw cotton en — gr gap ie —— — 
money paid Treasury agg i 99. uu men 
owing the ns in each Stave 


sh total collections ,and the sums collected annu- 
ally from 1863 to 1868, both inclusive, is attached hereto and marked Exhibit 
That tshows that some part of said tax was collected in thirteen 


©. statemen 
> the — and ons eran which adhered to one supported the Union 
UW war, uding Kentucky, Missouri, and Maryland, aggregating 
$s sor ah This may be accounted for as follows: 
At the breaking out of the war much of the crop of 1860 was held by brokers 
and factors in the Northern States for the producers. (eer 
orthern 


crop of 1861 from the border States also went into the hands 





1895. 


factors; also during the war and just after some cotton found its way into 
Northern States and Northern ports without pa of the tax, and 
hence collections were made where the cotton was found, the United States 
having a lien thereon for the tax. Ina large majority of instances the pay- 
ment of this tax fell upon the ae the factor very naturally deducting 
it, as he would storage and other expenses, from gross amount of sales an 
account to the producer only for the net balance. 

It is therefore fair to presume that very little, if any, of this tax burden 
was borne by ons outside of States in which the cotton was produced. 
But $64,935,121.56 of this tax was collected in the Southern States, either di- 
rectly orindirectly, from the producers, and that ata time when their fortunes 
were wrecked, their plantations-laid waste, their substance exhausted by a 
devastating war unparalleled in modern histery, and their labor system rev- 
olutionized and unreliable. Many millions more, which never reached the 
Treasury, were taken from these peopleand embezzled or stolen by collectors 
and their thieving assistants. Was it not a fitting time tocalla t in col- 
lecting the two and a half millions of ungollected direct tax? 

We have already referred to section 8 of Article I of the Constitution 
of the United Statesas conferring upon Congress the unlimited power of tax- 
ation for all the purposes of government enumerated in that instrument. 
There is, however, in that section one restriction, one limitation, upon this 
taxing power, which Congress has no right to transcend. Itis the last clause 
in that section, and in these words: 

6 But all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


States. 

The duty laid upon raw cotton could not be uniform throughout the United 
States, because cotton upon which it was laid and collected could not be 
raised or produced anywhere within the jurisdiction of the United States 
except in the eleven Southern States which attempted in 1861 to secede from 
the Union, usually called the insurrectionary or rebellious States, and to a 
very inconsiderable extent in Kentucky and Missouri. It was a notorious 

hysical impossibility to raise or produce raw cotton anywhere within the 

Jnited States except in the thirteen States last referred to. The language 
of the statute imposing this tax was: 

“There shall be paid by the preducer, owner, or holder, wpon all cotton 
produced within the United States * * a tax of — cents per pound,” ete. 

The last and most oppressive of the amendatory acts in relation to said tax 
was approved July 15, 1886, entitled “An act to reduce internal taxation,” 
etc., but m fact increased the duty imposed upon cotton from 2 to 3 cents per 
pound. Under its provisions two-thirds of the total amount of the tax was 
collected. It will be observed that it was not a war measure, but enacted 
more than a year after the peace. 

The constitutionality of the laws imposing this tax has never been decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, and hence remains an open ques- 
tion, but ome which to our minds and in the light of common sense needs but 
to be stated in order to be seen. Hon. Tomas C. MoRagz, of Arkansas, in a 

able speech upon this subject, delivered in the House February 14, 1887, 
envndies folowing —-= language a the duty im oncotton: 

“As such itshould be uniform throughout the United States. The fact that 
the duty was on raw cotton, which could only be produced in a part of the 
States of the Union, precludes the idea of uniformity throughout the United 
States. Of the sixty-eight millions collected under the laws, nearly all was 
coliected from_citizens of the Southern cotton States,and the citizens of the 
Northern States paid no tax cerresponding toit. When it was stated in the 
debates upon the Constitution that under the taxing clause certain States 
having property peculiar to its climate and surroundings might be oppressed, 
Mr. Madison very promptly and emphatically repudiated the idea, and de- 
clared that the Constitution did not admit of 1t,and insisted that either in the 
rule of apportionment or of uniformity all States and their interests would 
be protected. If the cotton tax can be sustained, then the rule of uniformity 
a utterly failed of its purpose and imposes ao restrictions on Congress 
whatever. 
an ction 9 of Article I of the Constitution declares, among other things, 

at— 

* No tax or duty shall be laid on articles rted from any State.” 

When this clause was under consideration in the convention which framed 
the Constitution Mr. Ellsworth said: 

“There are solid reasons against Co! taxing exports: First, it will dis- 
courage industry.as taxes on imports discourage luxury. Secondly, the prod- 
uce of different States is such as to prevent uniformity in such taxes. There 
are indeed but a few articles that could be taxed at ail, as tobacco, rice, and 
indigo, and a tax on these alone would be partial and unjust. Thirdly, the 
taxing of exports would engender incurable jealousies."’ 

We believe that the cotton tax was unconstitutional on both the grounds 
above set forth. To say the least, in the language of Mr. Ellsworth, this cot- 
ton tax was “partial and unjust.” The following amendment to the bill, 
which was presented to the committee and rejected, will be proposed in the 
House when the bill is reached for consideration: 

“Szc. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to credit and pay to each State a sum equal to the amounts 
collected therein, respectively, as a tax or duty on raw cotton under the pro- 
visions of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amenda- 
tory acts thereto, which sums, when so credited and paid, shall be accepted 
and held by such States to be disposed of as their respective legislatures may 


direct.” 
WM. C. OATES. 
JNO. H. ROGERS. 
JOHN D. STEWART. 





Exnresit A.—Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the sev- 
eral States and Territories of the Union under section 8, act of August 5, 1861, 
as appears from the books of the Register's Office, February 18, 1888. 











Amountim- | Amount col- oe 
State or Territory. posed,ete. | lected, etc. = 
II i isenthbeen tensions $529, 313.33 , 520. 24 $506. 793. 09 
ai cela tense a 261, 886. 00 54, 701.18 107, 184. 8&2 
(*) NO ae 254, 538. 67 AEE feeteenitienenes 
SINE «<n urinsiemeeeshinoata 22, 905. 33 22, 189.96 715. 37 
$46,232.10 | Conmecticut............ 308, 214. 00 TT Ennnvercetcistnhania 
TIN vc tienen unarnaiioatnd 3,241. 33 i a scrrninemininiulien 
+ 4,350.50 | Delaware .............. 74,683. 33 ED Penctianinceace 
District of Columbia -. & 
Florida _. 
Georgia .. 
171,982. 70 | Milinois 
185, 731.30 | Indiana................. 
SO ON 
(*) ea 71,738.33 
107,054.90 | Kentucky __.....--._--. 713,005.33 
BR itniceenacoce 385, 886. 67 
63,123.00 | Maine .................- 420, 826. 00 
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EXxHisir A.—Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the sev- 
eral States and Territories of .the Union, etc.—Continued. 


Balance 















| | 
15 per cent s Amount im-| Amount col-| ~ ll 
owance. State or Territory. posed, etc. | lected,ete. | oe nited 
ates. 
$65, 523.50 | Maryland............. B.S8 | 9971, 200-68 j.............. 
123,687.19 | Massachusetts et: - ROE we Be 
75,264.50 | Michigan .............. 501, 765.33 GIRO ED Ciibdetnenccad 
16,278.60 | Minnesota ............. 106, 524.00 2, 245.40 
Mississippi ...... Spee pianans 415, US4. 67 113, 324. 66 
114, 169.10 | Missouri_............... 761, 127.33 646, 958. 23 
(t) TT 19,312.00 | 19, 312.00 
i iencnttiis exten! 4,582. 67 4, 52. 6 












New Hampshire ....... | 218.4 
New Jersey ...........- | 459 
Wew Mexico. ........... i &2,6 
New York ............../| 3,408, 
North Carolina ........| 576, 
Ms 1,567, 
I cient inectecreneerdiindl 3, 14 
Pennsylvania .......... 1, 946, 
Rhode Island.-.......... 116, 
South Carolina........- 353, 57 
Tennessee .............. 669, 
SS ae. 355. 
ES 1s Giritadan 
.. aS 211, 068. 00 179, 407.80 |. .... 
_ "> SaaS: 729, 071.02 442,408. 09 286, 662.93 
Washington.-........... 7, 735.33 4,268.26 | 8, 487.17 
West Virginia ......... 208, 479. 65 281, 306.93 |. 
RU a clienectcinisicoensinie 519, 683. 67 528, 098. 10 oii 
20, 000, 018.19 [15, 360, 499. 48 | 
Total indebtedness } | 
I cin achnnrsescannsiashiiditteeninainctie 2, 562, 401.29 
Deduct balance due | } 
Ni hc cn aeriidgi ee iindeabidadidlaioal 8, 409. 43 
Net indebtedness 
to the United | 
SEIU cicithanainiadll Atilenhitiidieneiimrendiaimabiatediie- meds » aga. SO 





* Payments made on account 15 per cent allowance for cost of assuring col- 
lection, viz: 


To California, September 10, 1884. .............................. $31, 583.9% 


Ee Un, UNNI OR, TI cee cco necewnccce |, 208.58 
To Nevada, September 3, 2664. ......................-. 655. 90 
To Oregon, September 16, 2084 ........................-.. nee 5, 281.00 
+In oat on compromise. 
¢ Nebraska— 
, EE ee a 
Amount allowed by First Comptroller, March 27, 1884, under 
titers tnitnisiadiicdenincanncetuminanuandams  aeened 
19, 312. 00 
§New Mexico: Amount allowed by First Comptroller, March 27, 
1654, under act July 1, 1862__.....___.- ha “ 


ee ee ... $82,648.00 
i Section 1, joint resolution February 25, 1867, authorized c 

the Treasury to transfer $205,479.65 of the amount origi? 
ginia to the State of West Virginia. 


‘ ry @& 
ion Vix 


L. W. REID, Acting Register. 








ily impose 


Exursit B.—Statement of the amount due from the several States, deposited 











with them under act of June 23, 1836, viz: 
ihasbdicinienenndchinescigiltagcbicains iibitaia 
State. | Amount, | State. Amount. 

Sn ee ee 5,898.25 || Now York __.......__. | $4,014,590. 71 
New Hampshire ......- 40,086.79 || Pennsylvania......._.| 2.967, 514.78 
Vermont ............... 669,086.79 || New Jersey _......._- | 754, 870, AO 
Massachusetts ......... 1,338, 173.58 |} ) 2 4 
Connecticut ...........-. TUL, 670. 4 4 
Rhode Island_.......... S82, 335. 3D 14 
2a 286, 751.49 477,919.14 
pO Ee 286, 751.49 2 KH. 
Maryland ..............} 955, 838.25 1,433, 757.39 
Virginia ...............| 2,198,497.9 1,433. 757.89 
North Carolina 1, 43%, 757.39 Re, 335. 80 
South Carolina... 1, 051, 422.00 751.49 
Georgia ......... 1,051, 422. 08 Sn aus 
Alabama ........-~-.~--- 669, 086, 79 || WO Sirmione 28, 101, 644. 91 





‘ 


L. W. REID, Acting Register. 


Exuisit C.—Tabdle showing the total amount of cotton tax collected within 
each State and Territory. 








} 
State. | Amount. | State. Amount. 
i en rs. ta ee 
ARE SEES | $10, 988, 672.10 || Missouri _..........-- $592, 098.38 
ee een 2, 555, 638.48 | New Jersey ---.......-- | 3, 8. 42 
See 490.04 || New York --.......... | 867, 42.68 
Comnecticut............ 193.64 | North Carolina _...... | 3,959, 704.87 
ai cas til | fe. aaa | $ 27.12 
Se ddaininmiad | 91,997,094.98 | Pennsylvania._.._____| 8, 535.06 
cial eerppasiosaid 379, 144.42 || Ri Isiand ...... 73 
Seeiemn.......... Soivihel 2,727.22 li 41 5 
I Ta ek | 286.15 7,9 71 
Rettecky .............. | BGR, B27.45 5, 5 * 
Louisiana .............. | 10,088, 591.00 | 1, 375. 34 
Seerwnen ._...........] 51, 349. 52 5 87 
Massachusetts ........- 66, 679.30 |} = 
Mississippi -_........... 8, 742, 95.95 || 68, O72, B83. 9D 
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Collections of duty on cotton for the years 1863 to 1868, both inclusive. 
(Taken from the books of the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. } 





For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1868.......... 2-2. -2--00 22-000 $351,311.48 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864... . 2.2.2 -..... - 22.00 eenene 1, 268, 412. 56 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1865...............----...---ee0 1, 772, 983. 48 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1866_..............--.-.-------+ 18, 409, 654. 90 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1867 ..............-.--.-.- eneene 23, 769, 078. 80 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1868 ......................<0.- «= 22,500, 947.77 

Making the aggregate sum Of.......... 2... 2... eens cones 68, 072, 388. 99 


Early in April, after the filing of these reports, the bill came up in the 
House for consideration under peculiar circumstances, and its discussion led 
to filibustering, which kept the House in a deadlock for eight days, until, by 
agreement reached among the Democrats, it was broken by an adjournment, 
and the bill went over to the next session. In December following, in pur- 
suance of said agreement, it was again taken up, and, after a three-days’ 
debate, it was passed, with 9§ Democratic and no Republican votes against it. 
It was amended in the House, and after aconference between the two Houses 
the bill was finally d precisely in its present form and terms, and thus 
it went to the President for his approval, which it did not receive. On the 
2d day of March, A. D. 1889, he returned it to the Senate with his objections. 
The veto message is so accurate and lucid in statement, so cogent in reason- 
ing, and ro in deduction that we adopt it entire as expressive of our 
views. It is as follows: 

“To the Senate; 


“T herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 139, entitled ‘An act 
to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861.’ 

“'The object of this bill is quite clearly indicated in its title. Its provisions 
have been much discussed fa both branches of Congress and have received 
emphatic legislative sanction. I fully appreciate the interest which it has 
excited, and have by no means failed to ——— the persuasive presenta- 
tion made in its favor. I know, too, that the interposition of Executive dis- 
approval in this case is likely to arouse irritation and cause complaint and 
earnest criticism. Since, however,my judgment will not permit me to as- 
sent to the legislation proposed, I can find no way of turning aside from what 
appears to be the plain course of official duty. 

“On the 5th day of August, 1861,a Federal statute was d entitled ‘An 
act to provide increased revenue from imports to pay interest on the public 
debt, and for other purposes.’ 

“This law was p at a time when immense sums of money were needed 
by the Government for the prosecution of a war for the Union, and the pur- 
pose of the law was to increase in almost every possible way the Federal 
revenues. The first seven sections of the statute were devo to advancing 
very largely the rates of duties on imports;.and to supplement this the 
eighth section provided that a direct tax of Bp ene 000, should be annually 
laid, and that certain amounts therein specifi should be seer tenes to the 
respective States. The remainder of the law, consisting of 50 sections, con- 
tained the most particular and detailed provisions for the collection of the 
tax through Federal machinery. 

“Tt was declared, among other things, that the tax should be assessed and 
laid on all lands and lots of ground, with their maar ovemenas and dwelling 
+houses; that the annual amount of said taxes should be a lien upon all lands 
and real estate of the individuals assessed for the same, and that in default 
of payment the said taxes might be collected by distraint and sale of the 
goods, chattels, and effects of the delinquent persons. 

“ This tax was laid in execution of the power conferred upon the General 
Government for that pu by the Constitution. It was an exercise of the 
right of the Government to tax its citizens. It dealt with individuals, and 
the strong arm of Federal power was stretched out to exact from those who 
owed it support and alle ce their just share of the sum it had decreed 
should be raised by direct taxation for the general good. The lien created by 
this tax was upon the land and real estate of the ‘individuals’ assessed for 
the same, and for its collection the distraint and sale of personal property 
of the ‘persons delinquent’ were permitted. 

**But while the direct relationship and responsibility between the individ- 
uals taxed and the Federal Government were thus created by the exercise of 
the highest attribute of sovereignty, it was provided in the statute that any 
State or Territory and the District of Columbia might lawfully ‘assume, 
assess, collect, and pay into the Treasury of the United States’ its quota of 
said tax in its own way and manner, and by and through its own officers, as- 
sessors, and collectors; and it was further provided that such States or Ter- 
ritories as should give notice of their intention to thus assume and pay, or to 
assess, collect, an pay, into the Treasury of the United States such direct 
tax should be entitled, in lieu of the com tion, pay per diem, and per- 
centage in said act prescribed and allowed to assessors, assistant assessors, 
and collectors of the United States, to a deduction of 15 per cent of the quota 
of direct tax apportioned to such States or Territories and levied and col- 
lected through their officers. 

“Tt was also provided by this law and eee et the next year that 
certain claims of the States and Territories the United States might 
be applied in payment of such quotas. Whatever may be said as to the effect 
of these provisions of the law, it can hardly be claimed that by virtue thereof 
or under any proceedings under them the ae hme pa quotas of this tax be- 
came debts against the several States and Territories, or that they were lia- 
ble te the General Government therefor in every event and as principal debt- 
ors bound by an enforceable obligation. 

“In the forty-sixth section of the law it is provided that in case any State, 
Territory, or the District of oe after notice given of its intention to 
assume and pay, or to levy, collect, and pay, said direct tax wopersoees to it, 
should fail to pay, the amount of said direct tax, or any part thereof, it should 
be lawful for the Secretary of the Treas to appoint United States officers, 
as in the act provided, whose duty it should be to proceed forthwith tocollect 
all or an tof said direct tax, ‘the same as though said State, ee 
or District had not given notice nor assumed to levy, collect, and pay d 
taxes or any tag thereof.’ 

“Am y of the States undertook the collection of their quotas, and 
accoun for the amount thereof to the eral Government by the oa 
ment of money or by set off claimsin their favor against the tax. Fifteen 
per cent of the amount of respective cates was retained as the allow- 
ance for collection and payment. Inthe Northern, or such as_were then 
called the loyal, States nearly the entire quotas were collected and paid 
through State agencies. ne ot for this purpose was erall 
collected from the citizens of the States with their other taxes, and in wha 
ever manner their quotas may have been canceled, whether by the payment 
of money or setting off claims it the Government, it is safe to say, asa 
general proposition, that the people of these States have individually ‘been 
obli, to the assessments made u them on account of this direct tax 


ot ve Rew fw wd it to their several States to be transmitted to the Federal 
asury. 

“In the Southern Sta’ then in insurrection, whatever was actually 
tax was collected directly by Federal officers 


in money upon 
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without the interposition of State machinery, and a part of its quota has 
been credited to each of these States. 

“The entire amount applied upon this tax, including the 15 per cent for 
collection, was credited to the several States and Territories upon the books 
of the Treasury, whether collected through their instrumentalities or by 
Federal officers. 

“The sum credited to all the States was $17,359,685.51, which includes more 
than $2,000,000 on account of the 15 per cent allowed for collecting. Of the 
amount credited only about $2,300,000 is credited to the insurrectionar 
States. The amount uncollected of the twenty millions directed to be vowed | 
by this tax was $2,646,314.49, and nearly this entire sum remained due upon 
the quotas apportioned to these States. 

“Tn this condition of affairs the bill under consideration directs the Secre- 

of the Treasury ‘to credit to each State and Territory of the United 
States and the District of Columbia a sum equal to all collections, by set-off 
or otherwise, made from said States and Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia or from any of the citizens or inhabitants thereof or other persons, under 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861,and the amendatory acts thereto.’ 
An appropriation is also made of such asum as may be necessary to reimburse 
each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia for all money found 
due to it under the provisions of the bill, and it is provided that all money 
still due te the United States on said direct tax shall be remitted and re- 
linquished. 

“The conceded effect of this bill is to take from the money now in the 
Treasury the sum of more than $17,000,000, or if the percentage allowed is not 
included, more than $15,000,000, and pay back to the respective States and Ter- 
ritories the sums ghey or their citizens paid more than twenty-five years ago 
upon a direct tax levied by the Government of the United States for its > 
fense and safety. 

“Tt is my belief that this appropriation of the public funds is not within the 
constitutional power of the Congress. Under the limited and delegated au- 
thority conferred by the Constitution upon the General Government the 
statement of the purpose for which money may be lawfully raised by taxa- 
Soe any form declares also the limit of objects for which it may be ex- 
pended. ‘ 

“All must agree that the direct tax was lawfully and constitutionally laid, 
and that it was —— and correctly collected. It can not be claimed, 
therefore, nor is it pretended, that any debt arose against the Government 
and in favor of any State or individual by the exaction of this tax. Surely, 
then, the Seprourieton directed by this bill can not be justified as a pay- 
ment of a debt of the United States. 

“The disbursement of this money clearly has no relation to the common 
defense. On the contrary, itis the repayment of money raised and long ago 
expended by the Government to provide for the common defense. 

“The expenditure can not Poesy be advocated on the ground that the 

neral welfare of the United States is thereby provided for or promoted. 

his ‘ general welfare of the United States,’ as used in the Constitution, can 
—_ justify appropriations for national objects and for purposes which have 
to °o co the prosperity, the growth, the honor, or the peace and dignity of 

che nation. 

“A sheer, bald gratuity bestowed either upon States or individuals, based 
upon no better reason than supports the gift —— in this bill, has never 
been claimed to be a provision for the general welfare. More than fifty years 

o a surplus of public money in the Treasury was distributed among the 
States; but the unconstitutionality of such distribution, considered as a gift 
of money, sa to have been conceded, for it was put into the State treas- 
uries a e guise of a deposit or loan, subject to the demand of the Gov- 
ernment. 

“Tf it was pro d to raise by assessment upon the people the sum neces- 
sary to refund the money collected upon this direct tax Iam sure many who 
are now silent would insist upon the limitations of tne Constitution in oppo- 
sition to suchascheme. A large surplus in the Treasury is the parent of 
many ills, and among them is found a tendency to an extremely liberal if not 
loose construction of the Constitution. It also attracts the gaze of States 
and individuals with a kind of fascination, and — rise to plans and preten- 
sions that an ceeengenes Treasury never could excite. 

“ But if the constitutional question involved in the consideration of this bill 
should be determined in its favor, there are other objections remaining 
which prevent my assent to its provisions. 

“ There should be a certainty and stability about the enforcement of taxa- 
tion which should teach the citizen that the Government will only use the 
power to tax in cases where its necessity and justice are not doubtful, and 
which should also discourage the disturbing idea that the exercise of this 

wer may be revoked by reimbursement of taxes once collected. Any other 

heory cheapens and in a measure discredits a process'which more than any 
other is a manifestation of sovereign authority. . 

“A government is not only kind but performs its highest duty when it re- 
stores to the citizen taxes unlawfully collected, or which have m errone- 
ously or oppressively extorted by its agents or officers; but, aside from these 
incidents, the people should not be familiarized with the spectacle of their 
Government repenting the collection of taxes and restoring them. 

“The direct tax levied in 1861 is not even suspected of invalidity; there never 
was a tax_levied which was more needed, and its justice can not be ques- 
tioned. Why, then, should it be returned? 

“The fact that the entire tax was not gant furnishes no reason that would 
not apply to every case where taxes are laid. There are always delinquents, 
and while the more thorough and complete collection of taxes is a trouble- 
some problem of government, the failure to solve the problem has never 
been held to call for the return of taxes actually collec 

“The a in the collection of this tax is found almost entirely in the 
insurrectionary States, while the quotas apportioned to the other States 
were, asa general rule, fully paid. and three-fourths or four-fifths of the 
money whichit is pro d in this bill tc return would be paid into the treas- 
uries of the lo tates. But no valid reason for such payment is found in 
the fact that the Government at first could not and afterwards, for reasons 
probably perfectly valid, did not enforce collection in the other States. 

“There were many Federal taxes which were not paid by the ple in the 
rebellious States, and if the nonpayment by them of this direct tax entitles 
the other States to a donation of a share of said taxes paid by their citizens, 
way sacs not the income tax and many other internal taxes d entirely 
b e citizens of loyal States be also paid into the treasuries of these States? 

msiderations which rec sectional divisions or the rene of the dif- 
ferent States at the time this tax was laid should not entér into the discus- 
sion of the merits of this measure. 

“The loyal States should not be paid the large sums of money promised 
them by this bill because they were loyal and other States were not, nor should 
the States which rebelled against the Government be paid the smaller sum 

romised them because they were in rebellion and thus prevented the collec- 
fion of their entire quotas, nor because this concession to them is necessary 
to justify the pro: larger gifts to the other States. 

“The peovle of the loyal States paid this direct tax as they bore other bur- 
dens in support of the Government, and I believe the taxpayers themselves 
are content. In the a of these considerations, I am opposed to the pay- 
ment of money from the Federal Treasury to enrich the treasuries of the 











a 
5 
bi 
Fi 


| 
. 


a 


aT 





1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





States. Their funds should be furnished by their own citizens, and thus 
should be fostered the taxpayers’ watchfulness of State expenditures and 
the taxpayers’ jealous insistence upon the strict accountability of State offi- 
cials. These elements of purity and strength in a State are not safely ex- 
changed for the threatened demoralization and carelessness attending the 
custody and m. ment of large gifts from the Federal Treasury. 

“The baneful effect of a surplus in the Treasury of the General Govern- 
ment is daily seen and felt. I donot think, however, that this surplus should 
be reduced or its contagion spread throughout the States by methods such 
as are provided in this bill. - 3 

“There is still another objection to the bill, arising from what seems to me 
its unfairness and unjust discrimination. / 

“In the case of proposed legislation of at least doubtful constitutionality, 
and based upon no legal right, the equities which recommend it should always 
be definite and clear. ; 

“The money appropriated by this bill isto be paid to the governorsof the 
respective States and Territories in which it was collected, whether the 
same was derived through said States and Territories or directly ‘from 
any of the citizens or inhabitants thereof or other persons;’ and it is fur- 
ther provided that such sums as were collected in payment of this Federal 
tax through the instrumentality of the State or Territorial officials, and ac- 
counted for to the General Government by such States and Territories, are 
to be paid unconditionally to their governors, while the same collected in 
payment of said tax by the United States, or, in other words, by the Federal 
machinery created for that Fezoces, are to be held in trust by said States or 
Territories for the benefit of those paying the same. 

“Tam unable to understand how this rimination in favor of those who 
have made payment of this tax directly to the officers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and against those who made such payments through State or Ter- 
ritorial agencies, can be defended upon fair and equitable principles. It was 
the General Government in every case which exacted this tax from its citi- 
zens and people in the different States and Territories, and to provide for 
reimbursement to a part of its citizens by the creation of a trust for their 
benefit, while the money exacted in payment of this tax from a far greater 
number is paid unconditionally into the State and Territorial treasuries, is 
an unjust and unfair proceeding in which the Government should not be im- 

licated. 
Ps It will hardly do to say that the States and Territories who are the re- 
cipients of these large gifts may be trusted to do justice to its citizens who 
originally paid the money. This can not be relied upon, nor should the Gov- 
ernment lose sight of the equality of which it boasts, and having entered 
upon the plan of reimbursement, abandon to other agencies the duty of just 
distribution, and thus incur the risk of becoming accessory to actual in- 
uality and injustice. 

a If in aeteane of the plan proposed it is claimed that exact equality can 
not be reached in the premises, this may be <—eny conceded. e@ money 
raised by this direct tax was collected and expend ad twenty-seven years ago. 
Nearly a generation has passed away since that time. Even if distribution 
should be attempted by the States and Territories, as well as by the Gov- 
ernment, the taxpayers in many cases are neither alive nor represented, and 
in many other cases, if alive, they can not be found. Fraudulent claims 
would often outrun honest applications, and innumerable and bitter contests 
would arise between claimants. s iota J 

‘Another difficulty in the way of fotee perfect justice in the operation of 
this plan of reimbursement is found in the fact that the money to be appro- 
priated therefor was contributed to the Federal Treasury for entirely er- 
ent purposes by a generation many of whom were not born when the direct 
tax was levied and paid, who have no relation to said tax, and can not share 
in its distribution. hile they stand by and see the money they have been 
obliged to pay into the public Treasury, profe iy to meet present necessi- 
ties, expended to reimburse taxation long fairly, legally, and justly col- 
lected from others, they can not fail to see the unfairness of the transaction. 

“'The existence of a surplusin the Treasury is no answer to these objec- 
tions. It is still the people’s money, and better use can be found for it 
the distribution of it upon the plea of the reimbursement of ancient taxation. 
A more desirable plan to reduce and prevent the recurrence of a large sur- 
plus can easily be adopted—one that, instead of nee miantice and in- 
equality, promotes justice and equality by leaving in the of the people 
and for their use the money not needed by the Government ‘to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 


“The difficulties in the way of making a just reimbursement of this direct 
tax, instead of excusing the imperfections of the bill under consideration, 
furnish reasons why the scheme it proposes should not be entered upon. 

“Tam conaieeianel, upon the considerations herein presented, to withhold 
my assent from the bill herewith returned, because I believe it to be without 
constitutional warrant, because I am of the opinion that there exists no ade- 
quate reasons, either in right or equity. for the return of the tax in said bill 
mentioned, and because I believe its execution would cause actual injustice 

airness. 
oe “@ROVER CLEVELAND. 

“EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1889.” 

The President amplified and made more emphatic the two main objections 
to the bill which were wu by the minority of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. These were, first, its unconstitutionality, and, second, its me poner 
and injustice. No attempt has been made to answer the latter, while but 
feeble ones have been e, ina perfunctory way, to answer the first objec- 
tion. It has been suggested that as it has always been the course of Congress 
to assume and pay all debts incurred by the States in the common defense of 
the country, as in the case of sending their militia to resist Indian invasion, 
etc., this is in line with that practice, and hence constitutional. 

The common defense is one of the highest duties, one of the grand purposes, 
for which the Government of the United States was ordained and blished 
and for which the Constitution invesis Congress with unlimited power of 
taxation. Then, of course, when a State expends money to do that which it 
is the duty of the General Government to do, ex equo et bono, the State must 
be reimbursed for all expenditures properly made for the common defense. 
But that argument is not applicable tothe case in hand. The bill is not to 
reimburse any State for moneys which it expended for the common defense. 
It is to reimburse the State for taxes laid by Congress twenty-eight years 
ago upon their people, not on the States, to enable the Federal Government 
to tain the common defense. The precedents cited to sustain this bill 
bear no analogy to it. 

Another ar ent, advanced in seeming great confidence, to uphold the 
conatibatioanttr of this bill, is that the act of 1861, laying the direct tax, has 

me unconstitutional because one-eighth part of the tax never was col- 
lected. This is assumed a “no —— or other direct tax shall be 
laid unless in proportion to the census,” etc. 

In Hylton oe. The United States (3 Dall.,171) it was held by the Supreme 
Court that “the great cbject of the Constitution was to give Congress a 
power to lay taxes adequate to the exigencies of the Government; but two 
rules were to be observed in imposing them, to wit, uniformity when duties, 
imposts, and excises are laid, and apportionment according to the census 
when direct taxes are laid.” 


d021 


The act of 1861 observed this rule. It apportioned according to the census, 
and was therefore a constitutional enactment. It has been so decided. (De 
Treville vs. Smalls, 98 United States Reports, 527.) 

How, then, can the manner of its execution have such a retroactive effect 
as to make it unconstitutional? The obstruction which prevented its full 
execution is what the Supreme Court declared to have been unconstitutional. 
Had there been no war—no rebellion, so called—in Alabama, Georgia, and 
other States, the failure to collect the one-eighth of this tax would have been 
a most censurable, unjust, and jal act of administration upon the part of 
the Government; but this would not have rendered the antecedent act of 
the Congress—laying the tax and apportioning it according to the census— 
unconstitutional. 

The tax, therefore, was constitutionally laid and collected, so far as the 
collection proceeded, and in no sense did the obstruction of the Government 
in the collection of a part of this tax imply a promise to return that which 
was collected. Duties, imposts, and excises are by the Constitution required 
to be uniform, with a view of securing equality of burden. The object of re- 
quiring direct taxes to be apportioned according to the census is the same; 
ouneeg ot burden on the people as near as may be, absolute equality being 
impossible. The internal-revenue laws, the customs laws, and the income- 
tax laws were uniform in their enactment and applicability, but their en- 
forcement was also obstructed in the same way and in the same territory in 
which the direct-tax act was obstructed and during the same period. Now, if 
the refunding of the one is necessary to the integrity of the Constitution, 
way, not the other? We are unable to perceive the difference. 

Oo pay taxes lawfully laid by the Government is the duty of the citizen, 
and when it reaches the coffers of the Government the citizen no longer has 
any claim, legal or equitable, to it, and he can not recover it back before any 
court in Christendom on a _ whatsoever; much less can he do so because 
another citizen who owesa like sum has not paid his assessment. In every 
aspect in which we view it the appropriation which the bill carries is a naked 
eset and outside of the constitutional powersof Congress. A simple test 
is this: Is the act of 1861 laying the direct tax constitutional? If it is, then 
the bill under consideration is not, and vice versa. 

WM. C. OATES. 


JNO. H. ROGERS. 
J.D. STEWART. 
WM. L. WILSON. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield two minutes ané a half 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]}. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I think if gentlemen will give 
me attention I can state this proposition in two minutes and a half 
so that every member of the House can understand it. 

The act providing for the repayment of the direct tax carried 
an appropriation of $20,000,000. West Virginia had paid $153,000 
out of her treasury into the Treasury of the United States: Old 
Virginia never paid a dollar out of her treasury, but the people of 
Virginia paid this tax in some counties of the State. 

Under the act of 1891 the Congress of the United States provided 
that each State which had paid this money should be entitled to 
receive it back. West Virginia is the only State now, I believe, 
which has not been reimbursed. She made her application for 
this money; and the Comptroller or the Auditor of the Treasury 
replied to the governor of West Virginia that this amount of 
$153,000 had been certified up as a set-off against the debt thatold 
Virginia owed. And the matter stands in that position to-day. 

The question is whether or not it is proper for the Treasury to 
retain that money as a set-off against the debt that Old Virginia 
owes to the Government of the United States. I concede that 
when West Virginia was admitted into the Union, or at least when 
she severed her connection with Old Virginia, there was a propo- 
sition made that she should assume and pay her proper proportion 
of the debt of Old Virginia whenever that debt should be properly 
ascertained. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw my 
remarks. [Laughter. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. PoweErs}. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this question, 
when the old State of Virginia was divided, nothing was provided 
in that division by which the debt to the United States, if any 
existed, should be assumed by West Virginia. The debt due to 
the United States, if there is one, is not against the State of West 
Virginia, but is against the State of Old Virginia. Now, it is ab- 
solute nonsense to say that the Government har any right, legal, 
moral, or otherwise, to offset a debt due from the State of Vir- 
ginia against another State which has been carved out of her ter- 
ritory. In every State of the Union the legislatures are constantly 
changing the boundaries of our municipalities, and it never has 
occurred to anybody that we could offset the debts of the old mu- 
nicipality against the new one, unless provision was made for it in 
the division. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this question 
has been so well stated by other gentlemen who have presented 
it that Ido not know that I can improve upon their statements. 
As said by the gentleman from Vermont {Mr. Powers], this is 
simply a question whether West Virginia, under an appropriation 

y made in the Fifty-first Congress (no new appropriation 
whatever being required), shall have, along with the other States 
of the Union, her share of the direct tax refunded to her. 

The gentleman from New York, whether purposely or not, 
made an erroneous impression on this side of the House when he 
attempted to cite the report on the original proposition to refund 
the direct tax as a report on this bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Debate on this question is exhausted. The 
uestion is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 


kansas |Mr. TERRY] to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 113, noes 45. 

Mr. TERRY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Ray and Mr. TERRY weré appointed tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Before the House begins taking this vote the 
Chair desires to submit a request for unanimous consent to so 
modify the order for the usual Friday evening session to-night for 
the consideration of pension bills as to permit the House to re- 
ceive and put in conference, if the House so wills, the deficiency 
bill, if it shall come from the Senate. The Chair is informed that 
it will probably be over between 9 and 10 o’clock to-night. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, there will be some 
contest with reference to certain amendments of that bill which 
will arise at the very threshold of its consideration—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let us dispense with the special session 
and have a general session. 

The SPEAKER. Then the House had better dispense with the 
night session for pensions to-night, if agreeable, in order to reach 
the consideration of that question when it shall come up. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. To that I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the request that we dispense with 
the usual Friday evening session for pension business, and that 
the House take a recess until to-night for the consideration of gen- 
eral business. . 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. Perhaps some gentleman 
had better move a suspension of the rules. e must go on with 
the regular appropriation bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of dispensing with the evening session for 
pension bills, and providing for a recess from 5 o’clock until 8 for 
general business. I understand that the deficiency bill will be 
acted upon by the Senate to-day and will be sent over to the House 
some time to-night. 

The SPEAK The Chair is so informed; that the bill will 
reach the House some time between 9 and 10 o'clock. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, probably with a mo- 
ment or two of delay we can arrange this matter so as to meet the 
wishes of all gentlemen. 

The SPE R. But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] states that he desires to have a contest before putting this 
bill into conference. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the Chair will permit me a moment, 
if it is the purpose of the managers of this bill to send it to a con- 
ference, without accepting any of the Senate amendments, I have 
no further suggestion to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that will be the purpose 
of the gentleman from Kentucky in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I shall ask the House, when the bill 
comes from the Senate, to nonconcur in all of the amendments and 
let it go to a conference. If it be necessary to do so,I shall sub- 
mit the motion I have just suggested, to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of dispensing with the evening session for ion bills 
and taking a recess until 8 o’clock to-night for general business, so 
as to reach that object. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if agreeable to the House, an order 
might be made now that at the night session to-night, if this bill 
does come from the Senate, as it is e ted to come, a general 
nonconcurrence be had on all of the amendments of the Senate to 
the general deficiency bill, with a request for a conference, or an 
agreement to a conference if asked by the Senate, as the case may 
be, and the appointment of conferees. The Chair will submit 
that request to the House. Is there objection to making that 
order now? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous 
consent that when the House takes a recess this evening it be to 
meet at a quarter before 8 o’clock, and that we continue in session 
to-night until 11 o’clock, if the House so desires. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And only for business under the rule, with 
the single exception of the action which is suggested on the de- 
ficiency bill, in case it shall come from the Senate. 

Mr. TIN of Indiana. That is my request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the House meet to-night, after the re- 
cess, at a quarter before 8 o'clock, and remain in session until 11 
o'clock, if it so desires, for the usual Friday evening business, no 
other business to be transacted except the disposition of the gen- 
eral deficiency bill, aiready provided for? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question will now be taken on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ar to suspend the rules and pass the 
joint resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered; 
and the Clerk will call the roll, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 78, 
answered ** present” 1, not voting 117; as follows: eo 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, N. HL 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Beckner, 
ool. Tex. 
arry, 
Black, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, 


Seckiingn, 
Nancy 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


Coffeen, Wyo. 


Cooper, In 

, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cox, 
Culberson, 


Aldrich, 
Avery, 
r, 


nes, 
Bartholdt, 
Boutelle 
Bromwell, 
Coonan, Ti. 
Chickering, 
Chil 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 
Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Morss, is ill, 


YEAS—158. 
Davey, Latimer, 
De Armond, Lawson, 
Dinsmore, Layton, 
Draper. Lester, 
Dunphy, Little, 
Edmunds, Livingston, 
English, Cal. Lynch, 
Enloe, Maddox, 
Epes, Maguire, 
Erdman, Mallory, ° 
Everett, Marshall, 
Fielder, Martin, Ind. 
Fyan, McCulloch, 
Geary, MecDearmon, 
Geissenhainer, McEttrick, 
Goldzier, McGann, 
Grady, McKaig. 
Graham, McKeighan, 
Gresham, McLaurin, 
Haines, Meredith, 
Hall, Minn. Meyer, 
Hall, Mo. Money, 
Harris, Montgomery, 
Harrison, Moore, 
Hayes, Morgan, 
Heard, 08e8, 
Henderson, N.C. Neill, 
Hines, Ogden 
Hooker, Miss. oO eill, Mo. 
Houk, Outhwaite, 
Hunter, Page, 
Ikirt, Paschal, 
Izlar, Patterson, 
Jones, Pearson, 
Kem, Pence, 
Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
Kribbs, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Kyle, igott, 
Lane, Powers, 
Lapham, Price, 

NAYS—73. 
Fletcher, Kiefer, 
Funk, Loud, 
Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lucas, 
Griffin, Wis. McCall, 
Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. 
Grout, McDowell, 
Hager, Meiklejohn, 
Hartman, Mercer, 
Haugen, Moon, 
Hepburn, Payne, 
— =x Ques, 

ooker, N. Y. uigg, 

Hopkins, Tl. vy, 
Hudson, Reed, 
Hulick, Russell, Conn. 
Hull, Scranton, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Sherman, 
Jorden, Smith, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—1. 
Pickler. 


NOT VOTING—117. 


Dunn, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
— Oreg. 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Gear, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Griffin, Mich. 
Grow, 

er, 


I ask that he be excused. 
There was no objection. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. E..is of Kentucky with Mr. TayLor of Tennessee, 


For the rest of this da 


Mr. WISE with Mr. HON 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachuse 


Hendrix, 
Henry, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Lacey, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lockwood, 


cerieese 
orthway, 
O'Neil, Wass. 


tts with Mr. Morse, 


Ww 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Wilkams, Miss. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


‘Wise 
Woodard, 
Wright. 


Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Talkert, 8. C. 
Tawney, 

Th 


Updegra ff, 

Van Voorhis, N. ¥ 
Van Voorhis, Ohie 
Wanger, 

‘Wever, | 
Wheeler, Til. ‘ 
White, 
Williams, Ml. 
Woomer. 


Phillips, 


Ran 
= 
Reyburn, 


ree 
chardson, Mich, 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Ga. 


Schermerhorn, 
Settle, 





é 
Se one 





ao el iat ki 


See he eee ee 


ae 


eee ee ae 
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Mr. McMru1w with Mr. Harmer. 

On this question: 

Mr. TurRNER of Virginia with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. McCreary of Kentucky with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. S er, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is it in order at this time to unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because the time fixed by the rule 
fer taking a recess has passed. ‘The Chair must declare the recess. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] will perform the 
duties of the Chair at the evening session of the House, that ses- 
sion to be devoted to business under the rule and the agreement 
in relation to the general deficiency bill. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p.m.) the House took 
@ recess until 7 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 7 
o'clock and 45 minutes p.m. by Mr. DockrEry as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar, under the rule governing the Friday 
evening session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, under the rule, with Mr. 
Brerz in the chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg the indulgence 
of the Chairman and of the committee just for a moment before 
making a request for unanimous consent. Of course we know 
that this is the Friday evening preceding the adjournment, which 
must take place on Monday at 12 o'clock. My impression is that 
the Senate Committee on Pensions will not again be in session 
during this Congress, though I do not speak by authority with 
reference to that. The Senate have their hands so full with ap- 
propriation bills that it seems to me that will not be probable. I 
submit, without meaning to oppose the passage of any bill, 
whether it is likely that a House bill considered by the Committee 
of the Whole to-night and then taking its chance of passage 
under the previous question to-morrow can reach the Senate in 
time ever to be acted upon by that body so as to become a law. 
Then again there are sixteen or seventeen Senate bills upon the 
Calendar. 

We have not passed a great many Senate bills; probably as many 
as we could; but I desire to suggest as to whether it would not be 
best this evening that this committee should first take up for con- 
sideration, in such manner as the committee may determine, 
either by going down the Calendar or by calling the roll, Senate 
bills that are on the Calendar with a favorable report. When I 
speak of sixteen or seventeen Senate bills I mean bills coming 
from the Pensions Committees. I do not know how many, if any, 
there are which have been reported from the Military or Naval 
Committee in regard to charges of desertion. There may be 
some, and there may be none. 

Now, with the view of calling the attention of the committee 
to this matter, and with the view of trying to accomplish some- 
thing to-night which will be finally enacted into law and do some- 
body some good, I ask nnanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole proceed to consider the Senate bills which are on the 
Calendar with favorable reports, that they be considered first, be- 
fore any Houses bills are considered. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Martin] 
asks unanimous consent to first consider to-night Senate bills 
that are favorably reported from the Invalid Pensions Committee. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. That was not exactly the request. The gentle 
man used the words “‘ on the Calendar.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Bills reported from the committee. 

Mr. JONES. And on the Calendar. There may be bills re- 
ported that are not on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAY. I should like to know how many of these Senate 
bills there are. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman states that there are sixteen 
or seventeen. 

Mr.RAY. This unanimous consent does not exclude other busi- 
ness afterwards? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, no; but Senate bills first. 

= DOCKERY. I hope there will be no objection to that re- 
ques 

Mr. RAY. There ought not be objection to it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the Senate bills be disposed of first. 

roy mae Will it take all the evening to consider these Sen- 
a 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Possibly. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I understand this re- 
quest to be far unanimous consent to consider Senate bills that 
have been sent over and have been placed on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senate bills that have been considered by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and favorably reported. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If we get through with those, why 
not consider bills that have passed the Senate in which members 
present may have an interest, and which have not been placed 
on the Calendar? 

Mr. LAPHAM... Mr. Chairman, I think that is fair, not to make 
this technical distinction. I think that any bill that has passed 
the Senate should be included in the arrangement for the passage 
of bills to-night; and if under this motion it is held down to bills 
that have reached the Calendar I shall object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itseems to me there is no objection to that. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I suggest that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions be allowed to call up bills instead of call- 
ing the roll. 

. MEREDITH. That is all very well for those gentlemen 
whose names have been reached. I have been here three or four 
Friday nights for the purpose of calling up a bill and my name 
has almost been reached; and I want to call up the bill in which I 
feel an interest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only thing before the committee is the 

uest of the gentleman from Indiana. Is there objection? 
ir. MEREDITH. I object, if it is to call up Senate bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Has objection been made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mrere- 
DITH] objects. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I thenmake another 
request, if this can not be conceded. That is, that the roil be called 
this evening beginning where we left off last Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold that that is 
the regular order without unanimous consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. The regular order, then. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think, Mr. Chairman, we can ar- 
range this matter. The gentleman from Virginia wants to get up 
his bill, and it seems to me that we ought to get throngh sixteen 
or seventeen bills and let his bill be reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the objection is withdrawn that 
order can not be pursued. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Wecan arrange it very well by taking up 
my bill. I will be very glad to do that. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object to calling the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold that that is 
the regular order. 

Mr. BYNUM. How is that the regular order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Becauseit was agreed to on a former Friday 
night session. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the Chair undertake to say that this com- 
mittee can change the rule of the House respecting the order of 
business on the Friday night sessions? This committee can only 
transact pension business. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It was done at a former night ses- 
sion by agreement. 

Mr. BYNUM. That makes no difference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana does not un- 
derstand the situation. At a previous night session unanimous 
consent was given to call the roll, permitting each member to call 
up a bill introduced by himself, or one coming from the Senate in 
which he had an interest, or coming from his State. That was 
agreed to by unanimous consent, and under that agreement the 
roll was called through. 

Mr. BYNUM. But the last Friday night session could not 
make a rule binding upon any other night. It cculd only make 
an agreement binding upon the night when made. If it could 
make a permanent rule of that kind it could change the rules of 
the House. Therefore it can not be done. The only business 
that this committee can transact is pension business. The com- 
mittee can not change the rules nor make a rule for to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why not? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman from 
Indiana that the gentlemen who come here on the Friday nights 
have entered into an arrangement that this should be done. 

Mr. BYNUM. They could not enter into an arrangement that 
binds other sessions of the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you had been here you would 


probably have entered into the arrangement. 
Mr. BYNUM. But Iwas not here and did not enter into the 
arrangement. 


Mr. CAMINETTI. Suppose we start over the roll again. 

Mr. BYNUM. I shall call forthe regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask a question of the Chair. I 
understand the Chair said that there was an order entered last 
Friday night that the roll should be called through. Was not the 
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order entered merely that the roll should be called, and that it 
was to operate on that night? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Virginia, if the committee will please be in order, that on Friday 
evening two weeks ago a@ request was made which was limited to 
that Friday night only. Last Frida — the same request was 
made, but there was no limitation placed upon it. 

Mr. JONES. The Chair is accurate in that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold, in justice to 
those other members, that the meaning of that was that the call 
was to be made to completion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota (when his name was called). 
Mr. Speaker, the clerk of the Pensions Committee has gone for a 
bill that I am interested in, and I ask unanimous consent that my 
name be passed for the present without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS. EUNICE IDA RHOADES. 


Mr. LAPHAM (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
cali up the bill (H. R.7520) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice 
Ida Rhoades. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase to the sum of $50 per month the pe on of 
Mrs. Eunice Ida Gallup Rhoades, widow of William W. Rhoades, late lieuten- 
ant-commander United States Navy, said pension to be in lieu of pension 
numbered 13933, now drawn by her. 


The report (by Mr. StRAvS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.7520) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Eunice I. Rhoades, have the same 
under consideration and respectfull . 

e mant is the widow of the late Lieut. Commander William W. 
Rhoades, United States Navy, whodied September 30, 1893, from disease orig- 
inating in the service and line of duty. 

Commander Rhoades entered the volunteer naval service as an acting en- 
sign August 19, 1864, and served as such with t distinction aboard the 
Susquehanna and Nipsic until ~ 2, 1866, when he was promoted to the 
rank of acting master. On March 12, 13868, © was appointed one in the 
regular naval service, and was subsequently promoted through allt Fence 
to commander, he having attained the last-named rank on May 15, 1893, only 
a few months before his death. 

The following extracts from official reports on file at the Navy and Treas- 
ury Departments show the arduous nature of the services rendered by the 
oO oe and also the estimation in which he was held by his superiors in com- 
mand: 


report as follows: 


UNITED STATES SQUADRON ON COAST OF BRAZIL, 
FLAGSHIP SrA. First RATE, 
Harbor of Montevideo, January 10, 1866. 

Sir: * *-* Acting Ensign W. W. Rhoades, of this ship, has teen ordered 

to the Nipsic, to fillthe vacancy caused by Mr. Pierce’s detachment. 
I take this occasion to express my satisfaction with the conduct of Mr. 
Rhoades since he has been attached to this ship, now nearly eighteen months. 
Whether under fire of the enemy or with the regular duties of the ~“ or 
cones, he has ide proved himself efficient, as I have previously sta to 


e Departmen 
I oom be pleased to receive an order for his examination for advance- 
ment. 
Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant 
oe _ 5. W. GODON, 


Rear-Admiral, Commanding Brazil Squadron. 
Hon. GrpEON WELLEs. 


Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 
True extract from Admiral Godon’s letter. 
BENJ. MICOU, Chief Clerk. 


Acting Ensign W. W. Rhoades, United States Navy, attached to United States 
Srigate Susquehanna, battle of Fort Fisher. 


The hanna was most effective in her fire, and was fortunate enough 
to obtain the right position, though much bothered by a vessel near her that 
pad ae —, her right place. (December 24, 186), David D. Porter; see 

a : ‘or 1865, i. 

ioe 7. position on the wheelhouse, overloo! my entire battery, [had 
every officer and man under my observation, and I have sincere pleasure in 


g to the fine bearing, and 
Lieutenant Bartlett and A 


cti' 
8s. W. on to Rear-Admiral Porter; 


the division officers, viz., 

= = = ioe aaa etc. 
see Na page 21. 

On the 15th we drew into action at 11 o'clock, and Bred slowly or Fapial ,as 

We landed in our boats about 100 sailors and es, 

Li mmander Blake. Lieutenant Bartlett, Act- 

cting Master's Mate Coo) commanded detach- 

tenant-Commander e’s report and notice 

who, after the of 


Acting Ensign Rhoad 
our men, = the fort with the Army. (8S. W. on; see Navy 


The officers who accom ied me (in the assault on Fort Fisher, pe id d 
lett, A Ensign William Rhoades, and A 
with First Lieutenant of Marines William Wal- 
lace. Sent Mr. Rhoades with 10 men hes ogg Ww! 
was pt the Seams, tn Singing Tike Be. Mr. 
valuable service in the rifle pits, which mere Spe paaat the fire of the enemy’s 
ooters, and grape. 
the assault, accompanied by one brave fellow, James 


occasionally a When the Army made 
into the fort. Shannon carried a and placed 


on, he fo! ed 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HovusE BoArRpD, 
: Washington, July 11, 1892. 
Szr: The Board takes this occasion, upon your being detached from duty as 
inspector of the Thirteenth light-house district, toexpress its appreciation of 
the very thorough and efficient manner in which you have performed the 


duties of inspector during the last three years, and to state that should it be 
possible for you to serve under the Board again it will be most agreeable. 
Yours, respectfully, 
JAS. A. GREER, 


Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, Chairman. 
Lieut. Commander W. W. RHoADEs, United States Navy, 
Inspector Thirteenth Light-House District, Portland, Oreg. 


’ Itis shown in the application filed by Mrs. Rhoades at the Pension Bureau 
that she married Commander Rhoades September 14, 1876, and that his death, 
while still in the active service, was due to exposure to malarious influences 
in the line of his duty. Her claim was allowed, and she is now in receipt of 
the rate ($30 per month) allowed by the general laws to widows of officers of 
the rank of lieutenant-commander. This pension, your committee are reli- 
ably informed, is all the income the claimant has upon which to depend 
for support, and she has lately been seeking suitable employment in order to 
maintain herself. There are precedents for the allowance of the sum named 
in the bill to widows of officers of the rank named, and in view of the facts 
set forth above the passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this is a most 
extraordinary bill. I should like to have something to say about 
it myself, but I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will first 
make a statement. 

Mr. LAPHAM. In what respect does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia desire me to make a statement about the bill? 

Mr. JONES. Possibly I may not have caught the readiny of 
the report correctly, but I understood from it that this lady mar- 
ried this officer after the war. I should like to know how long 
after the war she married him. I should like to know what her 
necessities are, and I should especially like to know why she, en- 
joying a pension of $30 a month, should have that pension in- 
creased to $50 


Mr. LAPHAM. This officer was in the service until his death 
in 1892 or 1893. This lady married him in 1876. He entered the 
service when a young man as an ensign, and served clear through 
up to the time of his death. He was in the service a short time 
before the war and did most gallant and efficient service, winning 
the encomiums of his superior officers wherever he went. He per- 
formed prodigies of valor in the capture of Fort Fisher. His serv- 
ices were afterwards in the South, where he suffered from the ma- 
larious climate. He remained at the post of duty as long as he 
lived and lost his life in the service. If he could have consulted 
his own condition and sought wholesome climates where he could 
have avoided the exposures that he suffered he would in all human 
probability be alive to-day. 

During the whole of his service he had to support a widowed 
mother, which took a very considerable share of his small pay, 
and consequently he had nothing to leave to his widow when he 
died in the harness. Mrs. Rhoades herself comes from a gallant 
and patriotic family who have done noble service for their coun- 
try. On theside of her husband, as well as on the side of her own 
family, distinguished and self-sacrificing services have been ren- 
dered to this country. She is left now penniless, except the small 
pension which she receives. A short time previous to the death 
of her husband he was nominated for promotion from the grade 
of lieutenant-commander to commander, and his confirmation took 
place in the Senate the day after his death, that body probably be- 
ing unaware of his decease. 

I am asked what I have to say why this increase of pension 
should be granted, I say it is on account of the jg, Peer and 
self-sacrificing services of the husband of this lady. he had de- 
voted his life to the care of his family, to selfish ends, it would 
have been unnecessary for his widow to ask assistance from any- 
body. The same energy, the same character, the same persever- 
ance that he displayed in the service of his country would have 
sufficed amply to take care of her for the remainder of her life. 
She is left now with only this pittance. 

She belongs to a distinguished and proud family, and after the 
services which have been rendered by her husband and by the 
members of her family to their country she ought not to be left 
in any pinched or uncertain condition as to a livelihood. She 
would not have asked for this increase if she covld have got em- 
oman in the Department in which her husband served during 


is life. She exhausted all her efforts in seeking employment in 
the Navy De ent, in order that she might earn by her own 
labor the living which is suitable to her and to which she is enti- 
tled. This bill, in exactly the same terms, has passed the Senate 


and been sent over here, and if the bill passes this committee I 
shall at the proper time ask that the Senate bill be substituted for 
the House bill. : 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if we pass this 
bill we may as well pass any bill that is brought here proposing 
an increase of the pension which is now enjoyed by the widow of an 
officer. I have listened very carefully and very attentively to 
what my friend from Rhode Ysland has said in behalf of thislady, 
and, while I do not question one word that he has said, I can not 
admit that he has said anything that would take this case out of 
the ordinary range of cases or make it in any way exceptional. I 
do not admit that the fact that this lady is of a noble or a proud 
family, as my friend says, entitles her to any peculiar considera- 
tion at the hands of this Congress. 
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It has not been the policy of Congress of late to give these ex- 
ceptionally large pensions to the widows of officers. I am aware 
of the fact that the Fifty-first Congress broke the record of all 
Congresses in this particular; but I also know that the record of 
that Con has often been pointed to and not a.ways for the 
Pp eof approval. I have examined the records, and I find that 
the if ty-first Congress increased the pensions of 76 officers and 
widows of officers to $50 a month or to sums in excess of that 
amount. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What is the increase proposed in this case? 

ae ONES. Itis proposed to increase the pension to $50 a 
month. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. From what amount? 

Mr. JONES. From $30 a month. This lady is now enjoying 
as large a pension as any major-general’s widow can enjoy. She 
is enjoying as large a pension as any widow can be given under 
the general law. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What was the rank of her husband? 

Mr. JONES. When he entered the Navy at the close of the war 
he was an ensign; he became a commander just a few days before 
his death in 1898. The lady who asks for this pension on account 
of her husband’s services did not marry him until eleven years 
after the close of the war. Under these circumstances she comes 
here and asks Congress to make an exception in her case and give 
her $50 a month, when the widows of general officers, who mar- 
ried their husbands before the beginning of the war and shared 
with them the hardships and privations of the entire war, and who 
are in absolutely destitute circumstances to-day, can not get more 
than $30 a month. 

This lady may be and I am sure is everything that my friend de- 
scribes her to be; but in all earnestness [ ask this House to con- 
sider carefully in this case the question whether it is right and 
just to give this lady an increase of $20 amonth when she was not 
the wife of this officer during the war and did not become his 
wife until 1876. 

I have said something about the record of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress upon this subject. I have in my hand a report to which I 
have referred on former occasions. I understand from this unan- 
imous report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that it has 
not been the policy of recent Con: to increase the pensions 
given by the general law to the widows of officers; and in this case 
the committee, by a unanimous report, refused to increase the 
pension of a lady from $30 to $50 a month—just such a case as the 
one we are now considering—upon the ground that it has not 
been the custom of recent Congresses to increase these pensions. 
I read the exact language of the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

This lady is now receiving a pension two and a half times as large as that 
of a private’s widow— 

That is, $30 a month—just what this lady is receiving— 
and your committee are unable to see any reason why further discrimina- 
tion should be made in her favor. This committee has invariably of later 
years refused to report favorably bills of this character increasing the pen- 
sions of widows because of the high rank of their husbands, believing it to 
be personal or class legislation of a very unwise character. Your committee, 
therefore, recommend that this bill do lie on the table. 

Now, when I read this report on a former occasion the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] said that the case then under dis- 
cussion was not a parallel case. Now, surely we have here a par- 
allel case. We have before this House a case in which the widow 
is receiving $30 a month and asks to have that pension increased 
to $50 a month on account of the rank of her husband. She is 
receiving every dollar that the widow of a general can receive, 
even when her husband has been killed in the forefront of battle. 
She is receiving the highest pension that can be given to the high- 
est officer in the Federal Army; and yet she was married to the 
officer long after the war. I think that this is one of those cases 
that this Committee of the Whole ought to vote down. 

I know that gentlemen who are assembled here to-night are im- 
patient to pass their bills. I know that there are a great many 
gentlemen here who will vote for this bill though they disapprove 
it, simply because they desire to bills in which they are inter- 
ested and which will be called later this evening. But I ap 
to this House—I appeal to those gentlemen who have stated on 
more occasions than one that they were opposed to all forms of 
class legislation—to take note of the fact that this is one of the 
re outrageous bills of that character ever presented to this 

ouse. 

There is no argument advanced for the p e of this bill save 
that this widow belongs to a noble and proud family; that her 
husband was a distinguished soldier; and that she needs this 
money to live on. But let gentlemen observe the peculiar fact 
in this case that she only became the wife of this officer eleven 
eae after the war, and never, as I have said, shared any of his 

ardships or privations. 

If, gentlemen, you are going to give this increase, there is not 
a case that can come up here in which you will not give such an 
increase. If you are going to do it, you ought at once to pass a 
general bill increasing the pension of the widow of every com- 
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mander, every general officer, every admiral in the Navy, to $50 
a month at least. I trust that this committee will not report this 
bill favorably to the House. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
me for a few minutes? 

_Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee such 
time as he desires. 

_Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the atten- 
oe the peo ana ay few moments only in regard to the 
pending proposition while I present a few reasons why I believ 
this bill should not be passed. Aahesic; 

In the first place, this is undoubtedly class legislation of the 
most odious character, and I would like to hear some friend of 
the measure give a reason, if any can be given, why the pensions 
of the widows of officers should be increased over and above the 
pensions given by this Government to the widows of private sol- 
diers. Now, as has been said in many instances, it is urged as a 
reason for this action on the part of the House, and why these pen- 
sions —_ to be increased, is because the wives of officers had 
to move from one place to another during the service of their hus- 
bands, and were subjected to great privations and inconvenience, 
and hence that fact ought to be taken into consideration in de- 
termining the question of granting the pension. But no such rea- 
son can be assigned in the case here, according to the statements 
in the — and as shown by the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. 
JONES}, for this marriage took place eleven years after the war 
had ended. 

Another reason I oppose it is because there are so many de- 
serving persons to be pensioned, pensions which in my judg- 
ment are just and proper; that this Congress ought not to select 
the widows of officers and give them pensions in excess of the 
amount allowed by the pension laws in this manner, thus estab- 
lishing a —o class, and at the same time taxing the poor 
widows of privates to help to pay them—the widows of men who 
laid down their lives for the flag of the country, and forcing them 
to hew wood and draw water for the privileged classes. 

I think this bill ought to be laid upon the table, and that no bill 
embodying the principle that this does ought to become a law 
with the consent of the Congress of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question ison laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, another word on this subject. 

oe VAN VOORGIS of New York. I rise to a question of 
order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of NewYork. The gentleman has yielded 
the floor and has lost his right to it. We have heard that speech 
he made a little while ago about sixteen times, and I do not think 
it ought to be repeated twice in one evening. 

Mr. JONES. I yielded the floor to my friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. SNope@Rass], and had the right to resume it at the conclu- 
sion of his remarks. 

Mr. PICKLER. Notatall. The gentleman yielded the floor. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Having yielded the floor, 
the gentleman can not reclaim it. 

Mr. JONES. Well, that is a question for the Chair to deter- 


mine. 

_ VAN VOORHIS of New York. I insist upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman from Virginia only yielded to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, and had a right, under the prac- 
tice of the House, to resume the floor at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The gentleman from Vir- 
inia had the floor and had the right under the rules to occupy it 
or an hour; but when he yielded the floor without reserving his 

time he lost his — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read clause 2 of Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the mem- 
ber who is first tospeak; and no member shall occupy more than one hour in 
debate on any question in the House, or in the committee, except as further 
provided in rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
this additional fact before the vote is taken on the bill: This bill 
is rted from the Committee on Pensions. T have in my hand 
another report from that committee, which has just been handed 
to me by a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. This 
report shows that a bill was introduced to give to the widow in 
this particular case $50 a month. 

Her husband volunteered at the very beginning of the war and 
fought throughout the entire struggle. She endured many of his 

rivations and hardships during the whole of that time. The 

mmittee on Pensions in a case of that sort, in a case where the 
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widow bore to her husband three children, has seen fit to cut 


down the pension from $50, for which amount the bill was intro- 
duced, to $25 a month—this identical commuaittee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that where the committee in a 
case of that character has deliberately refused to give the claim- 
ant $50, and cut down the which was introduced from that 
sum to $25, in the pending case now before us, not near so deserving, 
this rank injustice ought not to be perpetrated and this distinction 
made between these two claimants. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
permit me a moment? I understood the gentleman to say that 
this bill came from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 1 wish 
to correct that 

Mr. JONES. No; I said it came from the Cor mittee on Pen- 
sions, but that the re Se was handed'to me by a .nember of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. The report to which I referred 
is from the Committee on Pensions, and so is the report in the 

nt case. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Let me supplement the remarks of 
the gentleman from Virginia with the statement that in the case 
he now mentions the soldier not only volunteered and served 
throughout the entire war, but served nearly twenty years in the 
Regular Army. 

Mr. JONES. Iam informed by the gentleman from Indiana 
that in the report I have named, coming from the Committee on 
Pensions, and where the committee cut down the proposed pen- 
sion from $50 to $25 a month, the husband sérved not only through- 
= the late war but for twenty years with distinction in the Regu- 
= ag 

TAYLOR of Indiama. And his wife accompanied him all 
ae came: 

Mr. JONES. And his wife accompanied him not oply during 
the late war but during that twenty years of regular service. 

Mr. VAN VOORAIES of New York. Do you think the pension 
in that case is too small? 

Mr. JONES. 1 think that where the committee had deliberately 
cut it down in their report and said that that lady was not entitled 
to more than $25 a month, and when they say in a case like this 
that the lady is entitled to $50 a month, we can not follow the find- 
ings of that committee, and this House is justified in not doing so. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You think, then, that if 
the a Committee did wrong in that case we ought to do 
wrong 

Mr. ir SN ODGRASS. They did right in that case, and wreng in 
this. 

Mr. JONES. I think they did right in that case; but I think 
some considerations of which I am not aware nust have moved 
them to grant a pension of $50 a month in this case, when they 
refused to do it in the other case that I have described and gave 
that widow only §25 

Now, we are told that equality is justice. If weare going to 





depart from the general law, if we are going to pass special bills, 
we onght to have some regard for eq ty in these matters. We 


ought not topension thelady who married her husband after the war 
and give her $50 a month, when she does not deserve it a particle 
more than the widow who stood at the side of her husband for 
twenty-odd years in the Regular Army, who went with him during 
the war, and when we give that widow only $25amonth. Both re- 
ports come from the same committee, and ‘Tam simply citing these 
reports to show that the committee is not governed by anyrule in 
these matters, but oe aire ge a sentiment. I hope that 
the committee will vote 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Cut it ioeuke $25. 

Mr. JONES. You can not cut arene to $25, oe 
widow is ne ye td a — a month. e 
se vote beacuse this bill. 

r. STOCKDALE. What was the rank of this gentleman? 

Me, JONES. He was a lieutenant-commander in the Navy. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The question in my mind about this pen- 
sion business is whether he helped to save the Union. If he did, 

to have a pension. 

A . He isdead. The pension is for his widow. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, pensionthe widowthen. Ihave been 
in Congress eight 5 I am going out now in about two da 4 
but I want to cay before Tloave that I have heard it wtated in 
House by leading men on both sides, and men who are not oot 
ing, that the men who saved the Union are the men who deserve 
atest consideration. They have been saying that for the last 
trey yours. I am inclined to think that they are right about 


oe. VAN VOORHBIS of New York. If they saved the Union 
you are of it, are you not? 
i. STOOCKDALE. Yes, and it foam ecknowindgment by all 
yun janileansh wheeng teh on <ihentnedh the Oshen ta ask worth 
a continental without the South. I believe that. 


great 


— who were crippled and the widows of those who were 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It shows how much we 
—— of — when we compelled you to stay with us. 


ALE. Why, certainly; you likedusso well sent 
ena 2,850,000 people to invite us back, and after some we 
came with you, and we are going to stay with you now, and the 


greatest feat that ever was accomplished by arms in this world 
was the bringing of the South back tothe Union. If that had not 
been done the Union would not be worth having, but now it is 
first rate. It isa magnificent structure. The flag of the Union 
floats everywhere, conscious of the great strength of a united people 
to ae it. I d it, _L hope we will never more be divided. 
The question is on laying aside the bill with 

a coun recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 25. 

Mr. JONESand Mr. SNODGRASS made the tof no quormm., 

a DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman toptintaton the bill, 


we can proceed with other business. 
The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. Lapaam and Mr. 
seman 


The committee divided: age pending the count, 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Mr. Chairman, in the imterest of those 
claimants whose bills ought to be considered I ask the gentleman 
from Rhode Island to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr, Chairman, in view of ee 
sibility of passing this bill to-night, in order that business may 

and other bills may recéive consideration, I withdraw the 
ill from consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia with- 
draw the point of no 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being 
the bill is withdrawn. 

The name of Mr. Jomnson of North Dakota was called. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 

. Pearson], chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 

a bill that he desires to present. He is busily engaged in the 

work of the committee of which he is chairman. No gentleman 

has ever i over that con. nittee with more distinction and 

efficiency than he. I hope the comniittee will allow him at this 

time to call wp the bill he desires to have considered, so that he 
may return to his official duties. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to present his bill 
now 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Ohio. 


ee = 


withdrawn, 


JOHN H. WILLIS. 


Mr. PEARSON. for consideration the bill (H. R. 1310) 
for the relief of Toba = illis. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question 
of order. I insist on our having order so that we can hear the 
ing of the bill and report. 

. The point of order is well taken. The 
committee will be in order so that this bill and report may be 
heard when read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1810) for the relief of John H. Willis. 


ochennnten pins aah ie Gocontery of Warten and he directed 
to remove the desertion now standing on the rolls against thename 
of John H. Willis Wnts D, Fourth United States Artillery. 


The a hr Mr. PENDLZTON of West Virginia) was read, as 


thee, to whom was referred House bill 1310, for the relief of 
Jann H Wikis, 


B, nied States A 
January 31 1864, at en teem \ a., by reason of peenlistueont; ¢ that he reen- 
unt ral ae 3805. ehen he amv fas a, aretha o— 
u w com, 

aon athe oe to this soldier has been nd upon hospital 

ou 
from 1861 to 1865, inclusive.” 
Said John H. Willis, as 

served wenn ee 4 from A 


onan ted to obtain —— but was told by his captain that 
et a =e. and, t over, he went home ne leave; that 
fis-enid reels for a erable time, and that after 
pele ek emne-ainees was taken and remained quite sick and una- 
ee. canada tek whan.be 26k teaover, the war iaing 
over, he did not return. 
‘The fact of the serious ilimess of wife of said John H. Willis at said time is 


1895. 






shown by testimony of two of his eeeters, as is also the illness of himself. 
In view of the facts in this case and long and faithful service of said John 
H. Willis, your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, i hope the gentleman in charge 
of this bill will make a statement in regard to it. There was so 
much confusion that I am satisfied no one heard the report when 
it was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to visitors in the 
galleries that they are here by the courtesy of the House and must 
maintain order. The doorkeepers in the galleries will see that 
order is preserved. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It seems to me that the 
disorder is on the floor and not in the galleries. | : 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, after thanking the committee 
for the courtesy extended, I desire to say that the beneficiary in 
this bill, John H. Willis, enlisted as a private soldier in the Thir- 
teenth Indiana Volunteers on the 25th day of April, 1861. He re- 
mained with that regiment until October, 1862, when he was trans- 
ferred to-Company D, Fourth United States Artillery. Heserved 
with that company until his three years expired, when he reen- 
listed for three years. He remained with that company until the 
26th day of May, 1865. His regiment or his company were never 
in an en tthat he was notin. The hospital records of the 
War Department do not show that he was ever inside a hospital. 
It is just such a case as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cur- 
TIs] spoke of a few evenings ago, where members of his regiment 
were transferred to a battery thinking they were in the volunteer 
service and not in the Re Army. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that at his home, where he is 
known, he is not even thonghtof as a deserter. He is an old man, 
very poor, attempting to sustain himself and his poor old wife by 
hard labor. He never discovered the fact that he was marked as 
a deserter until in his old age he undertook to obtain a pension. 
Then for the first time he learned that he had been in the Regu- 
lar Army and that he was borne on the records as a deserter and 
could not obtain a pension. There never was an attempt made to 
arrest him at any time; and if there ever was a meritorious claim 
this is one. 

Mr. HERMANN. On what ground is it claimed he was a 
deserter? 

Mr. PEARSON. He remained, as I said, until the 25th day of 
May, 1865. with his regiment; and then, learning that his wife 
‘was very sick, attempted to get a furlough and failed—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wiil suspend, and the com- 
mittee will rise informally to receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DockEry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 
H. Stahel; and 

A bill (A. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The committee resumed its session. 


JOHN H. WILLIS. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the question of 
the gentleman from Oregon, I desire to say that John H. Willis 
served faithfully from the 25th day of April, 1861, until the 25th 
day of May, 1865, and was in every engagement that his company 
and regiment was in; but at that time he learned of the serious 
illness of his wife, and attempted to get a furlough and go home. 
He did not get it, but went home and remained there for some 
time while his wife was sick; and he eventually took sick himself 
and remained sick for some time. The war being over, he did not 
return. 

Mr. HERMANN. And the war terminated during his sickness? 

Mr. PEARSON. The war, in fact, was over before he went 


home. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman state 
whether his object is merely to have the charge of desertion re- 
moved, or is his object to obtain a pension? 

Mr. PEARSON. My object is to get a pension for the old man. 
[Applause.} He is a man who did his duty as faithfully as any 
soldier in the Army of the United States. 

Mr. JONES. I did not hear the bill sufficiently well to know 
os it contains the proviso that is usually attached to bills of 

TS nd. 

Mr. PEARSON. There is no proviso; but I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that I have no objection to an viso that 
will not prevent this man from getting a pension. My whole ob- 
het a him in ee where he may obtain a pension, 

, l repeat, no ier in the Union Army did his duty more 
faithfully than this man, and he did it from the 25th day of April, 
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1861, to the 26th day of May, 1865. I have no objection to a pro- 
viso which will prevent him from receiving bounty or back pay. 

Mr. JONES. Ought not that to be put m the bill? And does 
not the gentleman remember that the President vetoed the other 
day a bill of this character, saying that the action of Congress in 
removing thecharge of desertion was a doubtful exercise of power, 
but that when the power was exercised he did not think the sol- 
dier t to receive a pension? 

Mr. PEARSON. The President did not say that with regard 
to a bill identical in character with this, a bill introduced by my 
friend from Indiana, Mr. Cooper, for the benefit of a man who 
had served in the same regiment. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be amended 
by adding a proviso that no bounty or back pay ehall accrue on 
account of the of this act. 


Mr. PEARSON. Ihave no objection to that amendment. I 
will accept it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

‘* Provided, That no bounty or back pay shall accrue from the passage of this 


act.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. L, EASTMAN. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota (when his name was called). 
Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (8.1656) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. L. Eastman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Mary A. t 
Eastman, widow of Robert L. Eastman, late captain and brevet major, United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
the pension she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Marti) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bili (S. 1656) to in- 
crease to $50 the pension of Mary A. L. Eastman, and submit the following 


report: 
This bill the Senate July 25, 1894, and it appears from the Senate Re- 
, No. 575, that the petitioner is pensioned at $20 per month as widow of 
obert L. Eastman, who entered West Point Military Academy im 1856, be- 
came tain in Sixth United States Infantry, and died in the seryice No- 
vember 7, 1865. ~ 
The iow is a helpless invalid, and since 1880 has been confined to her bed 
or a wheeled chair, lua of spinal disease and paraiysis, and is entirely 
dependent on her pension, and yet requires the constant attendance of an- 


other person. This isshown by affidavits of Dr. H.C. Yarrow and Gen. 8. V. 
Benét, of Washington, D. C.; Dr. il Norris, of San Francisco, Cal., and 
Col. John M. Wilson, of West Point, N. Y. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman,I send to the Clérk’s 
desk and ask to have read the Senate report upon the same bill, 
and I trust I shall be pardoned if I invite careful attention to it. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1656) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary A. L. Eastman, have carefully considered 
the same, and recommend its passage. 

The beneficiary is a hopeless invalid and has been so for years. She is 
without means other than the pension she is now receiving. Her husband 
was a most brave and gallant officer, whose death resulted directly from his 
service. As will be seen from the subjoined communications, the case is a par- 
ticularly meritorious and exceptional one, and therefore your committee 
feel that the Semate should concur in its recommendation and the bill be 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 15, 1892. 
Statement of the military service of Robert Langdon Eastman, of the United 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

Cadet at the United States Military Academy July 1, 1856, to May 6, 1861, 
when he was graduated and appointed second lieutenant Sixth infantry, 
May 6, 1861; first lieutenant Sixth Infantry, May 17, 1861; captain Sixth In- 
fantry, February 8, 1864. 

He received the brevets of captain June 27, 1862, for gallant and meritorious 
services at the battle of Gaines Mills, Virginia, and majer July 1, 1962, for 
gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Malvern Hill, Virginia. 

He was on duty in Washington, D.C., drilling volunteers, May 19 to July 6, 
1861; aid-de-camp to Colonel Richardson to August 16, 1861, and participated 
in the battle of Run, Virginia, July 21, 1861; on duty under Gen. Andrew 
Porter, ores guard at Washington, D.C., to December 2, 1861: with regi- 
ment at Washington, D.C., to March 10, 1862; in the Army of the Potomac to 
June 27, 1862, Sapeting in the peninsular campaign, being engaged in the 
sl of Yorktown April 5 to 25, 1862 (was sick in hospital April 25 to May 21, 
) the battle of Gaines Mills, June 27, 1862; absent sick and on leave 
for the benefit of his health June 27 to August 16, 1862; on duty at the Military 
Academy August 29, 1862, to February 13, 1865; on sick leave to April 11, 1865; 
on duty at head rs Department of Washington to July 1, 1866, and on 
sick leave until he died at Washington, D. C., November 7, 1865. 

R. WILLLAMS, 
Adjutant-General. 


814 SEVENTEENTH STREET, Washington, D. C., December 3, 1892. 

I certify that I have known and been conversant with the case of Mrs. Mary 
AL. widow of Bvt. Maj. Robert L. Eastman, United States Army, 
for over twelve years, and during this entire time and at the date of writing, 

to di of the spinal cord, probably sclerosis, she has been confined 
either to her bed or toa wheel chair, having lost entirely the use of her lower 


In view of the fact that recove 
to gain her own livelih 


seems well-nigh hopeless, and that she is 
unable 
a month is her sole 


and that her — smail pension of 
income, and as a widow of an honorable, faithful, and efii- 
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cient officer of the Army, whose life was sacrificed for his country, she should 
receive from the Government a sufficient pension to enable her declining 
years to be passed in comparative comfort. 





H. C. YARROW, M. D., 
Late Acting Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 


1717 I Srreet NW., Washington, D. C., December 2, 1892. 

Srr: Mrs. M A. LL. Eastman, widow of Capt. R. L. Eastman, United States 
Army, Sixth antry, was taken ill early in 1880 with spinal sclerosis, since 
which time she has never walked, being confined entirely to her bed and 
wheeled chair, and,as far as now known by her ae. will never im- 
prove. The pension of $20 a month which she now receives is her sole 
income, and is insufficient to support her in her helpless condition. 

Her husband, Maj. Robert L. tman, was graduated at West Point, N. Y., 
May 6, 186i, and at once entered the Manassas campaign, Virginia, being en- 

in the first battle of Bull Run, July 21, 1861, two months after uat- 
ng; then went to the Virginia peninsular cam n, Army of the Potomac, 
pons engaged in the siege of Yorktown, April 5-25, 1862. Took part in the 
battle of Gaines Mills, and was brevetted captain for t and meritorious 
services at the battle of Gaines Mill, Vir June 27, 1862. Was brevetted 
major for nt and meritorious services at the battle of Malvern Hill, 
Virginia, July 1, 1862. 

Thus at the early age of 26 he had participated in many battles and received 
the brevets of captain and major for Gaines Mills and Malvern Hill, the last 
being a hard-fought field, the crowning victory of the seven days’ change of 
base to the James River. i 

He returned from the peninsula in shattered health, with disease con- 
tracted in the deadly swamps of the eaters, ae McClellan, and he 
lingered on, always on duty, until November 7, 1865, when, at the early age 
of 29, he died at Washington, D. C.., of — pulmonalis. 

His widow, after a lingering illness of twelve years, with no hope of recoy- 
ery or improvement, prays for the passage of this bill for her relief. 

Very respectfully, ‘ 
5. V. BENET, 


Brigadier-General, United States Army, Retired. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
United States Senate. 


I certify that I attended protaienely Mrs. R. L. Eastman, widow of Bvt. 
Maj. Robert L. Eastman, United States Army, and treated her from 1880 
until 1884 for paraplegia, or loss of power to walk or stand or move from her 
chair. This disability resulted from inflammation of a — of the spinal 
cord, and followed a long period of nursing at the bedside of her husband in 
his last illness in W m, D.C. Mrs. Eastman, in consequence of this 
——_ requires the constant attention of a servant, and is entirely de- 

ndent. 

VGan FRANCISCO, CAL., November 26, 1892. 
BASIL NORRIS, M. D., 
Colonel and Surgeon, United States Army, Retired. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of November, 1892. 
[SRAL.] R. D. McELROY, 
Notary Public in end for the City and County of 
San Francisco, State of California. 
West Pornt, N. Y., December 2, 1892. 

My Dear Srp: I have the honor to invite your attention to the bill now be- 
fore your committee for consideration for the increase of the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Mary A. L. Eastman, ow of the late Capt. R. L. Eastman, 
United States Army, Sixth Infantry. 

Mrs. Eastman was taken ill early in 1880 with spinal trouble, since which 
time she has never walked, being confined entirely to her bed and wheel 
chair, and, so far as now known by her pees. will never improve. 

Her pension of $20 per month is her sole income. Captain died 
a ovesnnay 7, 1865, having served faithfully and gallantly during the war of 

ere on. 

It is earnestly recommended that the increase of pension granted in a num- 
ber of equally meritorious cases may be extended to this noble, Christian, 
suffering woman, whose whole thought and life have been to help others. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN M. WILSON, 


Colonel of Engineers. 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on laying this bill aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I have heard no statement about 
this bill. Here is a bill which proposes to give to the widow of a 
captain, who now enjoys a pension of $20, a pension of $50 a 
month. We have just had before us a bill which proposed to give 
to the widow of a commander in the Navy $50 a month. 

That lady already enjoyed a pension of $30 a month, the very 
highest that could be given under the law to the widow of a soldier 
of that rank. The widow of a captain is entitled to only $20 a 
month under the law and this lady is receiving that amount. Now, 
I have iy yoee a bill proposing to increase a pension from $30 
to $50, but this is a bill which proposes to increase a pension of 

to $50 a month. 

I admit that the circumstances of the lady in this case are dif- 
ferent from the circumstances of the beneficiary of the other bill; 
but I do not think that we can bestow pensions upon any such 
ground as that. If so, we have got to examine into the pecuni 
circumstances as well as the physical condition of the widow of 
every soldier or officer who applies for a pension here. I think 
this is a bill that ought not to receive afavorable report from this 
committee. I reserve the rest of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I a the 
committee will observe the evidence in this case, which distin- 
—_ s it from the case that has been recently before the commit- 

ee. This widow is an invalid and has been for fifteen years, 
either in her bed or in a rolling chair, utterly unable to walk. 
She requires the constant attendance of another person. I do not 
care nor do I think it necessary to go into the details of the service 
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of her husband. He uated from West Point in the spring of 
1861 and went straight to the battle of Bull Run. He fought 
through the war and died in 1865. This lady has been a widow 
—~ saee his death. She is without property and has to rely on 
charity. 

Mr. HULICK. What is her age? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Iam not prepared to state 
that, but she has been the widow of this officer for thirty years. 
Gentlemen will appreciate how utterly inadequate $20 a month 
is to take care of an invalid who can not either stand or walk. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to say 
just a word or two on behalf of this bill. Iam, as I think the 
members of this committee well know, utterly opposed to increas- 
ing the pensions of widows of officers merely on the ground of the 
rank of their husbands. I voted against a bill of that-kind this 
evening, and I did so in accordance with reports which I have 
heretofore made from the Committee on Invalid Pensions in cases 
of that class. 

I have no doubt that there are on the Calendar other bills pro- 
posing to increase pensions from $30 to $50 a month, merely on ac- 
count of the rank of the dead soldiers or officers, that I shall feel 
bound to vote against; but I desire to call attention particular] 
to the facts in this case. The Committee on Invalid Pensions too 
up the case and went through the evidence very critically. The 
members of that committee—some of them at least—entered upon 
the consideration of this case with a feeling that the bill ought 
not to be favorably considered. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as we proceeded with the examination of 
evidence in the case it appeared so different from the generality 
of these cases that I believed it was right. I made this report 
myself and I shall vote most cheerfully for the passage of the bill. 
I will tell youwhy. Not on account of the question of rank at all. 
I would vote to raise this pension if this woman were the widow 
of a private soldier, provided she were in the same condition and 
had been brought to it under similar circumstances. As one of 
the affidavits in this case shows, this woman, being the wife of a 
soldier, nursed him in his last illness; and during that illness con- 
tracted the disease which has finally made her a helpless invalid, 
dependent upon the charity of others and needing the constant 
care and attention of another person. 

l appeal to members of this committee to say whether, regard- 
less of the question of the rank of the soldier, $20 can be sup 
sufficient to maintain this woman when she is so helpless that ghe 
can not stand, that she can not wait upon herself,and needs the 
constant care and attendance of another person. 

Let me call attention to another fact. If this were the case of 
the soldier himself, and he were in a condition of total helplessness, 
requiring the care and attention of another person, he would receive 
under the general law a pension of $72a month. Now, why make 
a difference in this case? 

Let me call attention to another fact. In a previous Congress 
I introduced and reported to this House a bill to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow of a second lieutenant who was receiving but 
$15 a month—a woman who in nursing her sick husband until he 
closed his eyes in death had contracted the disease from which 
she finally sat down in her chair, a helpless invalid for nineteen 
years. This House in a previous Congress passed that bill in- 
creasixg that woman’s pension from $15 to $50 a month—not on 
account of the question of rank, but on account of the peculiar 
circumstances surrounding the case. 

Mr. Chairman, while our general laws prescribe certain pensions 
for soldiers, according to the condition of helplessness, no such 
difference is made in regard to the widows of soldiers. Would it 
be wrong for this House now to take into consideration the help- 
less condition of this widow, who nursed her husband until death 
closed his eyes, and by reason of doing so was stricken with a dis- 
ease which is pursuing her now, so that she is sitting in her chair 
a helpless invalid, hoping and praying that this Committee of the 
Whole will to-night make a favorable report to the House upon 
her bill in order that it may be passed? 

Mr. TYLER. Under the general law, what is the highest rate 
of — that can be given to the widow of an officer of this 
ran 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Twenty dollars. 
Mr. TYLER. I was under the impression that $30 had been 


owed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No; that is the pension of the widow 
of a colonel. 

Mr. JONES. I move to amend this bill by striking out “ fifty” 
and inserting ‘‘thirty,” so as to give this widow $30 a month 
which is the largest amount that can be given under the general 
law to the widow of a general. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected, there 
being—ayes 9, noes 49. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
there being on a division (called for by Mr. JonEs)—ayes 59, 
noes 1, 
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j EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


Mr. COVERT (when the name of Mr. LEFEVER was called). Mr. 
Speaker, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. LEFEVER] whois detained 
at home by illness, I ask to be permitted to call up the bill (S. 2511) 
granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny. 

There was no objection. 

The bili was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eugenia R. 
Sweeny, widow of Thomas W. Sweeny, late a eee in the Army 
of the United States, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension she 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. RYAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pansions have considered the bill (S. 2511) to in- 
= to $50 the pension of Eugenia R. Sweeny and submit the following re- 
port: 

This bill passed the Senate January 24, 1895. The petitioner is the widow 
of Thomas W. Sweeny, who served from November 23, 1846, to August 44, 
1865, serving in the Mexican war and rising during the late war to the rank 
of bri ier-general. He was retired as brigadier-general May ll, 1870, and 
died April 10, 1892. The petitioner married the soldier September 30, 1867, 
and is pensioned at $ per month as widow of a Mexican war soldier. Itdoes 
not appear that she has filed any claim under the general pension laws. The 
facts are more fully set forth in Senate Report No. 802, which it is not neces- 
sary to repeat here. Inasmuch as this lady has no pensionable status under 
the general laws, the soldier’s death not being shown to have been due to his 
service, itis not believed to be roper or equitable to give her by special act 
a rate of pension higher than that allowed by the general law to the widows 
of men of the same rank who actually died in the service. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strik- 
ign out the word “fifty,’’ in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty,” and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the Senate report will 
be read. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. COVERT. Isend tothedesktheSenatereport. Itissome- 
what lengthy; and if I may be permitted I will make a brief state- 
ment in lieu of the reading of the report. 

Mr. JONES. Let us first hear the report. 

Mr. HAINES. Has the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JonEs] 
read the Senate report? 

Mr. JONES. o, sir; I have not. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I desire to ask the Chair whether it is in 
order for any member to call for the reading of the Senate re- 
port. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that it be read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. The Chair 
thinks it is in order under the circumstances. 

The Clerk read the report of the Senate committee, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2511) grant- 
ing, an — of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny, have examined the same 
and report: 

The claimant under this bill is the widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Greeny. 
late of the Army of the United States, who died at Astoria, N. Y., April 10, 
1892. The widow is now in receipt of a Mexican war pension of $8 per month. 

The records show that General Sweeny entered the service as a second 
lieutenant December 23, 1846, and continued in practically constant service 
until May 11, 1870, when he was mustered out in consequence of wounds re- 
ceived in the Mexican war and the war of the rebellion. Special Order No. 


190 reads as follows: 
(Special Order No. 190.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 11, 1870. 

A board of examination having found Maj. Thomas W. Sweeny, United 
States pas unassigned, incapacitated for active service, and that said in- 
capacity is due primarily to a wound received in the battle of Churubusco, 
Mexico, while a second lieutenant in the First New York Volunteer Infantry, 
on the 20th of August, 1847, which occasioned the amputation of his right arm 
at the middle third; and, cage to a gunshot wound received in the right 
leg at the battle of Wilson Creek, Missouri, August 10, 1861, while acting as 
inspector-general to Brigadier-General Lyon, and at which time he aie 
Sweeny} was a bri er-general of the Three Months’ Voluntee er 
an election of the officers approved by Brigadier-General Lyon; and, y; 
by a gunshot wound in the flesh of the left arm above the elbow, received 
at the battle of Shiloh, Tenn., while commanding a brigade, these several 
wounds be: aggravated by long and faithful service and exposure in the 
line of duty, the President directs that his name be placed on the list of 
retired officers of that class in which the disability results from long and 
faithful service, or from wounds or injury received in the line of duty. In 
accordance with section 32 of the act approved July 28, 1866, Major Sweeny is, 
by direction of the President, retired with the full rank of -general. 

By command of General Sherman. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 


Adjutant-General. 
J. R. TIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Mrs. Sweeny’s petition to Congress is in the following words: 
To Congress of the United States of America; 


The petition of the undersigned, Eugenia R. Sweeny, respectfully shows: 

Iam the widow of Thomas W. Sweeny, late brigadier-general, United States 
Army, retired, deceased. I was married to him at Augusta, Ga., on pen 
ber 30, 1867, and we lived happily together until his death on April 10, and 
Ihave not remarried. 

My husband at the time of his death was an officer in the United States 
Army, holding the rank of brigadier-general, retired. I refer to his honorable 
war record from the time he entered the Army, serving through the Mexican 
war in 1846-1848, wherein he lost his right arm and received other woun 
afterwards on the great plains in the West, and all through our great 
lamented civil war, wherein he earned and attained the title of brigadier-gen- 


an consequence of the loss of his arm and wounds received in active service 
my said husband was retired on the lith day of at 1870, with such rank of 
brigadier-general. Being physically incapacitated by reason of wounds re- 
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ceived during the service in the United States Army, consisting in the loss of 

his right arm, a saber cut on forehead, and bullets in legs and remaining 

= he never entered any private business or accepted any political posi- 
on. 

His only income was his pay as such retired officer, and he had no property 
or other income of any kind. He had dependent upon him for support his 
family, consisting of two sons and two daughters, my mother,and myself. I 
had no property or income, and with so many dependent upon him for sup- 
pens my husband's whole salary was used to give his family a comfortable 

iving, and he was unable to save any of it for the future, and on dying ho 
left no property or estate. 

Iam,and for many years have been,a partial invalid from rhenmatism and 
nervous prostration, and am utterly unable to perform manual labor of any 
sort. My daughter Fannie has secured a position at a small salary, and is ab- 
sent from home from early in the morning until late in the evening. One of 
my sons has also obtained a position at a very small salary, but must, when 
possible, learn and enter some other business before he can earn enough to 
sup himself. My other son has no business, and by reason of a severed 
tendon in his arm is incapacitated for manual labor. 

Since my husband's death I have moved into a smaller house to secure a 
lower rent, and have taken boarders in the attempt to support myself and 
family, yet so small is the return that I can not hire a servant, hence my 


er 





mother, who is aged 66 years, does most of the housework. My income is in- 
sufficient to provide myself and family with the necessaries of life. 
Compelled by my necessities, I now petition that your honorable body will 


take note of them and of my late husband's lifelong services rendered the 
Government, preventing him from accumulating property, and grant me a 
life pension of at least $50 per month. 

Dated October 12, 1893. EUGENIA Nt. SWEENY. 
STatTe oF New YORK, County of Queens, x: 


Eugenia R. Sweeny, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That she is the 
Sa named in the foregoing petition; that she has read the same and 
nows the contents thereof, and the same is true. 
EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of October, 1893; and I 
hereby certify that the person who signed and executed the foregoing peti- 
tion and affidavit to be a creditable person and of good repute for truth and 
veracity in the community in which she lives, ona that the contents of the 
above petition were fully known to her before signing. 
{u. a) WALTER G. SCOTT, 
Notary Public, Queens County. 


The following is General Sweeny’s military record, as furnished by the 
War Department: 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, December 20, 139%. 


VOLUNTEER RECORD. 


Thomas W. Sweeny was enrolled November 23, 1846,at New York. and was 
mustered into service as second lieutenant with Company A, First Regiment 
(Burnett's) New York Volunteers, December 23, 1846. e is reported pres- 
ent on the rolls of his company, except _as follows: 

Roll dated August 31, 1847, “Wounded severely at battle of Los Portalas, 
August 20, 1847:"" October 31, 1847, to February 28. 1848, “ On sick leave from 
October 27, 1847;*’ April 30, 1848, “‘Absent on recruiting service October 26, 
1847, General Order No. 328, October 26, 1847;"" roll for May and June, 1848, 
not on file. 

He was honorably discharged as second lieutenant, said company and regi- 
ment, March 16, 1848, to enable him to accept an appointment as second lieu- 
tenant Second United States Infantry. 

T. W. Sweeny, captain Second United States Infantry, was assigned to the 
command of a bi eof Missouri militia May 20, 1861, and was honorably 
mustered out as b ier general of Missouri Infantry, August 14, 1861. 

Thomas W. Sweeny was mustered into service as colonel Fifty-second 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, to date January 21, 1862, and is re- 
ported on the field and staff rolls of the regiment as follows: 

Roll dated February 28, 1862, “Present,” with remark: “On special duty in 
St. Louis, r letter of instructions, dated Headquarters Department of 
Missouri, St. Louis, February 24, 1862;"’ April 30, 1862, ** Present.’ with re- 
marks: “* Wounded in battle April 6, 1862, at Pittsburg, Tenn.;”’ June 30, 1862, 
“Absent,” with remark: “Away on leave of absence; August 18, 1862 (speciai 
muster), “Absent,” with remark: “On leave of sixty days from June 2, 
1862; "” August 31, 1862, “ Present,” with remark: “ Joined from leave of ab- 
sence August 30, 1862; October 31, 1862, “Absent,” with remark: ‘On de- 
tached service, commanding Second Division;*’ December 31, 1862, and Feb- 
ruary 23, 1863, “Absent,” with remark: - On detached service, commanding 
First Brigade Dodge’s Division, per Special Order No. 9, dated Headquarters 
Sweeny’s Division, October 30, 1562." 

He was honorably discharged as colonel of said regiment to date April 20, 
1863, to enable him to accept an appointment as brigadier-general of volun- 


rs. 

The medical records show that Colonel Sweeny was wounded in the arm 
and had his horse shot under him at the battle of Pittsburg Landing, Tenn., 
April 6 or 7, 1862. 

omas W. Sweeny was, while serving as colonel Fifty-second Mlinois Vol- 
unteers, commissioned brigadier-general of volunteers March 11, 1863, to rank 
from November 29, 1862, and accepted the commission April 21, 1863. He is re- 
ported as follows: : 

In command of the First Brigade, Second Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, 
from date of appointment to July —, 1863; absent with leave to September 
—, 1863; in command of Second Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, from Sep- 
tember 12, 1863, to July 24, 1864; relieved and ordered to Nashville. Tenn.. in 
arrest, to uwait trial on charges preferred; stations from August to Decem- 
ber 31, 1864, not given; January 1, 1865, at Louisville, Ky., under trial; acquitted 
by a general court-martial of the charges preferred; February — io April 
—, 1 at Brooklyn, N. Y., awaiting orders; April 10, 1865, ordered to report 
to general Military Division Mississippi for duty. No further 
record of found. 

He was honorably mustered out of service as brigadier-general of volun- 
teers August 24, 1860. 

Respectfully submitted. ‘ 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, U. S. A.. Chief Record and Pension Office. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Your committee are unanimously of opinion that this case is worthy of 
favorable consideration. The long and faithful service of the soldier, the 
wounds that he received in two wars which finally compelled his retirement 
from the service, and the poor health and poverty of the widow make the 
case one of unusual merit, and we therefore recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, as 1 understand, this lady is now 
enjoying a pension of $8 a month, being all that she can receive 
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under the general law, her husband not having died in the service 
or as the result of injuries incurred in the service. This is a Sen- 
ate bill and provides that this lady shall receive a pension of $50 a 
month, being an increase from $8 a month. The Committee on 
Invalid Pensions of the House proposes to amend the bill by insert- 
ing $30 instead of $50; and they give very excellent reasons why 
this reduction should be made. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill to this circumstance: This is a Senate bill; and if this 
amendment be adopted the probability is that the Senate will 
insist upon allowing the pension at the rate of $50 a month. 
There will be a conference, a conference report will be presented 
here, and will probably be passed, fixing this pension at $50 a 
month, in spite of the fact that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions of this House have deliberately said in their report that this 
widow should not receive more than $30 a month. 

Now, if the tleman in charge of this bill is prepared to say 
that the widow will accept the amount fixed here, $30 a month, 
and that no effort will be made on the t of her friends in the 
Senate to insist on the $50 in the bill by the Senate being 
restored when the bill will be in a oe where it probably can 
not be as easily controlled in the House as it is now, I will not 
raise the question of a quorum on it. But Iam soo to $50 
a month in these cases that I certainly will feel ed upon to 
raise that objection. 

Mr. COVERT. I can give to the gentleman unqualified assur- 
ance that no insistence will be made in this matter, after it passes 
the House, on the amount stated in the Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARTHA FRANK. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent on be- 
half of my colleague [Mr. Lawson], who is necessarily detained 
from the House by illness, to call up the bill (H. R. 7002) to pen- 
sion Mrs. Martha Frank. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

It is as follows: 

Be Conan, ae. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, su to the 
lations and provisions of law governing the payment of , the name of 
Mrs. Martha Frank, widow William Frank, member of the ‘company of 
Capt. John Little in'the Indian war of 1818. 


The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows: 
The Commniteenan Sugetenn, Sp wawes ees nee. 7002) grant- 
: [Seeaien Sea Sees Frank, have considered the same and report as 
ows: 

“The claimant's late husband, William Frank, peo n ene soldier in . John 
E. Little's company of Georgia militia in the Florida Indian war of 18. The 
records of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury De mt, show that the 
ey enlisted February 13, 1818, and was with the company May 

The Indian war act of July 27, 1892, only covers the Indian wars from 1832 
to 1842, inclusive, and hence there tone iow emis under which this widow can ob- 
tain relief through an oe at the Pension Bureau. 

Her saaballest address is Greensboro, Ga. 

The of the bill is pepeeinanees. with an ————_- addin: after 
the last w: the words “and allow ale eae at $8 per mon 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM J. MURRAY. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 1692) grant- 
inge pension to William J. Murray. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Sa Boterine be, end he ebesehe, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, name of W: J. Murray, who 


served in the Department of the Gi in the | departmen’ 
rea Red River cam aie in 1864, Dansion to bo atthe rate 
See seins said Murray ha we totally’ blind Ly cnesaanitasae 


The Senate report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

a pension to William J. Bturray, have mine eaten’, Che 358 GD anat- 
are sretsasip te ee this b il reudered te the gore eee = 
cam ‘ Ho atfored unusual Seeds Witic in tee eamnte of the io 
caer totally blind. The annexed affidavits show all the facts 

Sar qemine tt ae that the bill isa meritorious one, and its 
ee is recommended. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House recommend 
en ee ee 

Strike out,in line 10, the word ve” and insert “twelve;” and 
strike out allafter the the word “anonth.” in Sehdown to the end of the bill 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. ih the gentleman from Arkansas will make 
gumne statement in retorence thie bill, a0 that the House may wn- 
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derstand its character. Ido not understand the amount that is 
arepores to be fixed by the bill. 

LITTLE. The | bill was originally introduced and passed 
the Senate for $25 a month, but was reduced by the House com- 
mittee to $12 a month. 

Mr. JONES. This is a Senate bill, I believe? 

Mr.LITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. When was it passed by the Senate? 

Mr. LITTLE. g the present session. 

Mr.JONES. Will the amount fixed by the House in this 
amendment be accepted by the pensioner? 

Mr. LITTLE. won or I eae it will be accepted. tne 

The CHAIRMAN. er is on laying the bill aside. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation thatit do pass. 


ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4637) [= a pension to Elizabeth 
Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. hiting. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

t 
wate ate ales Ta tha Someta oe gee be Dees, 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name r Whiting, 
widow of Lient. oar S Whiting, United Stab Btniee Marine ao oa: pay her a 
pension of $50 per month from and after the passage of thisact; and this pen- 
sion shall be ibe ies Liou of Shek which dhe is now bacelting. 


The report (by Mr. STaLLInGs) was read, as follows: 


The Commies e Pensions, to whom was pene the bill (H. R. 4637) 
gran Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, have consid the same 
and re Sie oi as follows: 


Vhiti © widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting, late of the United 
States Marine who was commissioned second lieutenant in the cor 
on July 1, 1874, promoted to be first lieutenant March 20, 1883. He died 


active service, and from causes originating in line of duty, January 8, 1890, 

and his widow, the benefici iary, is receiving a pension of $17 per month, 

oan under the general law, with $2 additi for each of two little chil: 
under 16 years of age. 

Medical evidence on file shows that the claimant is suffering froma chronic 
disease of the middle ears, practically incurable, and causing severe deafness 
of bothears. She is unable, because of that disability, to do anything toward 

support, and aside from ave fe menor tig and uncertain income derived 
Soon tke ance of her husband's life insurance, she has nothing but her 
ae with which to procure a livelihood for herself and children. 

There are many precedents for the proposed 1 — and in view of the 
facts presented above your committee recommend the passage of the bill 
with the following amendments: Cha the title so as to read: “A bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth sr Whiting,” etc.; strike out the 
word “fifty,” in line 8, and substitute therefor the were “twenty- five,” so 
as to fix the rate of pension at $25 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I understand this is a Senate bill. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. No; a House bill. 

Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman will make some statement 
aboutit. Thisisa large amount, and we certainly ought to have 
some information to justify the increase. The report, I think, is 
not satisfactory. 

Mr. LOCK WOOD. I think the report itself makes all the state- 
ment that is . This, however, I will say, is a House bill. 
Mis. Whiting is the widow of Lieutenant Whiting, of the Navy, 
an officer who contracted disease in the Navy and in the service 
of the Government, and died immediately on his return to the 
city of New York with his ship from the effect of disease so con- 


The increase asked is a very small one, only $8 a month, and is 
absolutely necessary for the rt of the widow and two very 
small children who are left. ey have but little on which to 
live, and, as the report states, at the time of her husband's death 
she was slightly deaf, since which time she has become —— 
absolutely so, prohibiti her, of course, aes S 
business of any kind or c ter for her supp Sot t 
any further statement is necessary in Soc cnabdawiler of the tat 
that this officer contracted the disease from whicn he died in line 
of duty in the service of his country. 

Mr. ae of S.uth Carolina. Do the children draw a 

sion 
o. LOCKWOOD, Yes; Sew 4 draw the enormous pension, al- 
lowed by the law, of $2 each per month. 
at: TAleues of South Carolina. What has this lady been 
win, 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. She has been drawing a pension at the rate 
of $17 a month allowed to the widows of offi ediowe of her husband’s 
rank and only wants an increase of $8 a month additional, which 
is a small sum, but would be large to her in the care of her family 
and in the helpless condition in which she finds herself by the 
death of her husband. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES F. HOLLY. 


Mr. LUCAS. I call up the bill (S. 2199) granting a pension to 
Charles bs 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Charles F. Ey. late cap- 
tain of Company H, pape of Colorado Volunteer Infantry, and 

ima on a o r mon m the 
== nsion at the rate of $50 pe: th from the passage of act, 
in lieu of pension he is now receiving. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the amend- 
ments stated in the eo 
The report (by Mr. MEIKLEJOHN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 2199) to 
increase to $50 the pension of Charles F. Holly, and submit the following 
re t: 
this bill passed the Senate January 21, 1895, and the following appears in 

eir report: 

“Claimant was captain of Company H, Second Regiment Colorado Volun- 
teer Infantry, and while in the service suffered from sunstroke. He was 
pensioned for and general nervous prostration, the result 
of sunstroke, and is now dra $20 | em month. Jaane for increase 
has been rejected on the ground that present condition is due to old age 
rather than to the results of sunstroke. 

Claimant is over seventy-five yearsof age, and there are scores of affidavits 
on file (medical and otherwise) showing that he is totally disabled and re- 
quires the constant attendance of another person. The last official medical 
examination of claimant was made by the board of medical examiners at 
Pueblo, Colo., February 7, 1894, the report being as follows: 

*“* He is a very feeble old man; shoulders much stooped; walks a 
is very hard of hearing, and has very little memory; body thin and poor 
nourished; spines of cervical vertebra very tender. He is unable to wal 
with eyes closed, and can not stand for an instant upon_one foot with eyes 
closed. His skin is hyperzesthetic over the whole body. Hisshoulders, knees, 
and hips present crepitus on movement, and the movement of left hip is 
abridged to one-third normal. Right hip and knee present about one-half 
normal movement. Is unable to dress or undress himself without assist- 
ance, which he considers due to rheumatism, but which we believe to be due 
to the general neurasthenia resulting from sunstroke.’ 

“In addition to this the board found the heart sounds nervous and irrita- 
ble, and also that claimant was suffering from a large oblique inguinal hernia. 

“This case presents an interesting study of the difference of opinion be- 
tween medical boards who personally examine claimants and tnat of the 
medical officers of the Pension Bureau. Had the opinion of the examining 
poard in this case been accepted the soldier’s pension would have been in- 
out to $72 per month, but as their opinion was overruled no increase 
was w 

“Your committee calls attention to the fact that the pension was granted for 
headache, vertigo, and general nervous prostration, resulting from sunstroke, 
and also to the further fact that the present condition of soldier is typical of 
an advanced case of neurasthenuia (nervous prostratiog). There are several 
medical affidavits on file in the case showing this fact, in addition to the opin- 
ion of the three members of the medical board who last examined him. 

* Under these circumstances it seems more than probable that the disa- 
bility contracted in the service has had much to do with the existing condi 
tion. Recognizing, however, that at best itis a matter of opinion, your com- 
mittee do not feel justified in recommending the full pension of $72 per month, 
but recommend that the blank in line 7 of the bill be filled by inserting the 
words ‘ fifty dollars; and that the bill be f amended by adding at the 
end t the words ‘in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.’” 

It will be observed that the Senate report admits the doubt whether claim- 
ant’s present enfeebled condition is er to his service, and it is un- 
deniable that age is a factor in producing present condition. 

This committee has reported a number of bills in cases of total blindness 
and utter helplessness from causes admittedly not due to the service, and in 
such cases have almost uniformly fixed the rate at $36. 7, therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill be by erate the w “Infantry,” in 
line 6. and. inserting in lieu thereof the word “ Cavalry; ” also by striking out 
the word “fifty,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ thirty- 
six,” and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, there is so much confusion in the 
Hall that I have scarcely been able to hear any part of this re- 
port, and I do not know whether it is a bill to pension the widow 
of an officer or to increase the pension of an officer. I have been 
trying my best to hear the report, and I should like a statement 
concerning the bill. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The bill under consideration has p 
the Senate, and is to pension Charles F. Holly, of Colorado. He 
is a man over 75 years of age, who was pensioned by the Depart- 
ment for headache, vertigo, and general nervous prostration aris- 
ing from sunstroke. He served from 1862 to 1864. 

' Mr. JONES. At what rate was he pensioned? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. He was pensioned by the Department in 
‘1887 at the rate of $10a month. In 1890, the Department, upon 
an application for an increase, raised thatrating to $15 per month. 
In 1894, on February 7, the Department, _— an application for 
‘an increase, raised the rating to $20 a month. 

The committee will see that the constant increase of rating by 
the Department shows a continued aggravation of the maladies 
from which the beneficiary under this bill is suffering. 

I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that the evidence in the case 
‘shows that by reason of these afflictions he is physically and 
mentally prostrated, and is unable even to dress or undress him- 
self, and requires the constant attendance of an assistant. The 
testimony shows that, were it not for his extreme age, which in 
their opinion may in part be the cause of his present condition, 
,the Department would have allowed him a rating of $72 a month. 
‘The local board of examiners in their report say that he would 


have been entitled to that rating. The Committee on Iuvalid 
Pensions reported back this bill, asking that he be granted a 
rating of $36 per month. 

_Mr. Chairman, I believe that the claim is one which is merito- 
rious; and in consideration of the fact that this claimant requires 
the constant attendance of another person, and that he is needy 
and indigent and is entirely ;dependent upon his pension, I believe 
that without further comment the committee ought unhesitat- 
ingly to favorably report this bill, and pension him at the rate of 
$36 per month. 

Mr. JONES, I understand this amendment proposes to give 
this soldier $6 a month more than he is now receiving? 

_ Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The recemmendation of the committee 
is to pension him at the rate of $36 per month. 

Mr. JONES. What is he now getting? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Under the last allowance of the Depart- 
ment, made on February 7, 1894, he received $20 a month. 

Mr. JONES. So that this is an increase of $16 per month? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Well, now, if this bill is passed at this rate, no 
matter how his disabilities may increase in the future, this being 
a special act of Congress, he would not be entitled to any further 
rating by the Pension Bureau, as I understand. 

Mr. MAHON. No; he would not. 

Mr. JONES. But he would be obliged to accept this $36, when 
he might possibly be entitled to $72 a month at some future date. 
Is not that the fact? 

_ MEIKLEJOHN. I believe that is the ruling of the Depart- 
ment. 

_Mr. JONES. In view of the fact that the Department has con- 
tinued to increase this man’s pension as his disabilities have in- 
creased, what reason is there for asking at the hands of Congress 
a special bill for this man’s relief? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that the only reason which I can give is that 
the Department upon his last application for increase, which was 
filed in October, 1894, declined to further increase his rating. 

Mr. JONES. Well, Mr. Chairman, this seems to be an attempt 
on the of Congress tc overrule a decision of the Pension Bu- 
reau. his man has to-day a rating of $20 a month, which has 
been increased at various timés until it has reached that sum, and 
Lnow understand that a still more recent application for a higher 
rating has been refused. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Will the gentleman from Virginia allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Did you hear read the report of the local 
board of exarniners in this case? 

Mr. JONES. I didnot. I stated to the Chair that I could not 
hear the report, and therefore I wanted an explanation. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I feel that if the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia knew what that report stated he would withdraw ali ob- 
jections to allowing the rating of this man to be increased to the 
amount provided in this measure. With his consent I should be 
pleased to read it. 

Mr. JONES. Ishould very much like to hear it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, the local examiners state: 

“ He is a very feeble old man; shoulders much stooped: walks totteringly; 
is very hard of hearing, and has very little memory; body thin and pox ay 
nourished; spines of cervical vertebrm very tender. He is unable to walk 
with eyes closed, and can not stand for an instant upon one foot with eyes 
closed. His skin is hyperesthetic over the whole body. His shoulders, knees, 
and hips present crepitus on movement, and the movement of left hip is 
abridged to one-third normal. Right hip and knee present about one-half 
normal movement. Is unable to dress or undress himself without assist- 
ance, which he considers due to rheumatism, but which we believe to be due 
to the general neurastheniz resulting from sunstroke.” 

In addition to this, the board found the heart sounds nervous and irritable, 
and also that claimant was suffering from a large obiique inguinal hernia. 

Mr. JONES. DoI understand the gentleman to state that that 
is the opinion of the local board of examiners? 

Mr. IKLEJOHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Do they recommend an increase of his rating? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Undertheir examination his ratinz would 
have been $72 per month, but the medical referee made the rating 
at $20 per month. 

Mr. JONES. The rating of the local medical board was not 
sustained by the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. OHN. Not sustained by the medical referee. 

Mr. JONES. Well, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if we 
have constituted medical authorities to pass upon these questions 
it is not right that Congress should undertake to override their 
decisions in these matters. I do not know anything in the world 
about this local board; but it seems the law has provided an ap- 
peal or a review of their decisions by this medical referee; and if 
we undertake to give this rating by a special act we are in effect 

down the medical authorities of the Pension Bureau. I 
do not think we ought to do it. 
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Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman one further 


question. This is a Senate bill, I believe? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Is it proposed by the gentleman to accept the $36, 
and not have the $50 insisted upon in the Senate? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. So far as I am concerned, I will state to 
the gentleman from Virginia that I will accept the $36. 

Mr. JONES. I want to say this further to the gentleman, that 
thore have been arrangements of that kind made in the past, 
and the Senate has, in spite of them, insisted on an increase. 
Now, will the gentleman say to me that he will see that it is not 
increased? ’ 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is not his bill. 

Mr. JONES, Well, he represents it. The gentleman can not 
call up this bill unless he represents it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I sincerely hope that the gentleman from 
Virginia will not ask me to give a guaranty for the action of the 


nate. 
Mr. JONES. Other gentlemen have not thought it unreason- 
able to be asked that, and have given that guaranty. I shall have 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. What was your last question? 

Mr. JONES. My last remarkewas that other gentlemen here 
representing Senate bills had not thought it unreasonable to 
accept that suggestion and have made that promise. 

Mr, MEIKLEJOHN. 1 have said to the gentleman that so far 
= I — concerned I will accept the $36 a month, as provided in 

e bill. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If the gentleman will allow me to 
interrupt him a moment, I think the gentleman from Virginia can 
rest perfectly sure that no increase above the amount fixed in the 
billas amended by the House committee willever come here to 
trouble him or — else. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman will probably be on the confer- 
ence committee. Does it come from your committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman give me assurance that this 
shall not be raised? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. So far as I amconcerned there will 
be no agreement to any increase above the amount fixed by the 
amendment. 

“wa CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the amended 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 1. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question of order. It 


has been 8 to me that the Republicans were not counted. 
Ought not ublicans as well as Democrats to be counted? 
The CHAIRMAN The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


Virginia that the three gentlemen on that side rose in the affirma- 
tive, and the Chair did not wish to count them on both sides. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. JONES. They rose on both sides. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa cs en: 
What is the rule under which we are proceeding to-night? Does 
every member have a right to call up a bill introduced by him- 
self? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the order. 

Mr. MOSES. And he can not call up any other bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The order is the same as on last Friday 
night, that each member oe shall be permitted to call up a 
bill introduced by him or a Senate bill originating in the 
State from which he comes. The Clerk will report the called 
up by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lyncu]. 


THOMAS M. CHILL. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the - 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, name of Thomas 
vate in the Black Hawk war of 1832, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 577) granting 
Sees of penne So Saneaid He Cae have comeneted She same and re- 
port as follows: 

The bill is acqomeenet by Senate Report No. 38, first session, and the same, 
accurately setting forth the facts (ex that the pensioner is now receiving 
ee eee ee a as stated in ae onan ae yest eam. 
mi as their report, and the bili is re’ with the recommendation that 
it be amended so as to fix the rate of pension to be allowed at $12 per month, 


and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 38, Fifty-third Congress, first session.] 

This bill was carefully examined by this committee during the first session 
of the Fifty-second Congress, and a full consideration given toall the evidence 
submitted and favorab! °, reported and su uently passed the Senate, and 
on a reexamination of all the facts involved this committee report as fol- 

OWS: 

The said claimant, Thomas M. Chill, is now a pensioner of the United 
States at the rate of $4 per month for servicesas a private in the Black Hawk 
war of 1832, where he served in the company commanded by Capt. James P. 
Drake, of Volunteer Mounted Riflemen in the service of the Uni States. 

It appears from the testimony of physicians and other witnesses that he is 
80 is old; that he is poe and has not the means of support; that his wife 
and himself are both old and feeble and not able to earn a living; that he is 
totally blind in the left eye; that the right eye is much affected; that he can 
see barely enough with it to get around, but not enough to transact any busi- 
ness if he were able otherwise. 

It appears from the testimony of a comrade (Ward) on file, that the soldier 
was struck in the left eye while on dutyin thenight by a twig or stick driven 
from some unknown cause; that the next morning the eye a bruised, 
sore, inflamed, and continued worse until there was a total loss of sight in it, 
which so remains. The impaired condition of the right eye is continuous, 
and it is feared will result in total loss of on. 

Your committee are of opinion, under these circumstances, that there 
ought to be an increase of pension in case, and therefore report the ac- 
companying for a pension of $20 = month, to be in lieu of the pension 
the petitioner is now receiving, and do recommend its passage. 


Mr. JONES. I would like to have the Senate report in that 
case read in my time. 

The Senate report was read. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNIE J. CORBETT. 


Mr. CAMINETTI (whenthe name of Mr. MAGuIRE was called), 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill for my 
colleague, Judge MaGuIRE, who is unable to be here this evening. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I call up the bill (H. R. 8245) granting a 
pension to Annie J. Corbett, of Providence, R. I. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the act of June 27,1890, the name of Annie J. Corbett, widow 
of William Corbett, late of Company K, Second Regiment of Rhode Island 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. McErrricx) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8245) to 
pension Annie J. Corbett, and submit the following report: 
The petitioner was married to William Corbett mber 21, 1865. He had 
reviously served in Sosapeny K, Second Rhode Island Volunteers, from 
ber 16, 1861, until March 6, 1863, when discharged on surgeon’s certificate 
of disability by reason of hypertrophy of the heart, cont: in service. 
He has never applied for ion, and, if living, is about fifty-five years old. 
The petitioner alleges that he disappeared in the spring of 1866, and never 
been heard from since; that their relations were pleasant, and she went to 
live with his mother and sisters, and has lived with them ever since, and they 
have never heard oes of the soldier to the present time. 
Two witnesses testify that the petitioner has not remarried, was never 
she is without means of support. The mar- 


rage and soldier's service are shown by record evidence. . 

e claim is rejected ae the Pension Bureau because it is impossible to 
soldier's death. 
the presumption of death as conclusive from the 
evidence, and recommend that the bill do after adding the words, “ this 
pension to cease in case it be shown that the soldier is alive.” 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will explain this bill. 

Mr. C TTI. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ae who made the report, is present and can give the 
gentleman the explanation he desires. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Mr. Chairman, this is one of a number of 
bills of like nature which have passed this House during the pres- 
entCongress. Itis sometime since the bill was reported, and I have 
not the report at hand torefresh my memory; but my recollection 
is that this soldier left home some twenty-nine years ago, and the 
reasonable presumption is that, not having applied for a pension 
in the mean time, he is dead. 

The committee considered this matter very carefully, and the 
evidence before them tended to show that the soldier was dead; 
but fen is made in the bill that if at any time hervafter he 


show clearly the fact of 
Your co: regard 


should appear (which is very improbable) and should apply for a 
pension the pension granted by this bill s cease, 
ne 0 . Howlong is it since this lady heard from-her hus- 
Mr. McETTRICK. She hasnot heard from him since 1866—some 
twenty-nine Fame 
The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
port was 


to. 

Mr. J ONES. I do not know whether the bill provides that in 
the event of the soldier himself applying for a pension hereafter 
this pension to the wife shall cease. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Yes; that is the amendment of the com- 
mittee which has just been adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HENRY H. SCHRAWDER. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 6305) 

for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 
and directed to correct the mili record of Henry H. Schrawder, late 
a member of Company E, Second Batt n, Fifteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, by removing the charge of desertion therefrom and > 
an honorable discharge; and the proceedi of court-martial finding to 
be a deserter are hereby vacated and set aside. 


The report (by Mr. WooMER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6305) “for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder,” having had the same under 
consideration, recommend that the bill do pass as amended: 

Strike out all of line 6, after the word “ ey: all of line 7, and insert in 
lieu thereof “and t him an honorable;” and in line 9 strike out the words 
ie - >» a sere “and insert the words “guilty of absence without leave 
and desertion.” 

The Adjutant-General of the Ave, ie a letter which is reproduced below, 
recommends that justice be done soldier by clearing his record of the 
wrongful charges and convictions. 

The letter covers every detail of the case: 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, June 20, 189h. 
Srr: Ihave the honor to return herewith bill H. R.6305, Fifty-third Con 
, second session, for the relief of He H. Schrawder, also letter from 
he Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives United States, 
and to report as follows: 

The records of this office show that Private He H. Schrawder enlisted 
November 1, 1862, in oseeny E, Second Battalion, ‘teenth Infantry; was 
admitted to hospital July 11, 1864; furloughed September 17, 1864, for 
days; furlough extended to October 27, 1864; that on October 17, 1864, he was 
arrested at Harrisburg, Pa., brought before a gncoes court-mart and 
char, with having deserted on October 6, 1864; that he pleaded ty; that 
his plea was confirmed by the court; that he was found guilty and sentenced 
to forfeit all pay, bounty, etc., due or to become due, etc., and fifteen days 
after peceaniay: ion of sentence to be confined at hard labor at eee pee 
Dannemora, N. Y., for two zones and six months (General Court- Or- 
der No. 48, Department of the East, June 8 ae that he was released from 
prison and dishonorably discharged September 13, 1865, by Special Order 473, 
Adjutant-General’s Office, series 1865, and t so much of the order as re- 
quired that discharge be dishonorable was subsequently revoked. 

Upon investigation of his case in 1891, on a call from the Commissioner of 
Pensions, the following notation was on the records by direction of 
the Adjutant-General of the Army: 

“The findings of guilty of absence without leave and desertion were reached 
by the court without a full knowledge of the facts in the case, as the records 
of this office show Private Schrawder received a contusion of the head from 
shell in the battle of Kennesaw Mountain, June 28, 1864, and was sent to = 
eral hospital on that day; entered Brown general hospital, Louisville, Ky., 
June 11, 1864, with anemia hemiralopia; was furloughed September 7, 1864, 
for thirty days, and furlough extended to October 27, 1864; that he entered 
post hospital Fort Adams, Ne rt, R.I., November 6, 1864, with eruption of 
skin, ona was returned to duty November 26, 1864. He was then held in con- 
ent at Fort Adams, R. L, awaiting trial for desertion, which took place 


865. 
Wire above shows that, although found guilty of absense without leave 
from June 24, 1864, to August 27, 1864, he was wounded in battle at Kenesaw 
Mountain June 28, 1864, and from that date to date of trial was under mili- 
tary controi, either in — or on furlough, or in confinement awaiting 
t ; that although foun “ser of desertion from October 6, 1864,on fur- 
lough which was extended to October 27, 1864, and therefore papeoperty 
charged with desertion. Asthe man however, been convicted of absence 
without leave and desertion by a general court-martial, the De 

no power to set aside the findings, etc., of the court-martial, which have been 


executed.” 
From this notation on the rolls it a that the charge of desertion and 


conviction thereof and conviction of absence without leave were all founded 
inerror. It is therefore recommended that, to do justice to the soldier, his 
record be cleared by legislation of these wrongful c and convictions. 


re GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This is a case where the 
applicant was convicted of desertion by a regular court-martial, 
and it does not come under the rule which governs these Friday 
night sessions. 

r. MAHON. Oh, = it does, oe 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair thinks the gentleman from South 
Carolina is in error. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There was so much confu- 
sion that I could not hear the reading of the report very well, but 
it seems to me the bill is not in order at a Friday evening session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisa bill to remove the charge of deser- 
tion. It may be true that this man was tried by a court-martial 
and convicted, but the purpose of the bill is to remove the charge 
of desertion, which makes it in order, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But this man had been 
convicted by a court-martial of desertion, and had served a regular 
term of imprisonment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That may be true, too, and it may be a cir- 
cumstance against his case; but the Chair is not called upon to 
pass on that question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As I understand, a case of 
this sort does not come up at these Friday night sessions under 
the rule. I believe that has been the ruling of the Chair in several 
other cases. I ao mistaken. 

The CHAIR . If this were simply a bill setting aside the 
finding of a court-martial, the Chair would be inclined to think 
the bill would not be in order; but, as the Chair understands, it is 
a bill to remove the charge of desertion. : 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, that embodies the 
same thing. In removing the charge of desertion you set aside 
the sentence of this court-martial. 

Mr.MAHON. [ask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. AsI understand, there is no question about the 
fact of this man’s desertion. 

Mr.MAHON. He never did desert. 

_Mr. JONES. He seems to have been tried before a court-mar- 
tial on that charge and was sentenced to a long confinement. 

Mr. MAHON. He was eighteen months at the Rip Raps. 

Mr. JONES. Then heserved out his sentence? 

Mr. MAHON. He had been wounded and was on furlough at 
the time he was arrested at Harrisburg. He wasa young German, 
understanding the English language very imperfectly. Some 
one took his furlough papers away from him. He did not under- 
stand the proceedings before the court-martial, and he was sen- 
tenced to imprisonment for eighteen months. I investigated his 
case, and I ascertained the facts to be as I have stated. He wasa 
wounded soldier on furlough at the time he was charged with be- 
ing guilty of desertion. is fact is stated in a letter of the Sec- 
retary of War. The War Department has gone as far as it could 
in removing this outrage upon this young soldier. The object of 
this bill is simply to clear up his record. 

Mr. MAR of Indiana. What recommendation, if any, does 
the a ae make in regard to this bill? 

Mr. ON. They say it ought to pass, so that the record of 
this soldier may be cleared. The Department gave him an hon- 
orable discharge under another service. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Then the record in the War Depart- 
ment shows thai at the time he was convicted of being a deserter 
he was actually on furlough? 

Mr. MAHON. He was furloughed on account of a wound re- 
ceived at Kenesaw Mountain. 

Mr. JONES. But he served out his sentence, did he not? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I will ask the gentleman whether he will agree 
that the usual proviso be added to this bill, providing that the 
soldier shall not receive any arrearages of pay or bounty-— 

Mr. MAHON. Here was a man who was a good soldier from 
1861 to 1864; he was wounded in battle, was sent to hospital, and 
was furloughed. Not understanding our language, he was by 
mistake convicted by a court-martial of being a deserter. The 
Secretary of Warsays that this wasa mistake. He afterwards re- 
enlisted in a Pennsylvania regiment and was wounded again. He 
was honorably discharged from that regiment. Before I will 
consent that any amendment shall go upon this bill to deprive 
this man of any pension or other benefit to which he may bé en- 
titled I would sooner see the bill fail. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to say a word on this subject. 1 
have not said anything about providing that he shall net receive 
a ‘ion. 

. MAHON. I want him to receive every dollar that may be 
coming to him. He is entitled to pay for the eighteen months 
during which he was unjustly imprisoned. 

Mr. JONES. The proviso which I suggest is the usual and or- 
dinary proviso that has been annexed in all these cases—— 

Mr. ON. I will not agree that the ‘‘ usual and ordinary 
— *” of the gentleman from Virginia shall go upon this 

Mr. JONES. Very well; if the gentleman does not want this 
question discussed—— 

Mr. MAHON. I will say to the gentleman from Virginia that 
in the next Congress this bili will pass; and he will be put where 
he will not cause so much trouble as he hasinthis Congress. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.}] I do not propose to have this 
soldier outraged by the gentleman from Virginia or any other 
member of this House. 

Mr. JONES. I simply want to say that I think the amendment 
which is usually ale age by the Committee on Military Affairs 
ought to be attached to this bill. Ican not understand why the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania should permit himself to be worked 
into a state of excitement—— 

Mr. MAHON. Iam not excited. 

Mr. JONES. Simply because I suggest that the amendment 
which is ordinarily proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
be put u this will. 

ow, | understand the Military Committee does not recommend 
that the charge of desertion shall be removed in any of these de- 
sertion cases until that committee is fully satisfied, after a thor- 
ough investigation, that injustice has been done to the soldier, and 
the action they recommend is for the purpose of clearing up the 
record which ea, stands against him. 

Mr. HICKS. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. HICKS. Have you read the report in this case? 

Mr. JONES. I have heard the report read. 

Mr. HICKS. Are you aware of the fact that this young man 
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was not acquainted with our lan 
taken from him or was given wu h a mistake? 

Mr. JONES. I understand t é tne been made by 
the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. HICKS. Then the gentleman must admit that it is not a 
parallel case to the cases which he has in mind, and I am satisfied 
that if he will examine os rt he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. JONES. It may no a similar case to many that have 
been here. I admit, and wamit very frankly, that it is a are 
meritorious case, so far as the statements embodied in the re 
indicate, than many of the cases which we have considered. 
was not, I for one would not consent that the man should on 
the charge of desertion removed and be paid a pension as every 
other honorable soldier is. 

But Ido understand that the Committee on Military Affairs have 
recommended the removal of the charge of desertion in a great 
many cases where they were absolutely satisfied that the char, 
rested improperly against the deserters, and yet in every case 
proviso or amendment was inserted to the effect that the bene- 


ge, “= that his furlough was 


on cae VAN ae of oer) York. Ishould like to ask whether 
was a Virginia count? 

Mr. ONES. Le reply to that I will say that it was by as honest 
and fair a count as was ever made in the State of New York or 

~ other State in this Union. 

tr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. In your opinion! 

Mr. JONES. And if the gentleman insinuates anything to the 
con he states what is absolutely untrue. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Oh,I do not know any- 
thing about it. Iwas asking for information. [Cries of “* Rezu- 


iar order!” 
Mr. ON. Mr. Chairman—— 
an VAN VOORHGHIS of New York. I have not yielded the 


floo 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
me is recognized. 
AN VOORHIS < New York, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tiem from Virginia [Mr. Jongs], ‘when he asserts that the 
count was fair, means of course that it was fair by the Virginia 


ficiary of the bill should not receive any back pay or allowances | code. 


by reason of the action taken in his case. 

Now, I can not understand, Mr. Chairman, why this soldier, 
simply because the gentleman who advocates his claim says he 
was improperly convicted, should be distinguished from other 
cases that the Military Committee have acted upon, and in all of 
which cases this ae was inserted. This case is not so strong, 
I think, as some of the others. We have had other cases brought 
before us for consideration where it was stated that the man who 
was claimed to be a deserter did not understand a word of the 
English language; did not know what he was doing when he de- 

onal and who, therefore, was not guilty of an intentional 
wrong, and yet the Military Committee have invariably recom- 
mended that this proviso be added. 

Now, I want to say to my friend that it does not matter to me— 

it is no ‘argument to my mind that the Fifty-fourth Congress will 
remove the charge in this man’s case unconditionally. I do not 
look so far into the future as that. I am oa Goa by the 
rules we have been governed by in the pen ese cases in the 
Fifty-third Congress. I neither accept decisions of the Fifty- 
first Congress, nor do I propose to t my course in the Fifty- 
third Congress to what my friend says will be the course of pro- 
cedure in aa cases in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. HICKS. But if the gentleman from Virginia is satisfied 
that this young man was wro: y convicted of desertion, does 
he think it would be right, under such circumstances, where the 
man was entirely innocent, to insist on an amendment that would 
work a considerable hardship to to him? 

Mr. JONES. I wish to say in reply to me that I understand 
tine Military Committee that recommended the case have recom- 
mended other cases with that provision which were just as clear 
as this, and always, in all cases, have put that proviso into the 
bill. ican not see why the gentleman is unwi to accept it 
now, when it has been urged and accepted heretofore in every 
other case. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. VAN VOO of New York. I do not want to occupy 
more thana minute. Itap that the War Department has 
clared that this man was improperly convicted of the charge of 
desertion and that he never was a deserter. That ought to end 
that business. 

Now, a word to my friend from Pennsylvania. He intimates 
that there is a contest in V. over the seat of the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat . JONES], and that in the Fifty- 

fourth Co he will be turned out. 

Mr, ON. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Well, I hope nothing of 
that sort will - Wewant him es J ONES] here. Wewould 
not have him goaway for anything. [Laughter.] We want this 
old tumble-down State of V: ia to represen 
to be, on this floor by just such men as he, and it is a Godsend to 


the Republican party to have him here. I hope, if itis possible to 
a5 pm, that he stay and that nobody will make an effort to 


Mr. TONES. Just a word in reply to the gentleman from New 
York and to the gentleman who he says made the suggestion 
which he hea Peniened, Ido not know whether I will be itted 
to retain my seat in the next House or not. Republican Con- 
gresses have done many outrageous in the past. I will tell 
fourth Congress by a ne retay cl eumbty 6000 vokees ent thet oo 

vi an 
to the present momert no one has undertaken to chall ai 
right to a seat in that Congress. [Applause] The State of New 
York, it seems, is willing to with the gentleman's service. 
T have not been repudiated by my own State, at any rate 
Mr. MAHON Chairman 


Mr. MEREDITH. As good and fair a count as there ever was 
in New York, or Pen ren s or or any other State. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. 


The CHAIRMAN. The anda from-Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] is reco; 

Mr. ON. Mr. Chairman, I knew that the gentleman from 
Virginia had no contest on his hands, and I did not intend the 
remark I made to mean that his seat would be contested and he 
thrown out of this body; but I meant that this next Congress 
would have a Republican majority of over 100, a House com- 
posed of men who were friends of the “eset and, in addition to 
that, they will be reenforced by a ¢ many Democrats who have 
denounced the course of the gentleman from Virginia upon this 
= “aa wo0 Congress. 


of New York. Well, you want him to 
“2 oie ‘- you Not 


MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, he says I should not get 
dignant. I want to say I have sat in this House here, night 
after night, when he has ou the soldiers of the Union over 
— over er but this is the first time the gentleman from Vir- 
ut his hands upon a brave Union soldier who is a con- 
preter mine, and I will see him in Halifax before I will yield 
one inch for him to putthisamendment upon my bill. [Applause.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to this House that this young 
German, although at the time he was not a naturalized citizen, 
stood in the fo: t of the battle for three and a half long years. 
and at Kenesaw Mountain received a gunshot wound in his head. 
He was away on furlough, and while so away was arrested by a 
patrol in the city of Harrisburg 
Mr. FER. He was away on ak leave. 
Mr.MAHON. Onsickleave. Not being able to read the papers 
person, given him by the Government—that is, his 
furlough—not understanding the English language well, these 
papers were taken from him, and he was taken before a court- 
martial and convicted while on furlough. Now, the committee do 
not recommend that this charge be removed, but the recommenda- 
tion is made by the War Department. The Adj utant-General says 
in the latter oat of his letter: 
“The above shows that, altho found guilty of absence without leave 
from June 24, 1864, to August 27, 1864, he was wounded in battle at rrlitary 
Mountain une & 1864, and from that date to Gate of Wisi wes ender 


ther ospital awaiting tria 
that although found gents & of desertion > seen r 6, eee on fur rough, 
d October 27, 1864, and bop: ® improperly cha charged 
with desertion. As the man has, however, t been convi 


the Ds Demsshenaes has no 


out leave ae ee a b 
power tog set aside date aan etc., of the the court-martial, which have been 
execu 
From this notation on the rolls it appears that the charge of desertion and 
viction thereof and conviction of nce without leave were all founded 
recommended that, to do justice vo the soldier, his 
cleared by legislation of these wrongful and convictions. 


Now, that is not the recommendation of the committee, but the 

er of the War Department itself, and I want this 
to clear up this record, and I want the Government to 
pay sn im his a a sma for the eighteen months he spent in a 
oe under a conviction. 
Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. I want to ask a question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that gentlemen agro 
o_ seats. There is so much confusion that it is impossible to 


The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. Members will 
please be seated. The Chair will insist on maintaining order. 

Mr, MORSE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Mors] is recognized. 





ceeener re 


aE Crepes. 





saahitire rs 


eis 





1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3035 





Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON] intimated—— 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. MAHON. I have not yielded the floor yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Smapson] 
desires to ask a question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman intimated that he would see 
the gentleman from Virginia in Halifax. Now, I want to ask 
him if he is informed whether that is in accordance with the re- 
vised edition of the Scriptures or not? ughter. | 

Mr. MAHON. I meant in Halifax, Nova Scotia. i 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I will state that Halifax is inm 
district. [Greatlaughter.] If the gentleman from Virginia wi 
come to Halifax and will remain in that place but a short period 
of time we will make him over and make a loyal, patriotic man 
of him. So I ask that he go to Halifax. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] I 
understand the gentleman from Virginia pro to make the 
point of no quorum upon the passage of this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. He has not said that. 

Mr. MORSE. Now, Mr. Chairman, before that question is 
raised I want to make asingleremark. I want tosay that I glory 
in the firmness of the decision of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia in refusing to consent to the hound lating conditions demanded 
of him by the gentleman from Virginia. I am glad, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the attention of the House and of the country has been 
called to the fact that the next Congress of the United States will 
be composed of loyal and patriotic men, who will do justice to the 
soldiers and defenders of the flag, and that we will not see such 
disgraceful proceedings as we have seen in this House during this 
Congress. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” and confusion in the Hall.} I have 
not concluded my remarks. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
allow me to interrupt him—— 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I think there has beenenough said 
about this case. We have all the information on this case that 
we desire and we want to dispose of it in order to reach other 
cases. poss cries of ‘‘Vote!”]. 

The IRMAN. The gentleman from Massachussetts has 
the floor. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? [Cries of “‘ Vote!”] Tam aman of peace. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to ask the gentleman from Virginia a 

uestion. 

% Mr. SIMPSON. I think the gentleman yielded to me. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to ask the gentleman from Virginia if 
he proposes to raise the question of no quorum on the close of 
this case? 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman, in reply to that, that 
I have never intimated that Iwould doso. I have never even in- 
timated that I proposed to offer thatamendment. I simply asked 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he would accept the usual 
amendment or proviso that was put on these bills by the Military 
Committee. 

Mr. MORSE. And he said he would not. Now what do you 
propose to do? 

Mr. JONES. I will not gratify the gentleman by saying what I 
propose to do. I have never intimated that I would insist upon 
that amendment. I simply asked the gentleman if he would 
accept the usual amendment, and he became very much excited. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”} 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill as amended 
with a favorable recommendation; and the Chairman announced 
that the ayes seemed to haveit, and it was so ordered. 

; Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division. [Cries of “‘ Too 
ate!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
for a division. 

Mr. NEILL. We are going to have a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 4. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolinamakes 
the point of no quorum. e Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. Manon, and the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. TALBERT, to act as tellers. 

The committee divided; and pending the count, 

Mr. MAHON said: Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South 
Carolina seems to be laboring under a misapprehension. He un- 
derstands me to have said that the seat of the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. JongEs] would be contested in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress and that that gentleman would be thrown out. I want to 
state to the gentleman that I made no such declaration and could 
make no such declaration, because I know the gentleman has no 
contest. 

Mr. WEVER. And you do not want him thrown out anyway. 








Mr. MAHON. And I do not want him thrown ont anyway. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then, on that statement, 
I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HAINES. The gentleman withdraws the point of no 
quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, 
the ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZABETH NEW. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (when his name was called). Mr. 
Chairman, I call up the Senate bill No. 2275, granting a pension 
to Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth New, widow 


of Jethrow New, late captain of Company D, Twenty-ninth Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, of the war of 1361. 


The report (by Mr. MarTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 2275) to 
pension Elizabeth New, and submit the following report: 

This bill passed the Senate August 4, 1894. Its effect will be to grant the 
petitioner a pension of $20 per month. She is not pensioned now, her claim 
under the general law being rejected on the und that the soldier's death 
is not shown tohave been duetohisservice. The petitioner's husband served 
as lieutenant and captain of Company D, Twenty-ninth Indiana Infantry, 
from September 2, 1861, to November 3 He was pensioned at $15 per 
month for loss of left eye, bronchitis, and diarrhea, and died very suddenly 
February 27, 1887. Itappears that the widow is about seventy-eight years old. 

The facts are more fully set forth in Senate Report No. 636, which it is not 
necessary to a here. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, which will grant the 
eee @ pension at the usual rate for her husband's rank, namely, $20 per 
month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ADELAIDE MORRIS. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (when his name was called). 
Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of 
pension to Adelaide Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adelaide Morris, widow" 
of the late Arthur Morris, formeriy captain of the Fourth United States Ar- 
tillery, at the rate of $50 per month, which rate of $50 per month shall be in 
lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to 
make the point of order that that bill has never been referred to 
any committee of this House. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be now considered. It is a bill that has passed the Senate 
and is now on the Speaker’s table. The case is a very meritorious 
one, and if it is not considered to-night it evidently can not pass 
this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that the engrossed copy of the bill is not before the 
House, so that it can not be acted upon by this committee. 

Mr. HAINES. I beg the Chair’s pardon; the engrossed bill is 
upon the Speaker's table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the bill has 
never been reported from a committee of the House. 

Mr. HAINES. I acknowledge that; but it has passed the Sen- 
ate, and I ask unanimous consent that it be now considered. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I object. 

Mr. HAINES. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the report on this bill may be printed in the Recorp as a 
part of my remarks, and that I have leave to extend my remarks 
upon the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ALICE WARREN, 


Mr. McETTRICK (when his name was called). Mr. Chair- 
man, I call up Senate bill No. 2342, granting a pension to Alice 
Warren. Idonot know whether there is a report upon that bill 
or not. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
now looking up the matter. 

The C R Without objection the name of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will be passed over informally until that 
question can be settled. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to in- 
quire what the rule is this evening in regard to calling up cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order adopted by the committee last 
Friday night was that the roll should be called and that each 
member present should be allowed to call up either a bill intro- 
duced by himself or a Senate bill originating in the State from 
which he comes, and that is the order under which we are oper- 


ating now. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I would like to inquire where this 


bill originates. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed that this bill never 
has been ne 

Mr. McETTRICK. I find that it has not been reported, Mr. 
Chairman, and therefore I withdraw it. 


CATHERINE DILLON. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN (when his name was called). Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to call up Senate bill 1238, granting a pension to 
Catherine Dillon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the bill which 
the gentleman from Nebraska calls up has not been reported. 
wa MEIKLEJOHN. I understand that the report is on the 

e. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the bill and the 

— report are in the possession of the Clerk. 
he C A report from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions of the House? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr.Chairman, I would like to ask 
where that bill comes from—what State? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will direct his 
inquiry to the gentleman from Nebraska. The Chair does not 
know whether the bill was introduced by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska or not; but he calls it up. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (to Mr. MEIKLEJOHN). What State 
does the benefici of this bill live in? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Ididnotintroducethe bill, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell us what 
State the applicant lives in? 

Mr. ME EJOHN. Iam not certain. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair isinformed that the Senator from 
Indiana, Mr. Turpie, introduced this bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The Chair required me to ask the 
semen of the gentleman from Nebraska. I did not ask it of the 

air. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana make 
the point that it is not in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I do. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I make that point, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. On what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that the beneficiary does 
not live in the State of Nebraska and that the bill was not intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. EJOHN. Well, Mr. Chairman, it certainly is sur- 
prising if the gentleman from Indiana objects to the consideration 
of this bill because the beneficiary of it lives not in Nebraska but 
in Indiana, 

Mr. MEREDITH. I make the objection, Mr. Chairman. 

MRS. ELIZABETH R. STROTHER. 


Mr. MEREDITH (when his name was called). 
I call up the bill (H. R. 7761) for the relief of 
Strother. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to the name of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother, a daughter of , 
John Roberts, a Revolutionary officer, upon the pension roll at the rate of 
per mon 

Mr. HAINES. Iask that the reading of the report in that case 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, no. Letthe report be read. 

The réport (by Mr. TURNER of Virginia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7761) to 
ee Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother, have considered the same, and respect- 


Il oapers as follows: 
rs. Strother is the widowed daughter of John Pohegse, an tain of artil- 
lery in the Revolutionary war. His widow, Lucy Ann Ro received a 
pe mn ip $0 Sarre 4, , and died October 6, 1863. 

The soldier entered the service from Culpeper County, Va., and rendered 
very meritorious and dis' ished service. © claimant, Mrs. Strother, is 
shown by the testimony to nosey eighty old and in very feeble 
health. Her house, with nearly all i anne, was recently burned, leav- 

her entirely di dent u others for su 


are se Lo for the proposed legislation Congress havin: 
\ a a t and aged daughter of aioe. 


Mr. Chairman, 
ts. Elizabeth R. 


erefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out the word “thirty,” in line 6, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “twelve,” so as to allow a pension rated at $12 
rmonth. Also amended by changing the title of the 80 as to read: 
1 to pension Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother.” 
Mr. SIMPSON. I ask the gentleman from Virginia ¢ 
JONES] what he knows about this bill. 
a a My colleague [Mr. Jonzs] is not in charge 
0 6 5 
Mr. JONES. I know very little about it. I have tried to hear 
the report as read, but there has been so much confusion 1 have 
not heard it. I asked specially to have the report read. I now 
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insist that the gentleman in charge of the bill shall make a state- 
Mr. MEREDITH, ‘This b 

r. ‘ is bill proposes to put upon the pension 
rollthe widowed daughter of a Revolutionary officer—the daughter 
of Captain Roberts, of the county of Culpeper, who was a dis- 
tinguished officer in the Revolutionary war. This lady has ar- 
rived at the age of 80 years. She is in feeble health, without 
means of support and without a home, for recently the little home 
in which she lived was burned. She is now dependent upon the 
charity of the people of that county. 

If my colleague desires a precedent for this case I will refer him 
to the case of . Slaughter, of the same county, who is to-day 
receiving a pension of $30 a month under a bill which I introduced 
and had passed in this Congress. I wish to say in behalf of this 
old lady that she is helpless, without means, and has recently lost 
her home. The passage of this bill giving her a pension of $12 a 
month will be an act not merely of charity but justice. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to ask the gentleman whether the 
only precedent he can point to is that in the case of one of his 
own constituents? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Nosir; thereport states that there are many 
precedents. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The question then being taken on laying aside the bill asamended 
to be reported favorably to the House, it was agreed to; there 
being on a division (called for by Mr. JonEs)—-ayes 36, noes 2. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. This isthe last pension night of this Congress, 
The chairman of the Committee on Pensions [Mr. Mosrs] has a 
bill he desires to present which will not provoke any discussion. 
I ask that he be allowed to present it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I will consent, if I be al- 
lowed to present one bill. During this whole Congress I have not 
had the ae to do so. 

The C MAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Georgia a oe to call up a biil? 

Mr. VAN RHIS of New York. I object, unless I be per- 
mitted to call up one. 

Mr. MEYER (when his name was called). I call up the bill 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I did not understand that 
it was the chairman of the Committee on Pensions [Mr. MosEs] 
who was desirous to present a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Louisiana at MEYER}. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If the gentleman from 


Georgia [Mr. MosEs] was referred to in the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] I certainly do not object. 


The CHAIRMAN. It istoolatenowfor the gentleman to with- 
draw his objection. ‘The gentleman from Louisiana has been 
recognized and has called up a bill. [Applause.] The Clerk in- 
forms the Chair that the gentleman from Louisiana has not sent 
up the proper bill. 

Mr. MEYER. I have sent ape bill, together with the report. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. TheClerk informs the Chair that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana has sent up a report of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress. . 

Mr. MEYER. I desire to make a statement—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill which the gentleman from Loui- 
siana has sent up is not on the Calendar. 

Mr. MEYER. I will state that this bill has been favorably re- 
es from the Committee on Pensions; but it seems it has not 

nm printed. The committee adopted the report of the Fifty- 
second Con s, which I sent up. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman must send up the bill 
which he desires to have considered. The committee can not con- 
sider a bill which is somewhere else. 

Mr. MEYER. But I did send up the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the bill 
which the gentleman from Louisiana sends up has never been re- 
ported from any committee. Unless the gentleman can send up 
the proper bill the Chair is compelled to hold that the Committee 
of the Whole can not consider the bill. 

Mr. MEYER. I ask that my name be passed over informally 
without prejudice. 

The C MAN. Without objection that order will be made. 

TENDERSON SMITH. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to Tenderson Smith. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
gon Gusith, Intpa gelveee fa Captate Mathews's Comusny Georgia ¥ obuaeers, 
Creek war of toe and allow @ pension rated at $12 per month. es 
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Mr. MOSES. The Committee on Pensions recommend an 


amendment, striking out ‘‘twelve” and i “eight,” in line 
7; so as to read: ‘‘And allow him a pension rated at $8 per month.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY C. SEAMAN, 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to 


remove the charge of absence without leave and desertion standing on the 


rolls of the Adjutant-General’s Office against Capt. Henry C. Seaman, late of 
Company D, Fifth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and set aside the order of dis- 
missal and accept his resignation as of the date of July 7, 1863, and issue to him 
an honorable discharge of that date: Provided, That no pay or emoluments 
shall be due said soldier by reason of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Bowers of California) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1189) 

for the relief of Capt. Sa C. Seaman, have the same under consider- 

report that a identically the same as this the Senate 

August 3, 1892; on January 20, 1893, was favorably reported to the House from 

this committee, but was not reached on the Calendar, and that this bill passed 
the Senate August 4, 1894. 

J.M. Williams, captain and brevet major, United States Army (retired), who 
was a captain in the same respons with Captain Seaman, made it very clear 
to the committee that this bill should pass. He was detailed for de ed 
service at the same time Captain Seaman was, and found after the war that 
he had been reported as one of those dropped from the rolls, although con- 
tinuously in the service until the war closed and then commissioned in the 


Regular Army. 

There is no doubt that Captain Seaman was continuously in the service on 
duty as ordered and wholly ignorant that any charges were made nst 
him. The military record fu the committee by the Record and Pen- 
sion Division of the War Department is appended hereto, also the statement 
of Major Williams. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. JONES. This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion 
from this man’s record. I have not been able to hear the report, 
and the documents accompanying it have not been read. There 
has been a great deal of confusion during the reading, and I ho 
the gentleman from Kansas will make a full statement about the 
circumstances, and particularly upon what testimony this charge 
is asked to be removed, whether upon the testimony of the man 
himself, or whether other persons familiar with the facts were 
called upon to testify. 

. Mr. MOORE. The facts are that this man resigned his com- 

mission in May, 1862, which was accepted by the headquarters of 
the department. The resignation was canceled by the War De- 
partment, and he was given thirty days’ leave of absence. At the 
end of that time the regiment to which he was attached had gone 
into another department. 

He was in the department which had headquarters at Leaven- 
worth, and under orders of that department he went on detached 
sewice and remained on such service up to the date of his resig- 
nation. 

Everything in the report, I will state to the gentleman, is official 
from the headquarters of the de ent or of the district, and if 
he had been arrested for desertion, and tried by a court-martial, 
the orders from the department headquarters would have been a 
full defense, and he could not have been convicted of such charge. 

Mr. JONES. Was he ever tried by a court-martial? 

Mr. MOORE. No, sir; and never knew that the charge rested 
against him until long after the war was over. 

Mr. JONES. Did he ever apply for a pension? 

Mr. MOORE. He never has applied for a pension. 

Mr. JONES. And this is the first time he has sought to have 
this charge removed, after waiting for thirty years? 

Mr. MOORE. The man has been dead for some time. His 
family are asking to have it removed. 


Mr. JONES. For the purpose of securing a pension for the 
widow? 

Mr. MOORE. I presume so. 

The CHAIR 


The question is on nae the bill aside. 
The question was taken; and on adivision (demanded by Mr. 
JONES) there were—ayes 43, noes 3. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
HILLEL MARKS. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to call up for 
sideration the bill (H.R. 1068) for the relief of Hillel 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension law approved January 29, 1887, the name of 
Hillel Marks, for gallant and meritorious services rendered as a citizen vol- 
unteer in a company organized under an order issued from Headquarters of 
the United States Army, by Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott, accepting the services 


resent con- 
arks. 





of citizen volunteers, under command of Capt. Justin McKinstry, United 
States Army, under whom they participated in the battles of Chapultepec 
and the Belen Gate of the city boptember 18, 1847. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill has 
never been reported. 

Mr. STAL GS. If the Chair will permit me, I was in- 
structed by the Committee on Pensions last Tuesday week, I 
think, to make the report in this case, together with a good many 
other reports in pending cases—four, five, or six of them in all— 
and the report was written and sent up to-day. The matter was 
neglected on account of there being quite a number of cases to 
examine and reports to prepare. I adopted the report of the Sen- 
ate on this bill. — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 

tleman from Louisiana for unanimous consent. Is there ob- 
—_ to the consideration of the bill without the presence of the 
re ; 
. MARTIN of Indiana. I am constrained, Mr. Chairman, 
to move that the committe do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 

Mr. DockERY] having resumed the chair, Mr. BrETz reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, having 
had under consideration various bills, had instructed him to re- 
port them to the House with sundry recommendations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
previous question be considered ordered on each of the bills re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole to-night on the amend- 
ments and on the bills to their passage, subject to the right of way 
of appropriation bills and all conference reports. 

Mr. JONES. And with the right of fifteen minutes’ debate, if 
desired, on each. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana as modified? 

There was no objection. 


GRAY’S BATTALION ARKANSAS VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. NEIL. Mr. Speaker,I rise for the purpose of asking unan- 
imous consent to pass a bill to-night. Ido not think there will 
be a particle of objection to it after it has been stated.- I ask to 
consider the bill (H. R. 8018) granting pensions to Gray’s battal- 
ion of Arkansas Volunteers. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
general bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will examine the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Pending that I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 59 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


Has this session jurisdiction of this 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to Catherine Dillon. 
(Report No. 1963.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (S. 189) for the relief of John M. Davis.. (Report No. 1964.) 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the same com- 
mittee: A bill (H.R. 8454) for the relief of Richard Sicker. (Re- 
port No. 1965.) 

By Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann. (Report No. 1966.) 

By Mr. GOLDZIER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (S. 1301) for the relief of the legal representatives of Hiram 
Somerville. (Report No. 1967.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on Claims, sub- 
mitted an adverse report on the bill (H.R. 6509) for the relief of 
Fayette Hungerford for use and occupation of property at Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and the bill was laid on the table. 








II gt ae gore 


eee he nied 5 








3038 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


MARCH 2, 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXTM1, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEARD (by “yo > A bill (H. R. 8971) to amthorize 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to reassess general 
taxes and assessments in certain cases—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution of the general assembly of the 
State of Illinois, February 27, 1895, urging passage of Senate bill 
1777, for the settlement of swamp-land claims of States—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a joint resolution of the general assembly of the State of 
Illinois, February 27, 1895, in favor of House bill 8405, granting 5 
per cent of land sales on military land warrants to the public-land 
States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCALL: A resolution of the general court of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the dry dock at the 
Charlestown Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A resolution of the general assembly 
of the State of Iilinois, asking for the eae of House bill 8405— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a joint resolution of the general assembly of the State of 
Illinois, asking for the improvement of Waukegan Harbor, Illi- 
nois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A joint resolution of the general assembly 
of Lilinois, asking for the improvement of Waukegan Harbor, Il- 
linois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a resolution of the general assembly of Illinois, asking for 
the passage of House bill 8405—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a joint resolution of the general assembly of Illinois, asking 
for the passage of Senate bill 1777—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A concurrent resolution asking the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish the House with information—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A resolution relating to investigation of a 
new system of machine telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PENCE: A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of Benjamin 
Franklin Kiee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H.R.8972) for the 
relief of John Taylor, of Hampshire County, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


_—_ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Protest of North East Citi- 
zens’ Association of Arango against the Delaware River 
bridge—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Rev. George W. Field, D. D., 
and others, of Bangor, Me.,in behalf of legislation against the lot- 
tery traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COFFIN of Maryland: Petitions of 41 citizens of Solo- 
mons, Calvert County, 80 of Howard County, 117 of Howard and 
Baltimore counties, and 170 of Anne Arundel County, all in the 
State of Maryland, in favor of the sixteenth and seventeenth 
amendments to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition favoring House bill 8426, by J. W. 
McDonald, et al.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Resolution from 171 citizensof Massillon, Ohio, 
against sectarian appropriations of funds—to the Cc ~ aittee on 
the J ep vn’ b 

Also, resolution from 171 citizens of Massillon, Ohio, against 


grarting s to aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary 
By Mr SCRANTON. Petition of Lackawanna , No. 95, 


Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, Scranton, Pa., for the passage 
of House bill 855€—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of 117 citizens of Taylor, Pa., in favor of the 
seventeenth amendment tothe Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRAIT (by request): Papers to accompany House 
bill 8738—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Rev. W. J. Beatty and 27 
other members of the learned professions of Iowa, in favor of the 
pending antilottery bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


SarurDAY, March 2, 1895. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrrzurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motien of Mr. BuTter, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented the credentials of George 
W. McBride, chosen by the legislature of the State of Oregon a 
Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Vitas and Mr. FryE mem- 
bers of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend the 
next annual examination of the cadets at the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, N. Y. 

VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Fautxner and Mr. TELLER 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to at- 
tend the next annual examination of the cadets at the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. T. O. 
Tow ss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (8. 1503) to establish harbor regulations for.the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (8. 1639) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; 

A bill (8. 2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Tassin; 

A bill (S. 2799) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State for the purpose of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
— the Kansas State Normal Institute thereon, and for a public 

ark; 

. A joint resolution (S..R. 139) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to citizens’ general committee on the Twenty-ninth National 
Encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at Louisville, 
September, 1895, condemned cannon; 

A joint resolution (8. R. 141) to extend the time for taking testi- 
mony in relation to the value of the improvements of the Mononga- 
hela Navigation Company on the Monongahela River in the State 
of Pennsylvania; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 142) continuing the present officers of the 
courts in the Indian Territory until the bill for the reorganization 
of the judiciary of that Territory which has passed both Houses of 
Congress and awaits the signature of the President of the United 
States becomes a law. 

The message also announced that the Heuse had passed the bill 
(8. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and 
interstate commerce and the postal service subject to the jurisdic- 
tion and laws of the United States, with amendments; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting permission 
for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor 
of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, doctor of medicine, doctor of 
laws, doctor of civil law, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BartLett, Mr. RoBERT- 
son of Louisiana, and Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania, managers on the 
part of the House. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
report of the health officer of the District concerning the best 
method of collecting and disposing of garbage and dead animals in 
the District of Columbia, ete.; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transinitting 
the annual report of the excise board of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ended March 2, 1895; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 

SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRABFIC. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the action of the House on the lottery bill 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1620) for the suppres- 
sion of lottery traffic through national and interstate commerce and 
a postal service subject to the jurisdiction andlaws of the United 
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The amendments of the House of Representatives were as follows: 
Page 1, line4, after “abroad,” insert ‘‘for the pr: 
Page 1, line 14, strike out “ guilty of a felony, and be.” 

Ra 2, section 2, line 8, after “forty-four,” strike out the period and insert 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments; 
they are merely formal. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BRICE subsequently said: I desire to enter a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate concurred in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 1620. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be en- 
tered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Sabbath As- 
sociation of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against Congress ever 
doing business on the Sabbath; which was ordered to on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the legislative assembly of the 
State of Montana, praying that only so much of the Fort Shaw Mil- 
itary Reservation be set apart as will be sufficient for the purposes 
of an Indian school thereon, and that the remainder of the reserva- 
tion be open to homestead settlers under such conditions and re- 
strictions as may be deemed wise; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL. I present a telegram in the nature of a petition. It 
is addressed to me, and is as follows: 

Tampa, Fis, February 28. 
To Senater Cat, Washington: 

Two American citizens, Sanguilly and Aguirre, have been incarcerated in Ha- 
vana. Enter a protest, and have the case investigated at ence. 

I ask that this telegram be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and make the request of that committee to take prompt 
action in the matter, and that the State Department shall request a 
statement from the Government of Spain in regard to the arrest of 
these American citizens upon bare suspicion. It is the duty of the 
Government to demand the complete protection of American citi- 
zens from arrest and imprisonment on suspicion. The proximity of 
Cuba to our country and the frequent intercourse in business and 
social relations renders it necessary that extreme vigilance should 
be exercised by this Government, 

It is stated by American citizens in Cuba that there is a marked 
difference between the treatment ef citizens of the United States 
in Cuba when arrested and imprisoned and the subjects of England. 
The Government of England watches over Englishmen, requires a 
fair and immediate trial, and demands their prompt release when 
arnested without evidence and on suspicion, while a citizen of the 
United States, especially if he is a native of Cuba, or of Cuban 
deseent, is allowed to remain in prison, without a trial and without 
protection. 

i hope, Mr. President, that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
will take such action that the Government will be required to de- 
mand the immediate release of our citizens of Cuban nativity who 
are or may be imprisoned on suspicion and without just cause. Our 
Government is powerful enough to protect its citizens every where. 

I also present, in connection with the telegram, a letter which 
reads as follows: 

Tampa, FiLa., February 28, 1895. 


My Dear Sim: Yesterday I telegraphed you about the two American citizens 
fn Havana in suspicion. They are Sanguilly—this is the son of an American, 
atrue American; his father was born in New Orleans. The other, Mr. Aguirre, 
is a naturalized American. 

The captain general has given the order by a new law that the strangers will 
be punished on only suspicion. I think that the Spanish authorities have not the 
right to legislate over American citizens. 

I inclose the supplement of the Luela from Havana and the translation. 

Hon. W.Cat1, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


I move that the telegram and accompanying letter be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution of the legislature of the 
State of California; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 


follows: 
[Telegram.] 
SACRAMENTO, CAL., March 1. 
Senator Grorce C. PERKins, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

In accordance with resolution passed by the Senate on the 25th of February 
herewith is transmitted copy Senate joint resolution No. 19, as follows: 

Whereas on the 10th day of December, 1891, the Hon. W. H. Havcn submitted 
the following resolution in the House ef Representatives and which was 
to the Committee on Agriculture ef the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas current market prices of the princi agricultural staples have de- 
clined to abent half their former rates, and are sald in many imatances at or below 
the cust of production; and 

Whereas such condition must tend to the elimination of the independent land- 
owing farmer and his replacement by a dependent t tenantry, which, un- 
less prevented, will not only prove detrimental to agriculture the kindred 
industries, but also to the perpetuity of American institutions: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
be, and are hereby, directed to inquire into the canses of the depression of Amer- 
icax agricultural staples and the relative condition of agriculture te the manufac- 
turing industries, and report the same to the House such suggestions as they 


may deem proper regarding the differences or inequalities, if amy exist, sc far as 
they are caused b or as legislation can remedy them. 

A hearing was had on the above resolution on December 15 and 17, and a limited 
number of copies of the proceedings on the resolution was ordered printed for free 
distribution; and 

Whereas these copies have all been distributed and many more are in <lomand 
in our State for the information of the people: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we request our Representatives in Congress to 
tion during the present session authorizing the publication ard 
ef 25,000 4 of said hearing for the State of California 

Resolved, That the clerk of the assembly is hereby instructed to transmit a cepy 
of this resolution to each of our Representatives in Ucagress without amy delay. 

Whereas protection of American industries against the con:petition of the 
> sap fa countries of the world is the controlling and public policy of this na- 
tion; an 

Whereas the present method of protection by a tariff on imports can only pro- 
tect the home market of manufactures against imports, but can not protect the 
staples of agriculture against foreign competition, because these are produced in 
7s ies for export; and 

hereas to protect one industry and to leave the othsr unprotected is to com- 
pel the unprotected industry to pay for the protection ef the protected industry, 
which is an injustice, therefore, we respectfully memorialize the Congress of the 
United States to remove this injustice by providing by law an equal measure of 
protection to the staples of agriculture now cranted to manufactarers, and that 
this be dove by applying a portion of the revenue now collected as protective 
tariff in the payment of an export bounty on the staples of agriculture. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to Congrers. 

F. J. BRANDON, 
Secretary of State, California Legislature. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 95 citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and a petition of 40 citizens of Businessburg, Ohie, praying 
for the ion of an amendniént to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys for sectarian insti- 
tutions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 95 citizens of Cincinnati, of 40 cit- 
izens of Businessburg, and of 171 citizens of Massillon, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the adoptien of an amendment te the Con- 
stitution of the United States providing that ‘‘ No State shall grant 
the right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States ;” which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of several hundred citizens of 
Toledo, in the State of Washington, praying for a national system 
of public roads; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


resent a resolu- 
ree distribution 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 935) for the relief of the German Bank of Men- 
phis and the Chemical National Bank of New York City, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, te whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of Michael Gaul, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate 
Eberle, an Indian woman, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8690) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 10) to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the 
sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled “An act to credit 
and pay to the several States and ‘Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
TELLER, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hersby, directed 
to withheld any farther distribution and payment out of the money derived from 
35 per centof the judgment ip favor of the “Old Settler” or Western Cherokee 
Indians against the United States in the sum of $800,386.31, set apart for the pay- 
ment of expenses and for legal services justly and equitably payable on accoant 
of the prosecution of said claim, until otherwise authorized by law, except allow- 
ances already made for legal services, and to report to the Senate any and all pay- 
ments and distributions from said fund already made, with copies of all papers 
in any manner connected with said payments and distributions filed in the Inte- 
rior and the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the 
action had thereon. 

LAWS RELATING TO PAPER MONEY AND LOANS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Vooruxes] on the 28th instant, to report it with an 
amendment, and I ask for ite present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be for the use of the Senate 2,000 copies im paper 
covers of the laws of the United States relating to paper money and loans, Senate 
Report No. 831, Fifty-third Congress, third session, 1,500 copies to be for the Com- 
mittee on Finance and 500 copies for the Senate decument room. Also 750 cop.es 
in paper covers of Senate Report No. 760, Fifty-third Congress, third session, 

ing te alcohol in the arts, 500 copies to be for the Committee on Finance and 


250 for the Senate document room. And the necessary expenses incurred 
° = of the above documents shall be paid from the contingent fund 
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The amendment of the committee was to add to the resolution 
the words ‘‘upon vouchers to be approved by the present chairman 
of the Committee on Finance.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to regulate 
the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United 
States,” a August 1, 1888. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The regular order is demanded. Bills 
and joint resolutions are next in order. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2809) for the relief of Mrs. 
Alice Sherrod Banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


J. H. BARR. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate the sum of $60 to J. H. 
Barr, a witness before the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of the Sen- 
ate in the matter of the confirmation of Charles D. Clark, nominated by the Presi- 
dent to be United States district judge for the middle and eastern districts of 
Tennessee, for traveling expenses from Chattanooga to Washington at the re- 
quest of the subcommittee. . 


Mr. CAMDEN subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the reso- 
lution favorably without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BRITISH BERING SEA CLAIMS, 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask for an order referring the resolution sub- 
mitted by me yesterday in regard to the British Bering Sea claims, 
which would properly come up this morning, to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence of 
objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not hear the request of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Alabama requested that the 
resolution offered by him yesterday be referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I inquire what was done with the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

MRS. CATHERINE P. CULVER. 


Mr. PASCO submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the pede votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine 
P. Culver, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and do agree to the same. 

8. PASCO, 

JOHN H. MITCHELL, 

WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the 

A. R. KTEFE 

JAMES A. D. RICHARDS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
MUNICIPAL REGULATIONS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1921) for the removal 
of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, and for other purposes. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to add, after 
section 5, the following additional section: 


Sec. 6. That section 3 of the act of Congress approved January 26, 1887, en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the further protection of property from , and of 
ave = District of Columbia,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
as follows: 

* That it shall be unlawful to issue a license to the lessee cr proprietor of any 
building in the District of Columbia used as a hotel, factory, manufactory, 
ter, tenement house, hall or place of amusement, or other building used for a bus- 
iness for which a license is required, unless the ae for such license is 
accompanied with the certificate of the inspector uildings that such building 
is provided with fire escapes, stand pipes, ladders, lights, alarm gongs, and de- 
oxclglive notices as required by sections 1 and 2 of said act. That on failure 
or neglect, after thirty days’ notice, of the owner or lessee of any building used as 
a factory, manufactory, tenement house, or to the trustee of any building used as 
asominary, college, academy, hoopite. or aoe in the District of Columbia, to 
provide fire escapes, stand pipes, ladders, lights, and alarm fongs as required b 
sections 1 and 2 of said act, such person or persons shall be 
less than nor more than $100 for each day he or they shall fail to provide the 
same, such fine to be collected by prosecutions in the ce court in the name of 
the District of Columbia. And in cases of default of trustees, or owners 

utting up said fire aoneges, said Commissioners are hereby empowered, and it 
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That the lessee, owner, or trustee, as the case may be, of any such building who 
shall fail to erect fire escapes as in said act provided, shall be liable to an action 
for — in case of death or personal injury resulting from fire in buildings 
not provided with fire escapes as required by said act, and that such action may 
be maintained by any Py aap or persons now authorized by law to sue, as in other 
cases of injury or death by wrongful act: Provided further, That as to any build- 
ing which the Commissioners shall determine to be fireproof they may, in their 
discretion, require the érection of fire escapes.” 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to move that the Senate concur in the amendment pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether we ought to concur in that 
long and important amendment. It struck me as it was being read 
that it is a pretty severe provision. It provides that in case a large 
number of buildings (I supposethere must be alarge number) are not 
equipped with fire escapes, standpipes, etc., within thirty days from 
the passage of the act the proprietors shall be liable in criminal pros- 
ecution for a fine of not less than $50. I do not know about the 
condition of such buildings in the District of Columbia, but I appre- 
hend that there would be a great deal of work to be done, and thirty 
days is a very short period within which to complete it. Of course 
we can understand very little of the amendment and the effect of it 
as read here in the confusion of the morning business, but I—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Connecticut give way to 
me? I wish to make a motion to take up the naval appropriation 
bill. We shall have ample time hereafter to consider all these 
matters. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me make a motion, which will take but a 
moment. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that ought to be done, I think the thirty 
days’ limit there is very short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
species the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FAULKNER, 

r. HUNTON, and Mr. Proctor were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. GORMAN. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I —— to the Senator from Mary- 
land for just a few moments to allow me to call up a bill which I 
have asked the Senate twice to consider, to provide a settlement 
between the Government of the United States and the State of 
Arkansas. I do not think it will take ten minutes to consider the 
bill. It is a matter of me importance to the Government and to 
a sovereign State, and I should be glad to have the Senate consider 
it at this time. Ido not believe it will take more than a few min- 
utes to dispose of it, andit would be a greataccommodation to me if 
the Senator would yield for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. GORMAN. I know the importance of the measure the Sena- 
tor asks me to give way for, but quite a number of Senators have 
other bills that they would like to have considered. I wish to say 
to the Senator that the naval appropriation bill is the last of the 
great taf Ring: young bills that has not yet been considered, and dur- 
ing the day, I have no doubt, after we go on with the consideration 
of the bill, Senators will have an opportunity to call up such cases, 
I should be glad to oblige the Senator, but I trust he will not ask 
me a waive the appropriation bill at this time, but let us proceed 
with it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course I shall not press the matter 
against an appropriation bill, but I wish to say now to the Senate 
that I hope some opportunity will be allowed me some time to-day 
to have the bill disposed of, when this matter can be taken up and 
considered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator that I shall try very hard 
to secure action on his bill. 


- NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from a, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. ) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The motion was a, to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I rise to a privileged question. I ask leave to a 
sent the conference report on the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Florida for that purpose. 

Mr. GORMAN. Before that is done, Iask unanimous consent that 
the formal reading of the bill be waived, and thas the amendments 
of the Committee on A —— be considered as they are 
reached in the readin of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 
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FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 9 to the bill (H. R. 8093) ‘making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes,” 


ha met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its di ment to the 


amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the ——— 

‘Sec. 2. That whenever any party shall present for test a completed breech- 
loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of not more than 40,000 pounds weight, built of 
mortar steel, with a proper supply of ammunition therefor, not ex £ 
rounds, such mortar shall be tested by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
and should it be shown to the satisfaction of said Board of Ordnance and _ Fortifi- 
cation by such test to be at least equal in accuracy, range, power, endurance, 
material, and general efficiency to the best breech-loading service mortar in use, 
the mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, 
and a contract shall be made fora further supply of 50 and no more, at such 
reasonable cost as the Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall determine, not 
to exceed $6,500 each, the entire number to be delivered in one year from date of 
contract. Said mortar, and all which may be contracted for under this provision, 
shall be subject to econ at each stage of manufacture. 

“Sec. 3. That the following es of section 6 of the fortification appropri- 
ation act approved September 22, 1888, namely: ‘ Whenever ry! party s pre- 
sent for test a completed cast-iron breech-loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of 
about 32,000 pounds weight, with a proper supply of ammunition therefor, not ex- 
ceeding 200 rounds, such mortar shall be tested in the presence of the party pre- 
senting the same, and should it be shown to the satisfaction of the Board by such 
tests to be = in accuracy, range, power, endurance, material, and general 
efficiency to the 12-inch cast-iron, steel-hooped, es mortar now at 
Sandy Hook the mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of 
transportation, and contract be made for a further supply of not less than 50 
and not more than 100, at such reasonable cost as the herein provided 
for shall determine, not to exceed $6,500 each, the entire number to be delivered 
in one year from date of contract. id mortar, and all which may be contracted 
for under this provision, shall be subject to inspection at each stage of munufac- 
ture ;’ is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

WILKINSON CALL, 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
L. F. LIVINGSTON. 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I notice that in the conference report there is 
still retained the clause in reference to mortars, under which any 
party who shall produce a mortar made of mortar steel which shall 
stand the test and be found equal to other mortars in use shall have 
the right to a contract to provide 50 mortars for the Government 
at a cost not exceeding $6,500 each. 

When this clause was before the Senate at an earlier stage of the 
proceedings the provision was that any party might have a contract 
to furnish 50 mortars made of mortar steel, provided one mortar 
furnished by him should be found upon test to be equal to any of 
the cast-iron mortars hooped with steel. Some objection was made 
to that in the debate. It was argued by myself, and I think by 
others, that the test of the new mortar ought not to be in compar- 
ison with a mortar of cast iron hooped with steel; that the standard 
was not high enough; and if we were to provide not only that 
some one party might furnish 50 mortars costing some $300,000, 
but that many parties er furnish mortars of that character, 
contracts in pursuance of the clause as it then stood might involve 
the Government in an expenditure of several million dollars. We 
thought the test ought to be more severe, and that a better mortar 
ought to be provided than the cast-iron mortars hooped with steel, 
which, after repeated debate in this Chamber, had beenrejected both 
by Congress and the Department as service mortars. 

I otek the Senator from Florida would explain particularly the 
clause as it is retained by which any party furnishing a certain 
kind of mortar is entitled to a contract to build 50 mortars of that 
kind and have them accepted and paid for by theGovernment. Iwish 
him to explain with what kind of mortars these new mortars are to 
be compared. What is to be the test? Are we to have a valuable 
weapon of warfare, or are we to have an inferior weapon of warfare? 
That is what I wish to know. It is what the Senate ought to 
know before it votes upon this conference report. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the language of the report is very 
plain, and if the Senator will look at it he will see that the re- 
quirements are as follows: 

That whenever any party shall present for test a completed breech-loading mor- 
tar of 12 inches caliber, of not more than 40,000 pounds weight, built of mortar 
steel, with a pro supply of ammunition therefor, not ex ing round 
such mortar shall tested wy the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and it should 
be shown to the satisfaction of said Board of Ordnance and Fortification by such 
test to be at least equal in accuracy, range, power, endurance, material, and gen- 
eral efficiency to the best breech-loading service mortar in use. ‘The mortar and 
ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of transportation, and a contract shall 
be made for a further supply of 50 and no more, at such reasonable cost as the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall determine, not to exceed $6,500 each.! 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator give the language which de- 
scribes the kind of mortars with which the new mortars are to be 
compared, When the Senator reads the whole amendment I can 
not get the idea. 

Mr. CALL. It is to be compared to the best breech-loading serv- 
ice mortar now in use. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The new mortar is to be compared with the 
best breech-loading mortar now in use? 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Therefore, in the new mortar the steel is to be 
equal to the present steel-bodied mortar, hooped with steel. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the words “equal in accuracy, 
range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the best 
breech-loading service mortar in use” were put in there, and they 
add to the force of it. We shall get out of this a better gun than 
was contemplated either by the House or the Senate provision; we 
shall get a gun as good not only as the best steel-hooped gun, but 
as good as the very best now in use, which includes steel. I 
thought the committee had some occasion to felicitate themselves 
on making so a test and so thorough a test, for not a gun can 
be accepted unless it is equal to the very best steel mortar now in 
use. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am satisfied with the explanation, although 
I did not know what the committee had agreed upon until the re- 
= was read. I felicitate the Senator who has charge of the bill 

ecause he has succeeded in so managing this conference that, in- 
stead of comparing these new mortars with cast-iron mortars hooped 
with steel, they are to be compared and tested for comparison with 
the very best mortar which the Government hasinservice. Under- 
standing that to be the meaning of the amendment, understanding 
that to be the purpose of the Senator from Florida, the member of 
the committee who brings in this conference report, I am_ entirely 
satisfied the committee has succeeded in protecting in every way 
the interests of the Government. 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
the cost of these mortars will be about $6,500 each. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


« MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8909) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent 
the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska, and for other 
purposes ;” and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of tae 
Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the 
sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled “An act to credit 
and pay the several States and Territories and the District of Colam- 
bia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

‘ a (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 
tahel; 

A bill o R. 8097) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amend- 
eo thereof;” and 

A bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 2, line zy; before the word “ thousand,” to strike out *‘two” and 
insert ‘‘one;” so as to read: 

And the Seay of Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as many addi- 
tional seamen as in his discretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed 1,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this is a proposition to cut directly 
in two the number of additional seamen proposed to be authorized 
by the House of Representatives. It seems to me that it is a very 
great mistake for the Senate to make that reduction. The House 
of Representatives acted in conformity with the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Navy. The clause does not require the enlist- 
ment of any men not necessary. It leaves it in the discretion of 
the Secre , and conforms exactly to his request in his report to 
Congress, which I shall read. He says: 

I again renew my recommendation of last year that the enlisted force be in- 
creased by 2,000 men. A careful study of the services of the Navy for several 
years past convinces me that the number of vessels which must be kept in com- 
mission and ready for service is greater than the present enlisted force allowed 
the Navy will suffice to man. Calculations place this increase at not less than 
2,000 men, and the law to authorize such increase should be so worded as to per- 
mit the Department to enlist them whenever needed. 

An efficient and economical service can not be carried on without a fair margin 

the number of men absolutely necessary to man the ships in commission 
and the limit as fixed by law. New ships getting ready for service and constantly 
recurring emergencies necessitating the dispatch of vessels to foreign waters are 
causing Sumands upon the enlisted force which the Department will very shortly 
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be unable to meet. The expense of maintaining the additional number of men 
asked for will be small in comparison with the results to be obtained and the value 
of public property of which they become the care-takers and defenders. 


Mr. President, it is not possible for me to add very much to that 
concise argument by the Seeretary of the Navy. It is well known 
to everyone who has examined the subject that we are now short 
of men. It is with great difficulty that we can man a ship, if one 
is suddenly called for. Only a short time ago, when ships were 
needed in the Pacific on account of the Chilean difficulty, men had 
to be transported, at great expense to the Government, from the re- 
ceiving ships on the Eastern coast across the continent in order to 
inan a ship at San Francisco; and we are absolutely crippled by lack 
of sufficient men in the Navy. The Secretary of the Navy hasasked 
for 2,000 men additional, that is, for authority to enlist as many as 
he may need of that number. Everyone who knows the Secretary 
is aware that he is extremely careful and provident; that heis very 
economical in all his administration, as he was when he was chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs in the House of Representatives in 
in the matter of appropriations, and we may be sure that he has 
asked for the very smallest number which he finds to be necessary. 
I think it is a great mistake to cut down the number of additional 
men the Secretary has requested. 

Here we have been for the last week loading on to the sundry 
civil bill and onto the deficiency bill every kind of claims, when 
we know what the condition of the Treasury is to-day—$5,000,000 
of bounty for the sugar planters of Louisiana; every kind of claim 
has been piled up; and as to the Navy of the United States, which, 
in my judgment, it is as important to provide for as for the public 
debt, it is now proposed to refuse to the Seeretary of the Navy the 
very moderate inerease which he demands. 

I hope that the Senate, which has always been hitherto the more 
liberal body in regard to the Navy, will not begin economy for the 
first time this session with crippling that great branch of the pub- 
lic service, a branch which is likely to be called upon at any mo- 
ment for the protection of American interests in any part of the 
world. I hope that the amendment reported by the committee will 
be voted down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, itis a matter of congratulation 
to the country that there is one Department of this Administration 
which is in favor of sustaining and promoting American interests. 
The Navy Department, under the control of the present Secretary, 
has shown a disposition in its recommendations in regard to legis- 
lation to give to the country an efficient Navy, and it is a matter of 
very great surprise and regret to me that the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations, under the leadership of the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMan], should be disposed to ignore all the 
Secretary’s suggestions, as they have done in the amendments which 
they have suggested to this bill. . 

As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop Gr] has very well 
said, this is the first appearance of anything like economy in the 
consideration of appropriation bills during present session, and 
it is extremely unfortunate for the coun that this disposition 
should first appear in the consideration of the naval a ee 
bill. This billhas been mutilated in almost every one of its features, 
reductions have been made ap tly without the slightest reason in 
almost every of the bill, and I hope that the Senator from 
Maryland will deign to explain to the Senate, if he can, why these 
changes have been made. The public interest will not be served, 
and it must be for some reason which is not definitely disclosed that 
the committee has reported.these radical changes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator may perhaps remem- 
ber, if he will allow me to interpose, a statement that the Secretary 
of the Navy only proposes to enlist a thousand of these men. The 
other thousand probably will not be enlisted. That isa matter left 
discretionary with him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand it in that way; the discretion is to 
be reposed in the Secretary. If the exigencies of theservice demand 
additional men he may enlist them. 

Mr. BUTLER, The chances are that he will not require more 
than a thousand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the way I understand it. I hope the 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. BUTLER. So do I. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to concur with the two Senators who 
have just spoken. The bill as it came to us said: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as addi- 
tional seamen as in his-diseretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed 2,000. 

I think there is nothing unreasonable at all in that discretion; 
it is exceedingly sensible, and although of another , I take 
pleasure in saying that I am entirely willing te trust the 
of the Navy with that discretion. e are building new ships, and 
we have not men enough to man the ships which are now or will 
be in a short time upon the water. 

Mr. GORMAN. r. President, the Senate committee in 
_ ea ene made it in the Sraneate of oa 

ere een no pretense whatever on the part Secretary 
od coordinate branch 


of the Navy or anybody in the that more than 
1,000 additional men are needed at this time. The bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives for an increase of 2,000 
men, but no appropriation was for 2,000. 


Mr. ALDRICH. A possible increase. 

Mr. LODGE. A possible increase, and it is all left to the disere- 
tion of the Secretary. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand, but it is limited by the appropria- 
tion. In this ease, as in all others, the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations have made provision for the current fiseal year, 
leaving to the next Congress to determine how much that inerease 
shall be. As it stands, this is an increase of nearly $400,000 for the 
pay of the Navy. The Senate committee preferred to limit the 
increase to this one year, and we have given 750 men, including 
the present foree, the increase thus made, making the total number 
about 8,000, and when all the ships shall have been completed the 
number will run up to 12,000 men. 

In addition to that, I desire to say to the Senate that this is the 
most extraordinary bill that ever came here at any time since the 
reconstruction of the Navy. We have had some very able men at 
the head of the Navy Department. The last three or four Secre- 
taries have been men of very great ability, and they have, by 
appealing to Congress to make liberal appropriations, sueceeded in 
oe up thus far a wonderful Navy. Now, in times of depres- 
sion, and in the condition of the Treasury, to overdo this work will 
only react upon the Navy, and the pendulum will swing the other 
way. In the interest of the service itself I think it would be un- 
wise at this time to press for a provision which amounts to nothing 
except a declaration, and which is but an attempt to bind Con- 
gress next year to pass legislation; and such a thing ought not te 
be telerated in this bill or any other. 

The bill as it came from the Houseof Representatives, asI have said 
is a most extraordinary one. I do not believe it has ever occurre 
in any Congress heretofore that the full amount has been given in 
a bill for every item estimated for by the Secretary of the Navy, 
= in three items this bill exceeds the estimates by over a million 

ollars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I knowin oneitem, 
in which I am inter , that relating to Newport, the House have 
only given about one-qrarter of what was estimated by the Depart- 
ment, and the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate have 
reported to strike out the entire provision. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is for summer quarters for junketing dur- 
aE summer season, I think. 

tr. ALDRICH. No; it is not. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I am talking about the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he will 
find this to be the fact, that the Department reduced the estimates 
so very much that it was found, when they came to be considered 
by the heads of the bureaus, that the service would be very materi- 
ally crippled, and therefore the estimates were increased, perhaps 
in some instances at the suggestion of the heads of the different 
bureaus, to avoid having the service thus crippled by this reduc- 
tion of the estimates by the Department itself. The Secretary of 
the Navy has stated that he was satisfied the reductions had been 
too great, and upon being informed, as I say, by the heads of the 
bureaus of this fact, the House committee reported appropriations 
over the amount of the estimates, and made them what they are. 
So I do not think the bill is peculiar in that respect. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the estimates of the Department 
for the naval service for the year for which we are legislating, that 
is, up to July 1, 1896, were $30,952,096.96; the bill as it came from 
the House appropriated $31,686,823.86; and there is also embraced 
in the bill authorizations for contracts amounting to $14,000,000. 
So this is the most liberal bill which has ever reached this body 
from any source. 

The Senate committee, not with a view of crippling the Navy, not 
with a view of restricting it so that if can not be efficient, but with 
a view of giving a fair and reasonable increase, snch an increase as 
was obtained when Secretary Tracy and Secretary Whitney were at 
the head of the Department, simply reduced the gate amount 
to $29,050,025.36, thus reducing the total amount of the appropria- 
tions as the bill came from the House by $2,636,798.50; we re- 
fused to authorize contracts for ships to a certain extent, and made 
certain other provisions which we shall reach later on. 

By the proposed amendment we give the Navy Department the 
vilege to select a thousand additional men, and that is all that will 
nec . It can not be that the Senate, in the present condi- 

tion of the Treasury, desires to make an appropriation which will 
not be utilized for at least two years. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Under the head of Increase of the Navy, I 
understand the Senate committee recommends the reduction of the 
number of the battle ships provided for by the House of Representa- 
tives from three to two. Am I right in that? 

Mr. GORMAN. We have done so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask the Senator how much money is 
appropriated by this bill for the next fiscal year on account of the 
two battle ships and the other increases in the Navy—the gunboats 
and the to o boats—which the Senate committee propose te au- 
thorize? much does this bill carry for the total expenses for 
the increase of the Navy, and what will be the cost of that increase 
of the Navy when it is finally accomplished? 
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Mr.GORMAN. The amount appropriated in the item as to the new 
contracts is a very insignificant amount. I shall give the exact 
amount when we reach that item. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How much is the total that will be required 
in the years to come before the authorizations are exhausted 

Mr. GORMAN. Abont $14,000,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then we authorize $14,000,000 in this item, and 
we appropriate for the actual construction which will be provided 
for by that $14,000,000 the insignificant sum which the Senator says 
he will state. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes,sir; I will state it later on. 

Mr. CHANDLER, ‘The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. But- 
LER} says it is about $750,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think it ought to be remembered 
that in the last appropriation bill no increases were made for the 
Navy. The Navy was selected as the subject for economy, and 
neither the President nor the Secretary of the Navy made any rec- 
ommendations, feeling that it was not a year for the authorization 
of new ships. So the economy of the past year fell —_ the Navy. 
This year they have made recommendations, and the House of Rep- 
resentatives, recognizing the entire reasonableness of the requests, 
have adopted the precise recommendations of the Secretary of the 
Navy. I ean only go on his official report, which says that 2,000 
additional men is the least that he can get on with; that that is 
what is demanded by the needs of the service. 

I think, Mr. President, that the naval appropriation bill, which 
concerns the defense of the country and the protection of our in- 
terests in every part of the world, is the last place to begin to exer- 
cise economy, after what we have been through in the last ten days, 
and I sincerely hope that the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Navy and of the House of Representatives will be maintained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland, 
or some other member of the committee, whether they are afraid to 
trust the Secretary of the Navy in the exercise of a wise discretion 
in this matter? That is all there is in this amendment. It is to 
enable the Secretary of the Navy, if he sees fit, if the public require- 


’ ments demand it, to enlarge the number of enlisted seamen to not 


exceed 2,000. I am surprised that a Democratic Committee on Ap- 
propriations should be unwilling to trust a Democratic Seeretary 
in a matter of this kind. I hope that the committee will see fit to 
withdraw the amendment. It certainly is the most unwise one that 
could be imagined. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I suppose the best answer to the 
question propounded by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] as to whether the committee reporting this bill feels that 
it can trust the Seeretary of the Navy is this: The Committee on 
Appropriations has no distrust of any Seeretary, and has no oeca- 
sion to distrust the head of any Department of the Government as 
the Government is now being run, but it does not follow, because 
that is the case, that every recommendation which the Secretary 
makes is to be taken by Congress, word for word and letter for let- 
ter, and that if the estimates are cut down it involves a lack of 
eonfidence in the Secretary. We are doing that continually. It is 
understood the estimates are made in ins eepacteneat upon a large 
scale, with the expectation, which every Secretary has, that they 
will be eut down; nay, you may go further than that, and say that 
the estimates which are originally made up in the bureaus are 
almost always too large, and they are cut down by the Secretary, 
and then Congress cuts them down. 

In this matter of the increase of the number of men for the Navy 
for the next year, the committee aaa nn not upon the theory of 
distrusting the Secretary, but it looked at the actual needs for the 
next year. It reflected that within the last two years we had in- 
creased the number of men 750; that certain — which have been 
built will not be kept ont upon the waters, and will not have very 
great crews of from five tosix hundred men constantly employed, 
and that all that will be needed for the next year will be 1,000 men, 
as I am informed has been admitted by the officials of the 
ment in the reports they have made. I do not — if 2,000 men 
were authorized the Secretary would enlist more than 1,000 during 
the next year. The committee, therefore, believed that here was a 
ease where, without crippling the Navy, the bill could be reduced. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives was a very 
large bill in many respects. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. HALE, Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it not a fact that many of the ships which 
have been sent to distant stations have gone withouta full comple- 
ment of men, and that if an emergency should arise requiring more 
ships to be put in commission, the Department would not have a 
sufficient number of seamen to put on board of them? 

_ Mr. HALE. Therehas been alittlecomplaint, but nothingserious, 
in that regard. I have no apprehension that, with the thousand men 

iven by this bill, the nt will be in any way constrained. 

want to say this aboutit. We have all been engaged in the work 
of building up the Navy, some of us have been much interested 
and have given a great deal of time and labor to subject, and we 
are not likely now, Mr. President, to turn around and seek to do a 


thing which will cripple the Navy. There is no attempt of that 


kind in this provision, but the committee did consider in the exercise 
of a wise discretion that 1,000 men would be all that would be needed 
during the next fiseal year. If any emergency shall arise, Congress 
will be in session in December, and we can then make whatever pro- 
vision may be nee ; but with the desire, and also reflecting that 
further along in the bill are matters of increase, as to which many 
of us have a great interest, and which involve a very large amount 
of money, we thought it better not to allow the bill to be loaded 
with these preliminary provisions. 

So the committee concluded to report the amendment, and I think 
the committee did right. I think it is more essential that the in- 
crease of the Navy should be kept up as to ships than it is that we 
should have 2,000 men for the next year. Therefore, I think the 
action of the committee was, all things considered for the Navy, the 
wisest thing todo. 

Mr. HUNTON, Mr. President, I share in the regret expressed by 
gentlemen who have spoken to this amendment, that the Committee 
on Appropriations has undertaken to economize in matters pertain- 
ing to the building up of the Navy. I, for one, have been from the 
time I entered the public service in the other House in favor of 
building up the Navy of the United States. I am in favor of a 
large navy, a navy that will cause this Government to be respected 
abroad an werfulathome. I therefore, sir, have always favored 
any apprepriation which looked to the building up and increasing 
of the Navy of the United States. 

We know what the power of the Navy is in all wars that may 
arise between this Government and any other. It so happened that 
on one eceasion I was engaged in a contest with the Government of 
the United States, and no power of this Government was so severely 
felt as the power of the Navy of the United States, small as it then 
was. That taught me a lesson, that it is the duty of every Gov- 
ernment to build up and maintain a large navy; and [ for one am 
not disposed to economize and cramp the efforts that have begun so 
favorably to build up the Navy of the United States. 

This great work was commenced under Mr. Whitney as Secretary 
of the Navy, admirably prosecuted by his successor Mr. Tracey as 
Seeretary of that Department, and it is now being prosecuted by 
the Secretary, and Iam inclined to strengthen the hands of the 
Secretary of the Navy in his efforts to build up our Navy. Hence 
it is that with regret I see in the naval appropriation bill not only 
the decrease in the number of seamen to be enlisted, but a decrease 
in the number of vessels to be built as provided for in the bill as it 
came to us from the House of Representatives. I hope the Senate 
will agree to the bill in these particulars as it came to us from the 
other House. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I coneur fully with the Senator 
from Virginia {Mr. HunToN] in the remarks he has just submitted 
to the Senate upon the pending bill. The present Secretary of the 
Navy is an able and enlightened man, and he is also a thoroughly 
sincere economist. I do not mean by that he is a cheese-paring 
economist, who saves by the penny and wastes by the pound, but 
he takes a thoroughly sincere and patriotic view of his duties as 
Secretary of the Navy and of the needs of the United States. 

We are making progress in the rehabilitation of our Navy, sup- 
ee the weoden ships with armored steam vessels. We 

ave made very great progress, and along with our progress we 
have witnessed the expansion of our commerce and the security of 
our people in different parts of the world. We are very frequently 
called upen now by unpleasant conditions in the different coun- 
tries with which we trade to send our naval ships to various ports 
of the world, to have them there to protect the rights and liberties 
and property of our people. 

The Senator from Virginia has spoken of the necessities for a 
navy in time of war. Those, of course, are imminent and indis- 
pensable, but the necessity for a strong navy in time of peace is 
even greater. Wecan not have a great commerce over the oceans 
and seas of this world unless we demonstrate that we have the 
power to take care of it; and that must necessarily be a naval 
power. Nothing that can be donc im favor of the foreign commerce 
of the United States is so necessary and so valuable and will bring 
such rich returns as the establishment and equipment of a strong 
navy, without which our commerce is helpless, ineflicient, and it 
will not distribute itself arcund through the different nations of 
the earth so as to attract the interchange of commodities, and so as 
to attract wealth on our part and on theirs unless we have it. 

The Secretary of the Navy calls for a number of seamen. Why 
does he do sof? It is because the Navy needs them; it requires 
them. Such men are not to be picked upinanhour. We can not 
go amongst the herd of tramps that infests the land of this country 
and pick out men worthy to take charge of our great steamships 
even in the humble capacity of that of a stoker, if you please. 
They must be men who are selected with some referencs to what 
they are capable of doing, and therefore it is not entirely easy at a 
moment of surprise or danger to go out and enlist men for these 

of war and qualify them for the discharge of these very im- 
| t, though it may be inferior, duties which they have to per- 
orm. 


If there is anything in this country that needs a systematic build- 
ing up, a thorough training, both in the matter of discipline and 
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the matter of the knowledge that is necessary for carrying on the 
business, it is the equipment of our Navy with a proper comple- 
ment of skilled seamen, skilled stokers, skilled engine runners, and 
all that. Wecan not afford to have a navy without a proper, a suf- 
ficient, a full equipment of men. So Iheartily commend the recom- 
mendations of the honorable Secretary of the Navy, and I know that 
in following his recommendations we follow those of a man who is 
ambitious for nothing in this world except to glorify his country, 
its honor and efficiency. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few observations 
upon the general subject, and I might as well do so now as at any 
other time. 

I do not wish to interpose any obstacles in the way of the pending 
naval appropriation bill. I have no criticism now to make on the 
completion of a seagoing navy which the measure now under debate 
contemplates. I yield to no one in commendation of the sagacity 
and energy with which a strengthening of our naval forces was 
undertaken by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
when Secretary of the Navy, and prosecuted by his successor, Mr. 
Whitney. Icould have wished that, at the same time, a greater 
consideration had been, during Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, 
given to the advice respecting seaboard defense which was then 
offered in a communication to the Speaker of the House by that 
wisest and most farseeing of statesmen, my friend, Governor Tilden. 
Perhaps, however, there were difficulties which I do not appreciate 
in the way of doing then more than was done on the lines of Gov- 
ernor Tilden’s suggestions. 7 

I only wish now to express, casually and very briefly, what is in 
my mind in regard to pushing too far expenditures for a seagoing 
navy in the present condition of our finances, our budget, our cur- 
rency and taxation, and of other national objects demanding ap- 
propriations from our depleted Treasury. I can not quite go along 
with the contention of those who, under the influence and inspira- 
tion of a very ee arn, ae fascinating writer, Professor Mahon, 
insist that no nation can be great without tremendous sea power in 
the form of seagoing cruisers, 

That contention refers, of course, chiefly to our foreign relations, 
the successful conduct of our differences, or involves, with foreign 
Governments, the adequate vindication of our citizens and their 
property in foreign jurisdictions, and the protection of our flag from 
indignity or disrespect. 

I om not altogether sympathize with those who seem to fancy that 
our exports and imports, especially our exports, our foreign trade, 
and commerce, are to depend and be measured by the number of fight- 
ing ships and men we have afloat. I prefer to think that the size of 
our exports, our foreign commerce, our victories in trade over foreign 
rivals contending with us for ae markets, will rather oo 
on and be measured by our laws of taxation and currency and the 
ability of our producers to undersell all competitors at home and 
abroad. 

I am, therefore, looking now from the point of view of our suc- 
cessful and honorable foreign diplomacy, at the possible peril for 
us in overestimating the need which the United States have for a 
great, powerful, omnipresent oing navy. 

I may possibly be mistaken, but I do not think I am, in believing 
that our test achievements in honorable diplomacy were when 
the United States had next to no seagoing navy. 

As a New Yorker, I am especially interested in that brilliant rec- 
ord of good results accomplished by the Department of State, un- 
aided by physical force, because among the illustrious members of 
our foreign affairs, now dead, whose success was so gratifying, two 
of them, Marcy and Fish, were fellow-citizens of mine, and each 
hai been governor of the State of New York. 

I believe that Mr. Fish, who was a successor of Mr. Marcy as 
governor, Senator here, and Secretary of State, repeatedly expressed 
the opinion that, judging from the record left behind him in the De- 
partment of State, Mr. Marcy was one of the greatest, if not the 

test, of the great men who had conducted our foreign affairs. 
Costes the period of Mr. Marcy in the State Department, from 
March, 1853, to March, 1857, the United States had, relatively to 
other nations, a mere apology for a seagoing navy. And yet that 
was the period of the Koszta affair, when Austria and Russia, 
combined, demanded that we send back Koszta, and apologize for 
as well as punish Ingraham on account of the episode at Smyrna. 
It was not a eee but the learning and intellectual vigor 
of the Department of State which convinced all Europe that law 
and justice were on the side of Ingraham, 

The law was very much in doubt till Marcy unfolded it, and 
had our ing men-of-war been then powerful, and our State 
Department been then weak, a war might have resulted, in which 
our side might not have had the moral support of Europe. 

And 80, too, in the case of British enlistments on our soil to eke 
out the poverty in numbers of the British army in the Crimea, and 
when a British minister was, by President Pierce, dismissed from 
Washington, we had no navy worth mentioning. In that affair 
Marcy exploited the contention with which Fish, without a navy, 
won sixteen years afterwards at Geneva, namely, that a munici- 
= law is not necessarily a measure of international obligation and 

uty. Marey said to England in 1856, as Fish said to her in 1870: 
“You can not shelter yourself behind a municipal foreign enlist- 
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ment enactment.” Both triumphed in the domain of reason and 
law. The greatest example of international arbitration known to 
the literature of diplomacy—that of 1870—was not aided by a sea- 
going navy. 

There have been recent events, Mr. President, which make me 
distrust a transfer of our diplomacy from the State Department to 
— Navy Department, from law books and reason to cannon and 

orce, 

I know not the percentage of the taxation of the world now de- 
voted to defraying the cost of past wars, or to the preparation for 
future wars, but yet, despite that great eating away of earnings and 
savings to maintain the colossal armaments of the day, the aspira- 
tion of the great and good, warned by the great example at Geneva 
of 1870, is turning more and more to international arbitration. 
Possibly the armaments on sea and land are needed to compel arbi- 
tration; but if so, the strain at last comes for us on our State De- 
partment. It must devise the plan, frame the issues, instruct our 
agents and lawyers. 

The result of the Bering Sea arbitration at Paris ought to warn us 
that unless there shall be learning, wisdom, precision at our State 
Department a great seagoing navy will not avail. 

I wish that alongside of these vast expenditures for the Navy 
there could be an enlarged equipment of our Department of State; 
that there could be a permanent under-Secretary of State, with a 
salary adequate to attract and hold the best faculties in our country; 
that there could be therein a bureau of international law, with an 
adequate permanent staff, and heads of other bureaus equal to the 
present requirements of our diplomacy, and such place permanently 
occupied by the wisest and best. Then with safety could Secre- 
taries of State come and go. A conscientious, learned, and fearless 
staff will remain. Hunter, Chase, Bancroft, Davis, Wharton, Moore 
have gone. Many a men remain, but in insufficient numbers, 
and quite underpaid. 

I am more interested in the salaries of the civil-service staff of the 
State Department than of our diplomatic agents abroad, who but 
repeat the instructions they get from Washington. So long as the 
orders from the State Department are safe and sound, and underly- 
ing them are convincing reasons, our diplomacy will be successful. 
It is not creditable to Congress that Mr. Moore was recently tempted 
by a larger salary to leave Government ee in the State 
Department to become a teacher of law students at Columbia Col- 
lege in New York. 

Ve are wisely appropriating annually thousands upon thousands 
of dollars for the educating and training at Annapolis of boys to be 
naval officers, but what are we doing for educating and training 
those who are to be our diplomatic and consular agents, and for 
a foreign office in Washington which is to be for them a fountain 
of wise instruction under the general order of the President, through 
the Secretary of State, exercising absolute but yet temporary con- 
trol over the conduct of our foreign affairs? 

ican but wish that while you are strengthening your seagoin 
power you would have a thought for strengthening the head an 
brains in the Department of State which, by wise advice to the 
President, should give direction and apply control to your sea- 
going power. 

If thus wisely controlled, your Navy may be a most beneficent 
influence, but I am full of distrust if wise lawyers and publicists 
are not at the helm. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, this item is not, perhaps, as important 
in itself as some of the other items which will be drawn under dis- 
cussion in the consideration of the pending bill, and yet it really 
opens the whole question as to what is to be the policy of this coun- 
try with regard to the increase and maintenance of the Navy and the 
naval force. Upon that subject very briefly I wish to say a few 
words. National respect is very largely measured in this world by 
the navies of nations, Respect for the United States has in the past 
been measured in that way, and it will in the future be so measured. 

Since under the lead of the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER], when he was Secretary of the Navy, we adopted plans 
for the increase and perfection of our Navy, and as those plans have 
been carried out by subsequent Secretaries, indorsed by the Con- 

s, respect for the United States as a nation among the nations 
of the earth has been constantly increasing; and it will increase or 
decrease in proportion as we shall continue the — which has 
been so fortunately adopted. Why this should be so I need not 
stop toinquire. Itisso. We, ourselves, measure our respect for 
the nations of the earth by the strength of their navies. 

Great Britain, by reason of her navy, stands at the head of all 
nations in strength and power and in the respect of the world. So 
following along through the other nations, every one of them takes 
its position among the nations of the earth in proportion to its naval 
force and its ability to maintain itself upon the ocean, till even now 
Japan, through its navy and the successes of its navy, is assuming 
rank among the second powers of the earth. Therefore a considera- 
tion for our own interests among nations requires that we shall not 
be guilty of any false economy in the matter of providing for our 
naval establishment. 

Not only respect for us depends upon the Navy, but commercial 
supremacy depends upon a proper and adequate naval force, a force 
propertioned to the magnitude of the country, to its resources, to 
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its «ims, to its purposes. No nation that does not maintain a navy 
can obtain commercial supremacy. Foreign trade flourishes where 
there is an adequate and proper navy to defend and protect it, or 
languishes where the navy is insufficient to protect and defend it. 
We of this country desire commercial ae: The days of 


military power have gone by largely. The day when nations 
obtained supremacy and kept in the forefront of the procession of 
the nations of the earth by means of military power has gone by, 
and it is commercial supremacy which the nations of the earth 
struggle for now. Itis which nation shall stand at the head of the 
trade of the world, and that is what the United States in the years 
which are to come must strive for. 

Vast and boundless as our possessions are, they are occupied. 
From the Atlantic to the Pacific coast we have dotted all our land 
with villages and towns and cities. We are reclaiming the desert. 
We go high up on the mountain side to work out the minerals. 
Our activity at home is unparalleled, but something else is needed. 
The opportunity for the adventurous spirit of our citizens to have 
free course is being limited as we are settling up our lands, and it 
is to the ocean that our children must look, as they have looked to 
the boundless West, for the opportunity to develop their ambition 
and their talents. 

I can not express, Mr. President, the strength of my convictions 
upon this point. The future of this country, so far as growth, de- 
velopment, progress, and civilization are concerned, lies outside of us 
largely. ‘The oceans that wash our shores are as much the field of 
our future development as the land embraced between those oceans; 
and if we are to maintain ourselves, if we are to maintain our rate 
of progress, if we are to settle peacefully and happily all the great 
industrial questions, we must open this field lying outside of our 
borders. The merchant marine of the United States must take its 
place upon the great oceans, and that is impossible without a navy 
commensurate with our population, our strength, and our wealth. 

Now another point, Mr. President. We want no contention with 
anyone. We do not seek controversies with other nations, but in 
the development of the commercial progress of a nation difficulties 
must arise. We believe, at least we hope, that all such difficulties 
are to be settled without a resort to violence, force, and bloodshed ; 
but if we are to be a commercial nation, if we are to trade with 
other nations, if our products are to be carried upon the ocean 
under our own flag, we must be prepared for all contentions which 
may arise; and the very preparation for such contentions, the very 
fact that we place ourselves in a position where we can defend our 
commerce, will be the thing which will avoid bloodshed, and strife, 
and collision. 

Two facts must be prominent in the mind of everyone who desires 
the future progress of this nation. One is that we must go upon 
the seas with our ships carrying the products of our land. The 
other is that they must be protected there by a navy competent to pro- 
tect them; and the very way to avoid contention, the very way to 
avoid collisions, is to have a sufficient navy. 

Mr. President, we are proud of the Navy which we already have. 
We are proud of the recent battle ships which have been builded, of 
the fast cruisers which are unsurpassed by the vessels of any nation 
onearth. But how inadequate to our wants? Shall we stop here? 
Shall we hesitate? Why do we want any navy? If we want any 
navy, then it must be an adequate navy. Comparing our present 
naval force with the naval force of second and third rate powers, 
we have not yet, with all tle pride which we take in our ships, 
equaled the ave which second or third rate powers can place upon 
the ocean. 

Mr. President, we are rich. We forget it in these days when 
we are told that we are suffering under depression. In recent years 
when there has been a relaxation in business, when it has receded 
from the high position which it reached, we necessarily feel that we 
are poor; that we can not afford national expenditure; that wemust 
be economical. Nay, more; there are some who feelthat we must 
be parsimonious. But we are rich. Compared with other nations 
we are richer than any. Our national debt is less in proportion to 
our ability to pay it than that of any other nation. Our opportu- 
nity to raise money without seriously taxing the people is greater 
than the opportunity of any other Government. We would do well 
not to forget that the United States is rich and able to build such a 
navy as it requires. I believe that 1 understand the sentiment of 
this people. If there must be economy they want it somewhere 
else than in the Navy Department. If there must be parsimony 
they insist that it shall not be exercised with reference to the con- 
tinued building up of our Navy. 

The question whether the Secretary of the Navy shall have discre- 
tion to enlist 2,000 additional seamen, or 1,000 additional seamen, may 
seem to be a very small matter. The Senator from Maryland said it 
was not — that there would be any condition which would 
require the enlistment of more than 1,000 men between now and 
next December. We do not know when the necessity for an addi- 
tional force will be upon us. We pray that it may not come between 
now and December, but the necessity for a naval force, for men in 
the Navy qualified for the duties of their positions, can never be an- 
ticipated. If we were to recognize the argument of the Senator 
from Maryland, we should never have a sufficient force for our Navy. 
It may come in a month; it may not come at all; but if the emer- 
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gency does come, as full well it may, and the Secretary of the Navy 
has not had the power given him which he has asked, to enlist these 
additional seamen, the whole country will be condemning us for 
our folly. It does not follow that he will enlist all the 2,000 men, 
but it seems to me that we should not upon any plea of economy, 
upon any plea that we are not able to pay, fail to give him the 
power to provide for an emergency which may arise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the bill as it comes to us from the 
House of Representatives carries an appropriation on its face of 
$29,000,000, or about thatsum. To thisshou!d be added $15,000,000 
for the three war ships which were provided for, but for which no 
appropriation is made. We have expended during the last ten 
years, I presume, at least $100,000,000 in building new ships for the 
Navy. Of what avail will any of this expenditure be, unless, if an 
emergency arises, we have the means by which the ships can be 
manned andequipped? What justification can there be inrefusing 
to give to the decssteny of the Navy the discretionary power in cases 
of emergency to enlist sufficient men to man and equip the vessels 
which we have provided for in the new Navy? 

I have heard no argument or eos made upon the part of 
the committee or any of its friends why this change should be made 
in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, and I hope 
that the proposition of the committee will be voted down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, through the Senator in charge of the bill, have stated that 
the authorization of the three battle ships and the other vessel, 
which constitute the increase of the Navy as the bill came from 
the House to the Senate, will amount to $14,000,000. The three bat- 
tle ships are specified in the bill as it comes from the House to cost, 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 each. Assuming 
that the three ships will cost, before they are finished, with their 
armament, $5,000,000 each, then $15,000,000 are authorized by the 
bill as it came to the Senate for the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. About $18,000,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. About $18,000,000 for the increase of the Navy. 
The presumption is that having stricken out one of the battle ships 
the bill will then carry from twelve to fifteen million dollars for the 
increase of the Navy. The expediency of thisincrease will, perhaps, 
be discussed later when the clause for the increase of the Navy is 
reached. It has already been discussed by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatT] and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hitr}, 
and the views entertained by both those Senators may, I think, ve 
entirely reconciled with each other. 

The committee having decided to pass a bill which authorizes 
from fourteen to eighteen million dollars to be expended in the 
future, less than $1,000,000 of which is appropriated in the present 
bill, leaving from thirteen to seventeen million dollars to be appro- 
priated hereafter, naturally wish to accomplish some reductions in 
the bill, and they have reported reductions amounting to $2,636,- 
798.50. In Report No. 1020, made by the Senator from Maryland 
from the committee, those reductions are stated in detail, and are 
contained in some twenty items. 

Now I propose, for one, to deal with those proposed reductions 
separately, each upon its merits. I donot understand that the com- 
mittee are sensitive upon this subject; that the committee insist that 
each of the reductions shall be adopted out*of any courtesy to the 
committee. The committee have not, at this session atleast, shown 
any sensitiveness in connection with debate upon the items of ap- 
pee bills reported by them, and they are entirely willing, 

understand, that the judgment of the Senate shall be invoked 
upon each of the items ef reduction which the committee recom- 
mend, from a praiseworthy desire to keep the appropriations down, 
without any desire, as I am bound to believe, to impose upon future 
Congresses expenditures which the present committee are unwill- 
ing to recommend; and they invite discussion upon these various 
amendments. 

As I said, I propose to deal with them separately and with each 
upon its merits. The first is the question of reducing the number 
of additional seamen, whom the Secretary of the Navy may in his dis- 
cretion employ, from 2,000, as authorized by the House, to 1,000. I 
shall support that amendment, relying upon the judgment of the 
committee. I of course know, as the committee know, that if we 
go on with the completion of the ships already authorized, if we 
increase the Navy by the additional battle ships which may be 
authorized and other vessels to be authorized by the bill, there will 
have to be an increase in the number of seamen of the Navy. The 
committee know that; we all know that. It is simply a question 
as to how fast that increase may be made. 

I am willing to trust the Appropriations Committee on that sub- 
ject. The complement of seamen on board every vessel of the Navy 
seems large toa landsman. It seems difficult to understand why 
one of these large ships needs six, seven, eight, or nine hundred 
men on board, not required for the working of the ship, because 
there are no masts or sails on modern ships, but needed for the 
fighting force of the ship. Although the complements provided by 
the regulations seem, as [ say, large to landsmen they are necessary 
and proper. But at this time no great harm can be done if the full 
complement of men is not on board every ship; and assuming that 
the committee have reasons for recommending this reduction I shall 
support them in the proposed amendment. 
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Of the next amendment proposed by the committee, however, I 
take a different view. I refer to it now by way of illustration. 
They propose to strike out on page 6 the appropriation of $50,000, 
for the hospital for the training station at Coasters Harbor Island. 
It seems to me that that reduction is unwise. I am satisfied that 
that hospital ought to be built for the training station. The number 
of boys who are employed in the service is continually increasing. 
The naval training school is one of importance, and that hospital 
ought to be built. I shall oppose the committee in that proposed 
reduction. I also see no reasonwhy the appropriation of $11,000, 
on page 5, for the maintenance of the quarters of the commandant 
of the naval station at Newport, should be stricken out. 

Looking over the list I come to another item of importance upon 
which there ought to be some discussion and explanation, and that 
is the appropriation of $500,000 for the reserve guns for the auxil- 
iary cruisers, That appropriation as put in by the House was, I sup- 

, for a battery for the two commercial vessels, the New York and 
Paris. If I am wrong in that I should like to have the Senator from 
Maryland correct me now. 

Mr. GORMAN. I could not hear the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The appropriation of $500,000 made by the 
House in the bill, which the se committee propose to strike out, 
for reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers, is an aopremenee for guns 
for the New York and the Paris, the commercial vessels 

Mr. GORMAN. For all that class of vessels. The fact is that the 
Navy Department, with the Chief of Ordnance, have no idea what- 
ever of placing them upon any one of those — They merely 
want to have these guns in readiness, so that if hereafter necessary 
they may be on hand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It — to the American line, I understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. So I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Paris and the New York, as the Chair very 
well knows, have become subject to the control of our Government 
for use in time of war. 

Mr. GORMAN, It applies to all that class of vessels. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Two ships in addition are required to be 
built, and those ships are under construction. We have to-day, to 
all intents and purposes, the Paris and the New York as apart of the 
American Navy. lask the Senator from Maryland whether there 
is any doubt at all that the Paris and New York, these magnificent 
fast passenger vessels, so constructed as to be converted into naval 
cruisers, are to-day, to all reasonable intents and purposes, a part of 
the American Navy? 

Mr. GORMAN. Under certain conditions they can be utilized; 
but the Department had no idea whatever of placing any one of 
the guns on board these vessels, their idea being only to have an 
extra supply on hand; that is all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatisthe precise point. Here are two ships 
already in existence, two of the finest ships in the world. Two 
more are being constructed just as good as they, and will very soon 
be upon the ocean—ships of American construction. The whole 
subject is in the discretion of the Government. If war should at 
any time break out with any foreign power we could instantly add 
those vessels to the Navy of the United States. I think that that is 
one of the most important and desirabie appropriations contained in 
the bill as it came from the House. I think that if any economy 
should be practiced in the bill, it is not in this particular. I ap- 
prove of the law by which the Paris and the New York came under 
the American flag, because it gave virtually to the Navy those two 
ships as it gave two other ships which will soon be ready, 

Mr. President, Ido not think we should wait a day before the 
preparation by the Navy Department of suitable guns to be put 
upon this auxiliary navy of the Government. 1] the other authori- 
zations for the construction of guns for the Navy are for guns for 
ships that are to be built. All those guns are appropriated; they 
are all disposed of, so to speak. 

Mr. HALE. What would the Senator do with the guns when he 
had them made? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should have them as near to the water's 
edge, as near to some American dock, as they could be placed; and 
I would have them so placed that in one hour the Paris or the New 
York, or either of the other ships, could come up to the dock and 
take those guns with their and run them upon the vessel 
and the vessel be sent to sea, 
ae How long does the Senator think they would stay 

ere 

Mr. CHANDLER. Siay on the dock or on the ship? 
oat — How long does he think those guns would stay on 

oc 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have had some experience, as the Senator 
from Maine has had, as toe the length of time it takes to handle 

ns and machinery in a mavy-yard. I understand the point of the 

ator. It is that this armament is not to go afloat when it is 
ready. The Senator knows it takes some time to build such guns 


as are to go upon these cruisers. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but I will 
state what I meant. I wanted to get from the Senator whether he 
Srenais Die wae ney.on Sobtel Eeraiag seer Sane: We Ons 
te make large appropriations for naval ships and naval 
naval armament, Does the Senator think now isa good time 


to begin these extra guns for the cruisers, which probably in neither 
his day nor mine will ever be called upon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘That is precisely the point that I was endeav- 
| to impress upon the Senate. I supposed the Senator under- 
stood when I began that that was my idea. I callit tothe Senator’s 
attention as worthy of notice. For a navalforce you want ships 
and guns. I suppese the Senator will concede that both are neces- 
sary unless you use your vessel for a transport. You want ships 
and you want guns, and as soon as your ship is ready to go to sea 
you want the guns ready to put upon her. 

Mr. President, I do hope that the Paris and New York are this 
moment a most important and effective part of the American Navy; 
but they can not be really construed as such until you have some 
suitable guns upon some dock or in some storehouse, just as near to 
the water's edge as you can get them, ready upon a day’s notice to 
be put upon those ships, so that they can be instantly changed in 
any < tate of the Government from commercial vessels to armed 
vessels, 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the guns are imperishable. Ail that will be required is to put 
them on the ship. They can be preserved for a hundred years. I 
entirely agree with the Senator from New Hampshire, not only as 
to the New York and Paris, but the two twin ships that are likely 
to be built. Otherwise those ships would be utterly useless for any 
purpose except as transports. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam glad to be joined by the Senator from 
South Carolina in my opinion, and I trust that our joint opinion 
will commend itself to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust that we may have order. I 
can not hear a word of the debate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryer inthechair). The Senate 
will come to order, and preserve it if possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Maryland to 
make some inquiry. 

Mr. GORMAN. I merely asked that we might have order, so that 
we could hear on this side. I should like to hear the objections to 
the amendment. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ido notintend to restate the point; but I have 
been alluding to some of the amendments Snes and I have 
taken upthis one as an illustration, I shall support the committee 
and act upon their judgment in reference to the reduction of the 
number of seamen to be authorized from 2,000 to 1,000. 
oppose the committee in connection with the naval hospital at 
Coasters Harbor Island. I shall oppose the committee in reference 
to the provision for getting the guns ready for the auxiliary com- 
mercial vessels which may at a moment’s notice be taken into the 
Navy of the United States; and so on with the various amendments; 
and I end as I began, by remarking that Ido not understand the 
committee are at all sensitive to any discussion that may be insti- 
tuted on these various proposed reductions, nor at all unwilling 
that they should be freely criticised by the Senate, and either 
accepted or rejected as may be the final judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I hold in my hand an estimate of 
the Secretary of the Navy of the number of men he actually requires 
for the vessels about to be completed, and I propose to submit his 
letter as part of my remarks. 

There are fifteen vessels, including three gunboats, None of the 
vessels will be completed later than December, 1895, and the gun- 
boats will be completed in April, 1896. The Secretary of the Navy 
says the number of men required for these vessels will be 2,803, and 
he says that although that is the number required to man the 
vessels in a complete manner, they will not all be in commission at 
the same time, and 2,000 will be enough. It is an estimate of the 
Secretary of the Navy in detail of the number of men he requires. 

ENLISTED MEN. 
Navy DepartTMent, Washington, February 11, 1895. 

Sm: Replying to your telephone message of this date, I have the honor to state 


that the accompanying list gives the vessels that will completed and shculd 
be placed in commission before June 30, 1896: 


of men re- 

Names of vessels. “Fo sone quized for 

SOILD ccchintintaneenibbeoneogny iahauneahemenibwnd March, 1895 149 
ET icigrthventaddessehbussedaiias soabsanseoshelitiaes July, 1895 310 





Total number required to man vessels .........---++.-++ 0+ -eeenene+--e-0- 3,177 
Total number probably available June 30, 1896.........-.....-ecensasenss wa 


Mauser sage <ccccvncsne cocencecwsoccccncessssecerscsece eoccccess 2, 808 


1895. 
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The t strength of our squadron is not sufficient to mect the constant 
aquest for vessels to protect the interests of our citizens. 
It will be seen that if all these ships should be kept continuously in commission, 


together with those now in service, the number of men provided for in the appro- 
jation bill would not be sufficient. But it is not the intention or of 
Department that all the ships belonging to the Navy are to be, in timesef peace, 

in commission. The coast-defense ships are not intended to cruise abroad at any 
time, nor will the battle ships make distant cruises. In times of peace these two 
classes of ships are to be kept in commission only a portion of each year. All, 
however, require to be kept in order and ready fer any demand that may be made 
upon them, and it is essential that as they are completed and delivered te the Navy 


they shall each be commissioned and do sufficient i to tho: test the 
condit ion and efficiency of their machinery, battery, and fittings. 
Itis believed that if the bill passes as it has been reported, auth the en- 


listment of 2,000 men as they may be needed, it need only appropriate 1,000 

men. A proper selection of the ships to be kept in ¢ ssion, and a judicious 

distribution of crews among them will, it is thought, enable the Department to 

watt eerie ges ce tate Ti tet tw proied vl, ssn 
8 " ~ 

administered, be suflicient for the wants of the Navy ales of peace, aan aibee 

the ships provided for in the pres o nt bill shall have been constructed. 

The vessels now in commission have the minimum number of men on board for 
re handling. Reports from some of ,he vessels state that more men are 
needed. 

Respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, that the Secretary of the Navy 
is a better judge of how many men he requires to man the new ves- 
sels about to go into commission than our friends on the Ap ria- 
tions Committee. Therefore I hope that the Senate will ere to 
the estimate made by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Sen- 
ate upon this proposition, but it is one of very great importance. 

nanos the statement of the Navy artment, which I have 
here, the whele number of petty officers and other enlisted men in 
the Navy authorized by law is 9,000. The number actually in the 
service is 8,978, or 22 short of the number authorized by law. 

The vessels in commission have a complement of 7,052 men; that 
is, for vessels which have been provided by law and are now in com- 
mission. There will be required, according to the report of the De- 
partment, in the next six months on the vessels to be commissioned 
1,227 men. They havealreadysome1,900 men in the Navy whomight 
be put on the vessels in commission. There is no pretense on the 
part of anybody that any more vessels will be put in commission in 
the next six months; but the Department hopes within nine months 


thereafter to put in commission seven more vessels, which will require 
1,411 men. ‘The provisien reported by the Senate committee makes 


the number 1,000, and no more can be properly utilized within the 
next six or eight months. 

All the committee have done, as I have said before, was te make 
provision for the present; not to cripple the Navy, but to let the 
next Congress deal with any farther increase that may be required. 

It would not be wise to make new contracts, except where they 
are necessary, or to make provision beyond what the present and 
immediate necessities will require. The condition of the country 
does not warrant it. I donot criticise the management of the Navy 
Department; but the number has gone up to 9,000 already enlisted 
and now in the service, and they are assigned to duty on receiving 
ships and shore stations to the number of 814. If there should be 
any emergency requiring more men to man the ships which are to 

© into commission, the are can use a part of the Marine 
Saane, about which there has been a great struggle to eliminate 
it from sea duty and put it on shore duty. The Marine Corps can 
perform in part the duty of these 840 men. There are 250 assigned 
to the Coast Survey, who have no business to be there, and they 
ought not to be carried on the navy rolls and transferred to that 
service. The Coast Survey ought to lock to their own affairs. Se, 
90 sailors have been assigned to the Fish Commission. I shall 
oe the statement from the Department in connection with my 
remarks: 


Navy DeparrMenr, February 26, 1895. 
Hon. A. P. Gorman: 


Responding to your personal request of this date, I have the honor to state that 
the number of fo officers and ether enlisted persons at present in the United 
States Navy is 8,978, being 22 short of the quota of 9,000 allowed by law. 


The vessels now in commission have the minimum number of men on board for 
efficient handling. Report from some of the vessels state that more men are 
needed. The following list gives the numberof enlisted men required for the 
Navy: 

For vessels in commission. ......-.-.-++ 0--+0+cccecseece eens cones eeceeeses - 4,052 


For vessels to be commissioned within three months—Amphitrite ........ 149 
For vessels to be commissioned in six menths— 
Maine ....... mnanewseeesese ccwanccrcece cores concescseese eecccecccccee BID 
PERI iicieneuitenneauecéesnaio sccceses weccces @ cccece sewcemeccesseces 
UNE cthidie dh habe bandinkine scene nccosauneeédhe<tqumuienenmendiil -- 149 
Katahdin. ....... pencasseneséereccenguancéulaps clieesmmcecesoccoupete Ro 
ROSES ine tnd cower tetindhsctnd eedlstbebusds Hebe ceweddn o cctSlba 24 
Deuas .....- jitpiapncoceadueses dmesnte co_mendesédivecnews eee ee 326 
Pa tiediine cncnitwcbintitinscpitegaisiiibnintendentntemnami 149 
. — 1,227 
For vessels to be commissioned within nine months— 
NE cdi cnedccwved civewteocts cotssscdbe dhhtmesebeinase wosoidtite 229 
SINE 2 a ciiiilinienimtnin cemincnne otttieeut dbdbi nie cmrmowitliemnies onteuns Oh 
Massachusetts ........... now deguuousscowsetberersvemme — a=-- 394 
EE nwccsimestsetsenmecses eocecessccosccces evevccccce eernecceccces 
— 1411 
For vessels to be commissioned within one year— 
EE givin sicindintitints adliinniacenine amoce. comendinniili oumeanse —s 
Gunboat No. 8 ............ shbieiplamsenineliti>otiepesinmeaitiapnlidtia mania «+» 130 
keen imiemantiniibungnconnnes annovdinn ~ ans onennatiitin ae on 





For receiving ships and shore stations... -....-.~.++---~----+--++++-++--+-- 814 
For United States Naval Academy ...- ....--.+---+-++0---+0-0-2- +++ -+-++=> OA 
For United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. ............---------+--+++: 250 
For United States Fish Commission ..................+..+---.----- Casinh ind 00 
Number of men in ery class under instruction ............-........-. 50 
Number of apprentices I cinch cewesddiedecct coca wiusiet We 75 
Namber of apothecaries at shore stations ..................---..2-+00-++-+ 30 
te a oo ooo sc dcil nda aceuscaverdia “12, 907 
Less U.S. S. Chicago, to be placed out of commission. -..................... 900 
a nis iedehandedenihieichusadiens oe _ 12,007 


H. A. HERBERT. 

I submit to the Senator from Virginia and others who are advo- 
cating this increase that we have gone as far as the requirements 
of the service make it necessary that we should go for the present. 
We have gone in this bill beyond anything Congress has ever con- 
templated, except at one session heretofore. 

Mr. President, there can be no complaint on the part of the 
Navy Department or anybody else who is anxious to build up the 
Navy. Ihave stood on this floor for twelve years, ever since I have 
been a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and under 
every Administration ; under the Administration of President Arthur, 
when the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, Cuan- 
DLER] was Secretary of the Navy, and I have voted for liberal ap- 
a to the Navy; so under the first Administration of Mr. 

eveland, when Mr. Whitney was Secretary of the Navy, and under 
the last Administration, when Mr. Tracy was the Secretary, I have 
always been ready to vote liberal appropriations on every occasion 
_ the Navy, and we have by our liberality built up a magnificent 

avy. 

The fact is, the appropriations which have been made heretoforo 
have not only built up the Navy but created the great shipyards of 
our country, so that to-day we can practically compete with the 
world in the construction of vessels at a small increase of cost, it is 
true, over the cost of the construction on the Clyde; but the costis 
growing less and lessevery year, until now I believe, if our people 
were pressed, they could compete with the English in the cost of 
vessels, and make them equally as good. 

We have magnificent establishments for the manufacture of steel 

which excel anything in the world, as our people claim, and I be- 
lieve it. We have accomplished all this because we have made 
liberal appropriations. 
' Now comes a time, after ten or twelve years of labor and expendi- 
ture incident to the appropriation of hundreds of millions of dollars, 
when we must economize not only in the construction of guns, but 
in the construction of the shipsthemselves. The value of almovt 
every article in the world has fallen, and this is as true of the 
materials which go into the construction of a navy as of anything 
else. 

I should like to see economy applied in the appropriations of this 
Congress, but that does not seem possible after the votes recently 
given in both Houses. Senators on this side of the Chamber and 
Senators on the other side must face the fact that if certain meas- 
ures finally become laws according to the votes which have been 
recorded in this body within the last two days and in the other 
branch within the last two weeks this will be the most expensive 
Congress which has ever assembled since the adoption of the Con- 
stitution. Yon will have appropriated, if the propositions for which 
you have voted are carried into law, more than $520,000,000, greater 
than the appropriations which have ever been heretofore made, and 
you do that in the face of the declaration of the Treasury that your 
revenue will not reach the amount by $120,000,000, if the estimates 
of the Secretary are correct. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And there is no river and harbor bill at this 
session. 

Mr. GORMAN. And there is no river and harbor bill at this ses- 
sion, but one, of course, will come at the next session. I submit 
that this is no time for this extraordinary haste in making appro- 
priations. 

Have we been unfair to the present Administration? Not at all. 
The President of the United States wisely said in his message at 
the beginning of this Congress that we had appropriated so much 
money for the Navy—I do not use his language, but I think I state 
the substance of it—that it will be all the Department can do to 
expend the thoney we have appropriated for the new ships. They 
have not yet spent it all, and the vessels are not all completed. 
One of these great war ships which we are building will rot be 
completed for the next eight or nine months, and the guns we have 
ordered will not be completed for nearly a year, and in this bill as 
it comes to us from the House of Representatives over $31,000,000 
are jated, and the Navy Department, in its overanxiety, and 
its friends in the Department and elsewhere, complain of the reduc- 
tions we have made to $29,000,000. They have no right te make 
such complaint. 

Under the first Administration of President Cleveland, when Mr. 
Whitney was Secretary of the Navy, when we were starting the 
Navy, the entire appropriation was only twenty-five million and 
odd dollars, I think; in 1889 we only appropriated $19,000,000; in 
1890, $21,000,000; in 1891, $24,000,000; im 1893, $23,000,000; in 1894, 
$22,000,000; and in 1895, $25,000,000; and now, if the Senate shall 
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adopt the amendments reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, notwithstanding the reductions we have proposed, the bill 
will carry three or four million dollars more than it has carried in 
any one of the years I have named, except the year 1892, when all 
these vessels were being constructed at one time. I submit to the 
Senate that there is no unfairness to the Department, there is no 
desire to restrict it, but there is a desire to make liberal and fair 
progress in the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator, in connection with that 
statement, whether that increase is not due largely to the fact that 
it is for the purpose of meeting contracts heretofore entered into 
for the building of these ships 

Mr. GORMAN. Asa matter of course that becomes a part of it. 


There is an appropriation of $450,000 for armor and armament of 


vessels in this bill, part of which is on account of the new ships 
which Congress authorized; $2,006,000 of the appropriations is 
applied to same purposes which have been provided for in all 
naval appropriation bills from the time the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was Secretary of the Navy; and yet 
there is a disposition, I am sorry to say, on the part of the Depart- 
ment itself to complain and criticise all of us who want to keep 
the appropriations within reasonable limits. 

I do not care to say a word in harsh criticism of the Department. 
That is one of the branches of the public service which for a num- 
ber of years past in its administration has met with the approval 
of the American people, but the work in that Department has 
reached a point, Mr. President, as is the case in all great enter- 


prises, where the earnest friends of the Navy, who are in charge of 


its work, become overenthusiastic; it has reached a point when it 
becomes necessary, in the interests of the people, that there should 
be exercised a little closer scrutiny of the details of its affairs, a 
little more care as to the expenditure of the money, a little more 


care as to the cost of the material to be purchased and the cost of 


the construction of the ships. 

In this bill as it comes to us fromthe House of Representatives and 
as we have reported it, and so — it because the Navy Depart- 
ment insists upon it, the limit of cost of a battle ship is placed at 
$4,000,000, The same limit was placed on it six years ago, when 
every item entering into the construction of a ship was worth in 
the market from 15 to 20 per cent more than it is to-day, but now, 
having confidence in the integrity of the Secretary, as I have had 
in all of the Secretaries with whom I have dealt since I have been 
a member of the Senate, we felt that it would not do to hamper 
the Secretary, although we believed the amount to be extravagant. 
I believed it to be unwise; I believed it to be unfortunate for the 
Navy itself, because, Mr. President (Mr. Fryer in the chair), you 
and I have seen this pendulum swing from one side to the other. 


There was a time, and not very long ago, when the impression made 
by the conduct of the Navy Department arrayed parties on one side 


against the other and prevented any appropriations being made. 


Now, we are reaching that point again when an immense amount 
will be required forthe repair of those vessels which have been 
constructed and which are beginning to come back for repairs, and 


that is included in this bill. 

All I desire is that the Navy shall be constructed gradually. I 
do not wish to see a great navy in this country such as Great 
Britain or any of the other powers on the other side of the water 


have; but I wish to see a wt! | which will be sufficient to guard 


our interests properly. I shall never agree by any vote of mine 
that the Army or the Navy shall be increased to the extent which 


is contemplated by some of the heads of Departments, but I will 
agree that the Navy shall be a fair one and a good one. I shall be 
as liberal with Secretary Herbert as I have been with his predeces- 
sors, but I hold that it is a great misfortune for the Secretary, at 
the last hour, after he had made his estimates deliberately, to give 


way to his chiefs of bureaus and recommend an increase beyond 
his original estimates. His estimates were full. 


Mr. President, in addition to this $31,000,000, or $28,000,000, as 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate have cut the bill 
down, there are provisions in the bill for contracts which amount 
to twelve or fourteen million dollars. Only about $500,000 of that 
amount is provided for in the bill. The remainder of it will have 
to be provided by future Congresses, because when contracts are 


made they must be kept and paid. 


I submit to Senators o& the other side of the Chamber and to the 
Senate, that it is wiser, in my judgment, to follow the recommenda- 
tions of the committee in this case, and let us with these proposed 


amendments go to a conference with the House of Representatives, 
and confer fu 


all other matters, there is a fixe 


ations, when I have declared upon 


taxation on the people of this country an 


ly and freely with them, with no disposition to be 
anything but liberal to the Navy; but for my part, in this and in 
d determination to vote against 

every proposition which is unnecessary for the immediate needs of 
the Government, for it shall never be said of me hereafter that I 
have deliberately supported extrav: t or uncalled-for appropri- 
floor, and I believe it now 
more firmly than ever, that to pursue such a ee means increased 
the issuing of more 

bonds. I do not want to see a further mortgage placed upon the 
industries of the people. I should not hesitate to vote for any item 
which I beli ved necessary for the honor of the Government, for the 
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maintenance of every one of its Departments fairly, but I do believe 
that it is right to economize and not bring about the condition of 
affairs to which I have alluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I donot at this time intend to en- 
ter upon a general discussion as to the character and extent of the 
appropriations to be made by this Congress. It does, however 
seem to me especially unfortunate that this zeal for economy should 
have been suddenly developed on the last day of the session, and 
upon this bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not for the first time by me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as any question of economy is concerned 
in the pending amendment—— 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator does not mean to apply that remark 
to me, I am quite sure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think the Senator has been in a reasonably 
economical frame of mind during the whole session, but he certainly 
has not shown quite the same amount of zeal, I think, in reducing 
appr eeratiane eretofore that he has in regard to this particular 

ill. 


Mr. GORMAN. I happen to be in charge of this bill, and I want 


to say to the Senator that on every one of these extravagant appro- 
priations, from the five-million bounty on sugar to the million dol- 
lars and over of appropriation for the Southern Pacific Company, 
which I did not believe was necessary for the Support of the Gov- 
ernment, my vote has been recorded against them. 


Mr. ALDRICH. So far as the pending amendment is concerned— 
and I propose to confine myself tothat—there is no question of econ- 
omy whatever involved. The Senator from Maryland says that he 


proposes to provide by its terms for the usual requirements of the 


Department for the present fiscal year. He admits at the same time 
that the amendment will not provide for anything in excess of the 
usual demands. Suppose we have some emergency requiring the 
use of the Navy; suppose we have a repetition of the Chilean inci- 
dent, or the Brazilian troubles, or the Bering Sea agitation, in 
which the President or the Secretary of the Navy suddenly finds it 
necessary to increase the Navy in order to provide for the preser- 
vation of the national honor or to protect national interests, how 
is that to be met? 

There is no suggestion in the proposition as it came from the 
House a to allow the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, 
whenever the emergency requires it, to increase the Navy 2,000 
men. Why should we take away from the Secretary the proper and 
reas» nable discretion to act in case of emergency? If no exigency 
arises, not one dollar will be expended under the bill as it came 
from the other House or as proposed to be amended by the Senator 
from Maryland. If the emergency arises, why does the Senator 
from Maryland and those who agree with him desire to prevent the 
Secretary of the Navy from increasing the naval force in a proper 
and lawful manner to meet these demands? There is nothing else 
involved in this amendment. There is no question of economy to 
be considered, as the Senator from Matyiend has tried to create the 
impression that there is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator at that point allow me to make 
a reply to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maryland stated that the men 
of the Marine Corps might be employed. I wish to say to that 
Senator that I have a statement here showing the number of en- 
listed men in the Marine Corps, and how they are employed: 

On October 1, 1894, there were 2,097 enlisted men in the corps, only three short 


of the authorized number. Of these, 1,196 were on duty at the different shore 
stations and 901 on board ships in commission. 


There is not an enlisted man of the Navy who can be spared if tho 
stations are kept up on shore, as I assume they will be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The record of the Senate of the United States 
has been consistent for the last twelve or fifteen years as ardent 
and zealous friends for an efficient Navy, and I hope that the appeal 
of the present Secretary of the Navy for power to increase the per- 
sonnel of the Navy in case of emergency will not be met by a re- 
fusal on our part. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as I agree with much that has been 
said by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] in regard to the 
necessity and wisdom of a wise economy in these appropriations, 
including the appropriations for the Navy, I want to say a word to 
him and to the Senate as to why I think that the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee striking out ‘‘two” and inserting “one” 
should not be agreed to. , 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] has already called 
attention to it, but if Senators will look at the bill as it came from 
the House of Representatives they will find that the provision 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to enlist as many additional 
seamen as, in his discretion, he may deem necessary, not to exceed 
2,000, the‘committee has struck out ‘‘two” and inserted ‘‘one.” Itis 
merely a question as to what the limit shall be upon the Secretary’s 


discretion, and does not involve, it it seems to me, the question of 
any present or immediate expenditure. 

i think that the Secretary of the Navy should be allowed the limit 
that he proposes, and which I have no doubt has been carefully 
considered by him, and by those who are his professional advisers. 

We have increased the Navy, so far as ships go, very much be- 
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yond the condition of things when the presont force of enlisted men 
was considered requisite, and it is a notorious fact that our shi 
which are now in commission go to sea with an inadequate comple- 
ment of seamen; but it is necessary that the Secretary should have 
the discretion, which it seems to me is a very reasonable one, and 
one which is quite restricted enough, when we allow him to enlist 
as many additional men as are necessary up to the limit of 2,000 
men, and I trust that that provision of the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives will be retained. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. President, I do not desire at this time to dis- 
cuss the general question in regard to the increase of the Navy by 
additional battle ships. Such discussion will come more appro- 
priately when that paragraph is reached, and on the proposition of 
the committee to reduce the provision as it came from the House, I 
shall have something to say. But I do want to say one word in re- 

ard to the unfairness of the position of making the Navy the field 
or all the economy of the session. 

I agree with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] that the 
appropriations have been extravagant. The party in control of this 
body and of the House of ee is responsible for those 
Sees be they much or little, but I think the very last 
place to apply economy is to the Navy of the United States. I 
think the protection of our interests, the defense of our coasts, the 
upbuilding of our commerce are of the very utmost importance; 
that they stand next to the payment of our obligations and the in- 
terest on our bonds. That is the last place where economy should 
be attempted. 

In the last appropriation bill the Navy was made the subject of 
economy. The Committee on ees —e in here aday 
or two ago a provision to pay the claim of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company, $1,500,000. I have no doubt that it is an honest 
claim and ought to be paid as a judgment of the court, but if we 
have to choose as to deferring one payment or another, I say the 
payment to the Navy overrides such a payment as that. If every 
one of these additional men shall be called for by the Secretary of 
the Navy it would amount to only two or three hundred thousand 
dollars. Yet, while we make these great appropriations of 
$5,000,000 for the sugar planters of Louisiana, and $1,500,000 to pay 
the Southern Pacific Railroad claims, and endless other claims 
which have been put in the bill, we are told that we must not give 
the Secretary of the Navy sufficient authority to employ men enough 
to adequately man our ships. 

Mr. President, the American people dislike extravagance, but I 
do not think they regard their Navy as an extravagant expenditure. 
I think there is no one subject ao which the American people are 
more united than in the policy of the upbuilding of the Navy of the 
United States. 

It is impossible to conduct that Navy without an adequate com- 
plement of men. They do not exist now. It is a hand-to-mouth 

olicy to say that we shall not need them in the next six months. 

e may need them at any moment. We are certain to need them 
in a very short time as new ships go into commission, and I sin- 
cerely hope that in this respect the provision of the bill as it came 
from the other House will remain. 

The Republican party has always supported naval appropriations. 
It has always declared for the American Navy, and when a Demo- 
eratic Secretary asks for 2,000 additional men and a Democratic 
House of Representatives grants it, I think the Repubiicans of the 
Senate can not afford to refuse what is asked in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought to have a substantial vote on 
the question. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the amendment? 

oe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In line 7 it is proposed to strike out the word 
“two” and insert ‘‘one;” so as to read: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as many additional 
seamen as in his discretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed 1,000. 


Mr. LODGE. A vote “‘yea” is to reduce the number and a vote 
‘‘nay” is to retain the House provision for 2,000 men. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER]. Not knowing how he would 
vote on this question, I withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DotpH]. If he were here I should vote 
“ee ea.’ 

r. DAVIS (when his name was called), 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 
ent I should vote ‘“‘yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired 
Were he pres- 


Iam paired with the 


Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircmarp]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoupP]. 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHerRson]. In his absence I withhold my vote. If 
he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire whether the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILis]} has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts}. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). Ishould like to knuw whether the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. Carry] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with the Senator from ee (Mr. Carry]. 

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the negative). 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair informs the Senator 
from Massachusetts that the Senator from New York has not voted. 

Mr. LODGE. I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hitt], and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The resuit was announced—yeas 31, nays 25; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


I ask whether 


YEAS—3l1. 

Allen, Chandler, Hale. Roach, 
Allison, Cockrell, Harris, Sherman, 
Bate, Cullom, Irby, Teller, 

rr Daniel, Jones of Ark. Turpie, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Lindsay, Vest, 
Brice, George, Petfer, lias, 
Call, Gordon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Camden, Gorman, Pugh, 

NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Walsh, 
Burrows, Gray, Morgan, Washburxs, 
Butler, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa 
Cameron, oar, Perkins, Wilson of Wash. 
ee ee 
on, cLaurin, ‘ 
Frye, Manderson, Squire, 
NOT VOTING—32. 

Blanchard, Hansbrough, Mantle, Pritchard, 
Caffery, i Martin, Proctor, 
Carey, ill, Mills, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones of Nev. Mitchell of Wis. Shoup. 
Davis, Kyle, Murphy, Smith, 
Dolph, Lod Palmer, Stewart, 
Dubois, MeMillan, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Gallinger, McPherson, Power, 


White. 
So the amendment was agreed to. - 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRICE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the conference report on the Agricultural appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the conference report, which will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8727) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, having 
—— full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
tot 


eir respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 
17, 19, 20 32, 34, 35, 36, and 37. 


ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 5, 8, 11, 12, 15, 18, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 38, 39, and 40, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum named in the amended paragraph insert the follow- 
ing, ‘*$252,840;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

mendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Insert after the word “Secretary,” in line 1 of said amendment, the 
words ‘of Agriculture;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
WILKINSON CALL, 
CALVIN 5S. BRICE, 
Ss. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. H. HATCH, 
W. S. FORMAN, 
DAN WAUGH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. DERSON. Mr. President, under the rules of the Senate 
it is not required that conference reports should give in detail the 
items which are in conflict. I hope the Senator in charge of the 
report will, in general terms, give us a statement as to what has been 
surrendered by the conferees of the amendments made by the Senate, 
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Mr. BRICE. I have sent for a copy of the bill containing the 
numbered amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will theSenator then let the report be — 
over until he gets that, and then give us a brief explanation 

Mr. BRICE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will lie over for the 

resent, 

Mr. BRICE subsequently said: I call up the conference report on 
the bill making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the conference —- 

Mr. BRICE. TheSenatorfrom Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] asked 
for an explanation of the conference committee, which I am ready 
te give either on each item or as to any particular item on which he 
may desire information. 

The amendments, with the action on each, are as follows: 

Amendment numbered 1, on page 3, lines 11 and 12, division of 
statistics: The House recedes from its objection to the Senate amend- 
ment, inserting the words “who shall be chief of division.” The 
House recedes from its di ment to amendment numbered 2, 
making a similar change in designation as to the chief of the divi- 
sion of botany. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We may be able tosave time. [notice that 
the same class of amendments, making these different officials chiefs 
of divisions, pertains as to many, and in many cases the recession ~~ 
one House or the other is in thematter of compensation, about whic 
we care very little. I should like to know particularly what has 
become of the amendment, which I think is numbered 23, with 
reference to the i ion of meats for export. That is a matter 
which excited very considerable interest and debate in the Senate, 
and I was unable to gather what was the action as to it. 

Mr. BRICE. The House receded from its objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 23, on page 15; from the Senate amend- 
ment numbered 24, on page 16; and from the Senate amendment 
numbered 25, on page 17. In the case of amendment numbered 25, 
it receded with an amendment which consists of the insertion of 
the words ‘‘of Agriculture,” after the word “Secretary,” so as to 
more particularly designate the officer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I notice another amendment here which ex- 
cited considerable—I do not know whether to say interest or curiosity. 
‘That is in reference to the gypsy moth. 

Mr. BREICE. The Senate receded from amendment numbered 22, 
appropriating $40,000 for the extermination of the gypsy moth. 

: PT ATE There was a provision about grass and investi 
tions as to grass. I do not know exactly how it was left in the 
Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. We agreed with the other House. 

Mr. PLATT, There was acontroversy, and we agreed to the House 
provision in the Senate. Is that the situation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee amendment was defeated, and 
consequently we concurred with the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

‘The m e further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

‘ —_ 8. 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
ethrow New; 

A bill (8. = granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 

an; a 

A bill (8. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman. 

T nen ane eer’ eae ee” pat pene ate 
current resolution of the Senate eran for printing of 
5,500 copies of the report of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry on cotton. 

COLIECTIGN OF STATE, COUNTY, AND MUNICIPAL TAXES, 

Mr. PUGH submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R.6284) entitled “‘ An act to prevent interference in the collection of 
State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations and corporate 

roperty, and fer other " and the amendment of the Senate thereto, hav- 
fog mot. ‘after full and conference have been unable to aguas. 
- AMES L. PUGH, 


CHARD 
GEO. F. HO 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


D. A. DE ARMOND, 
8. P. WOLVERTON. 
H. HENRY 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask that the report lie on the tabie, and Ishall call 
it up hereafter. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will lie on the table. 


ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (H. R. 6585) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Moore English, having met, after full and free con- 
amano have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as 1loulows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 


and agree to the same, 
JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


C. L. MOSES, 

J. ¥. STALLINGS, 

J. A. TAWNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the Ist instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet; 

An act (S. 1717) to authorize the appointment of women as public- 
school trustees in the District of Columbia; 

An act (8. 2173) to provide for the appointment of additional 
judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes, 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HUNTON. From the Committee on the District of Columbia 
I report back adversely the bill (H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of 
gas in the District of Columbia, and accompany it with a report of 
the ority of the committee. The Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. HansBrovGen] will submit a minority report. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I submit a minority report on the same 
bill. It isa favorable report and is signed by three members of the 
committee. I ask that it be printed in connection with the report 
peek the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunron}. 

ae P IDING OFFICER. The report will be received and 
printed. 

PROOF IN LAND CASES. 


Mr. PLATT. Last August a conference was asked by the House 
and granted by the Senate upon a bill that had passed the House and 
had been referred to the Judiciary Committee, and which the Senate, 
on recommendation of the Judiciary Committee, had amended. A 
conference was appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
but we have no conference report. The conferees are practically 
agreed that the Senate shall recede from its amendment, but the 
conferees of the House are absent. I will therefore ask unanimous 
consent that the conferees on the part of the Senate be discharged, 
and that the Senate recede from its amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
presents.a request concerning a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. RB. 4605) granting chief justices of 
United States courts in the Territories power to appoint commis- 
sioners to take proof in land cases, etc. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask that the Senate conferees be discharged, and 
that the Senate recede from its amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. [If there be no objection the Senate 
conferees will be discharged. Will the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment? It will be receded from if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none, and the request is agreed to, 

Mr. PLATT. That passes the bill, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill stands passed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resume’ the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8665) making a eet for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, in line 8, to reduce the total appropriation for increase 
of the Navy from $7,824,329 to $7,649,329. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 22, to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed 
to credit Philip S. Wales, medical director, United States Navy, with the sum of 
$44,055.89, to relieve the said Wales from certain charges raised against him on the 
books of the Perea, apn Treasury settlement Ro. 8062, dated January 10, 
1888 : That retary of the Navy shall be satisfied that the sai 
Philip 8. Wales received no benefit from the payment of the vo 
in the charges now standing against him in said Treasury settlement No. 8062. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 15, to strike out: 


Naval station, R.1.: eS eS 
tere for commandant, $10,000; ix all, $11,000. . ee 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will not concur 
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in this amendment. There are now located at Ne three 
important naval establishments: The naval training station for ap- 
prentices, the Naval War College, and the torpedo station. Twoof 
these establishments are iesatelal Coasters Harbor Island and the 
other upon Goat Island. The two upon Coasters Harbor Island are 
the training station for apprentices and the Naval War College. 

By a — order of the Navy Department, made on the 14th 
of March, 1894, these three establishments were consolidated and 

laced under one command under the name of the United States 

aval Station at Newport, R.I. The reasons for making this con- 
solidation, I think, are apparent to every one who has any knowl- 
edge of naval affairs. The training school for apprentices and the 
War College both béing on the same island, there has always been 
more or less friction between the officers in command. It was be- 
lieved by the Secret of the Navy, and there can be no doubt in 
regard to the wisdom of his decision, that it would be better that the 
three establishments should be under the command of one officer of 
considerable rank rather than that three separate commands should 
be maintained. No expense to the United States was involved in 
making this change, and I think the change had the approval of all 
the friends of the Navy, wherever located. 

The provision as it came from the House of Representatives sim- 
ply recognizes the order of the Seeretary of the Navy and appro- 
priates $1,000 for the necessary ses to be incurred by the com- 
mandant of the station. It also provides for an appropriation of 
$10,000 for the erection of a building to be used by the officer com- 
manding the station. For all the needs of a modern navy the dif- 
ferent establishments at Newport are the most important of any 
in connection with the naval service. 

The action of Secretary Herbert in making these changes should 
be commended rather than be disapproved by Congress. Itinvolves 
only the expenditure of a small amount of money. It will cer- 
tainly greatly increase the era of the establishments located 
at Newport. I hope the Senate will disagree to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say a word in favor of the position 
assumed by the Senator from Rhode Island, to which I ask the at- 
tention of the Senator from Maryland. Formerly there were three 
naval establishments at Newport. There was the torpedo station, 
the training station, and the naval college, and there was friction 
and trouble, as every Senator knows there will be where there are 
different and conflicting commands. 

The station at Newport is a very important one. The waters are 
fine for the rendezvous of vessels and for the purposes for which the 
station is used. An effort was made for a long time to get this con- 
solidation. It is a station of suflicient importance, when all the 
services are consolidated, to have a commandant, and that com- 
mandant ought to have the quarters that are provided for in the bill, 
beyond all question, in order to maintain the dignity of the station 
at that point. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the amendment may be passed over 
until the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLE] comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered. The reading of 
the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, line 6, after the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “for hospital for station, $20,000; in 
all, $50,000;” so as to make the clause read: 

Naval training station, Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode Island (for apprentices) : 
For dredging channels, repairs to main causeway, roads, and grounds, extending 
sea wall, and the employment of such labor as may necessary for the proper 
care and preservation of the same; for —— to wharf and sea wall; for repairs 
and improvements on buildings, heating, lighting, and furniture for same; books 
and stationery, freight, and other contingent expenses; purchase of food and 
maintenance of live stock, and mail wagon, and attendance on same, $30,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to have the attention of 
the Senator from Maryland to the amendment which is proposed by 
the committee at this point. I have received a memorandum from 
the Navy Department which says: 

The hospital is very much needed for the accommodation of the boys at the 
training station. The present structure is a rickety building, and totally inad- 
equate. It is also cold and hard to heat during the winter. 

I trust that the amendment will not be agreed to, but that the 
provision will be allowed to stand as it came from the House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to move an amendment at the end of 
the clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Maryland will allow us 
to act on the amendment the Senator from New Hampshire will 
propose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I propose to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the personnel of the training force shall be quartered 
on shore except in case of sickness. 

I suggest to the Senator, if he is not willing to agree to a reduc- 
tion of $20,000, to which I called the attention of the Senator 
before, appropriating $30,000 for the hospital, which is proved to 
be needed by the statement of the Senator from South Carolina, 
that he will allow me to offer my amendment and let both the 
amendments go over until a later hour. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland, in view 
of what has been said by the Senator from Seuth Carolina, that he 


will allow that amendment to be disagreed to, and then the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I can not consent to disagreeing te the amend- 
ment. I think itis avery proper amendment. Senators who are cb- 
jecting to this provision and who have considered the matter un- 
derstand perfectly that we have a very fair building for a hospital. 
We think it can last for another year. The Navy Department, it is 
true, as all the other Departments in such a case, want a magniticent 
building, but we believed it was wise to postpone the eniargement of 
these buildings that are merely for comfort. The building there 
now is and has been equal to the demand. It is not so fine as they 
would like to have, but this is not the time to indulge in extrava- 


ance. 
$ Mr. ALDRICH. Tho Senator from Maryland certainly can not 
understand the situation at Newport or he would not have made 
the statement to which we have listened. The hospital upon 
Cousters Harbor Island is a small building, which was formerly 
used by the city of Newport as a hospital in connection with their 
poor asylum. Coasters Harbor Island was formerly owned by the 
eity of Ne and donated to the United States for naval pur- 
poses, and this small frame building, which was built before the 
United States took jon of the island, was used by the city 
as I have indicated. Itis entirely inadequate for the uses of the 
lave number of boys and men located at the training station, 
amounting to several hundred in number. I¢ is certainly a very 
poor place to exercise economy to refuse to build this hospital, 
which is im tively needed for the good of the service. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall reserve the amendment in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is reserved. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willthe Senator letmy amendment be adopted 
now or will he let it be reserved? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the Senator offering the 
amendment whenever he desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 6, at the end of line 7, add: 

And provided, That no part of the personnel of the training force shall be quar- 
tered on shore except in case of sickness. 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
tlhe Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, after line 22, vo 
strike out: 

Modern battery for the Hartford, $150,000. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to call attention to the amendment which 
has just been proposed. By special act of Congress the Department 
was authorized to fit out and preserve the Hartford, presumably 
from the historical associations connected with her name. It is 
intended to make her a training ship for boys on the Pacific Coast, 
as the Department wishes to have the same facilities on those 
waters aselsewhere. I can not quite understand how they are to 
make a training ship of this old vessel unless the money is provided 
to put a modern battery on it, as was provided by the House of 
Representatives. I trust that the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is great sentiment, as a matter of course, 
in keeping this old ship, the Hartford, for some proper use and 
preserving it. At the last session of Congress the Department 
came here with a proposition to erect a battery, repair the hull, and 
soon. We, by a provision of law, made an appropriation on the 
last appropriation act and provided for the repair of the hull. It 
is not completed and will not be completed. It was intended that 
she should be stationed in the harbor of San Francisco. Now the 
propositions come one by one. ‘There is another item in the bill in 
relation to it, under which the whole cost of the repairs of this 
vessel with her battery would be about double her original cost. 

I submit that when we are building great ships of steel for the 
Navy, the finest in the world, in the case of the Hartford and the 
Constitution and one or two other old ships we can not do anything 
except to put their hulls in proper condition and let them be util- 
ized for the boys as training schools. That is what we provide for. 
There is no earthly necessity for a battery for her now unless she 
should be put in commission, and we have not yet reached that 
point. That may be done next year, if Congress so determines. 

One of the great battle ships that is to be built is to be named 
after another celebrated vessel in the Navy, and I should like to see 
the name of the Hartford retained, and one of the great battle ships 
called the Hartford. I should like to see something of that kind 
done to preserve the memory clustering around it; but this is a use- 
less expenditure of money at this time, at all events. I trust the 
amendment of the committee will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 24, to strike out: 

Reserve supply of guns for ships of the Navy, $159,558.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 

Fer purchase of fergings and manufacture of guns for batteries for training 
ships, and a reserve supply of guns for ships of the Navy, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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I will ask the Senator from Maine to state briefly what our rights 
are under the contract with the American Steamship Company— 
what we have already and what we are to have; whothae all the 
vessels are to be so constructed that they may be used for naval 
vessels, and what our rights are to take them. 

Mr. FRYE. I can simply state in reply to the Senator’s question 
that the President of the United States has a right to order these 
vessels into the service of the United States at any time whea there 
is necessity for them, paying for the use of the vessels a reasonable 
charter price, and that they are to be constructed to the satistac- 
tion of naval inspectors and constructed for carrying certain guns. 
That is about all there is of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How many vessels are there, and what is 
their size? 

Mr. FRYE. There aretwo. They are the largest vessels except 
the last two Cunarders; the New York and the Paris are acknowl- 
edged to be superior. These cruisers are intended to be faster, in- 
tended to be stronger, than any vessels we have, and will be ready 
for service, one by the ist of April, and the other by the Ist of 
June. They are magnificent eee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And intended to be the fleetest ships upon the 
ocean. That makes four vessels of the auxiliary navy. How many 
are there likely to be under contract? 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Department has ordered two more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not think there can be 
any doubt about the wisdom of doing this thing. ‘The Senate com- 
mittee undoubtedly thought that we could wisely put off the prep- 
aration of these batteries until some future time. On the contrary, 
it seems to me to be the very first thing we ought to do, because 
all we have to do in order to secure the practical addition to our 
Navy of four of the finest and fleetest vessels in the world is to get 
some guns ready for those ships and pas them where they can be 
placed on board instantly in case we have any military outbreak. 

The Senator from Connecticut at my right [Mr. PLATT] a little 
while ago spoke of the dignity and strength which the possession 
of a navy gives toanation. It is the potentiality of a navy which 
makes a nation respected. Now, the potentiality of those four 
ships, with guns ready to be instantly put on board of them, will 
be very great, and will be a very great help to us. All foreign 
nations will know of it; they will know that we can in case of trouble 
with any of them instantly take these ships and put guns on board of 
them; butif they know that, although we have the ships, we have not 
the guns; if they know we have not a single reserve gun and can 
not put a gun on one of those ships unless we take it off of some one 
of our existing cruisers, the moral effect of the contract right which 
we have with this company to take their vessels is practically 
nothing, because, in case of a sudden war, we can not utilize those 
immense and fleet vessels, unless we either take guns we have upon 
our existing ships or get the guns in some other way. There is not, 
as the Senator from Connecticut has said, a single reserve gun in the 
Navy. SolI hope the Senate will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is too im- 
portant an amendment to be suffered to go without a word or two 
more being said upon it. 

All that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has 
said is unanswerable. We ought to supply guns for the auxiliary 
cruisers. They will be the best vessels in the Navy for certain pur- 
poses, if the Government takes them. Their speed, I think, will 
exceed anything in the Navy. They are faster than any of our 
cruisers. 

I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will allow the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to prevail, so that there will 
be $300,000 for the reserve guns for the auxiliary cruisers; it ought 
to be $500,000; but if we can not get what we ought to get, we 
must take what we can get, I suppose. 

Iam sorry that this naval bill comes last in the order of appro- 
riation bills. I think what was said this morning by the Senator 
rom Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] accounts for this wholesale reduction 

which we find made by the Committee on Appropriations in the bill 
as it came from the House of Representatives, { suppose, without 
having examined the matter particularly, that this was an estimate 
of the Secretary of the Navy, and that in his plans for improving 
and perfecting the Navy this is one of the necessities, and that, 
accordingly, he recommends it andit is estimated for. I am sure it 
must be so. The House adopted the provision and the bill comes to 
the Senate containing it. I am quite sure the Naval Committee of 
the Senate would not recommend this reduction. Iam the more 
impressed with that idea because the. Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. BuTLER] evidently expresses the opinion of the committee 
that this amendment ought not to be adopted, when he says there 
is not a single gun to put on board these auxiliary cruisers if they 
should be taken in case of an emergency. 

I submit to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
whether something is not due to the committees of this body which 
deal with the matters which are cared for in the different appropri- 
ation bills. We are = a period, Mr. President, when the 
question as to whether all the appropriation bills shall be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, or whether certain bills, as the 
naval appropriation bill, the military bill, the Indian appropriation 


The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 5, to strike out: 
Reserve supply of projectiles for ships of the Navy, $130,000. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad if the Senator in charge of the pend- 
ing bill would give some reason for striking out the provision appro- 
priating $130,000 for projectiles. In line 5, immediately preceding, 
$100,000 are appropriated for a reserve supply of guns for ships of 
the Navy. The projectiles provided for in the sixth and seventh 
lines are for the reserve ammunition. So that the Committee on 
Appropriations proposes to furnish us with guns without ammuni- 
tion, as Lunderstand the position of the appropriation. It reminds 
me very much of a piece of economy practiced by this Congress 
some fifteen years ago, when at Mare Island a vessel of war was 
built and thenext Congress refused the appropriation for the guns 
to arm her. 

If the Senator from Maryland desires these guns to lie in the ar- 
senal without ammunition or to be planted in armed vessels with- 
out ammunition his appropriation for them is worth just about as 
much, so far as the interests of the service are concerned, as those 
wooden guns that McClellan captured at Manassas in 1862. 

These projectiles are manufactured at the Centreville Steel Com- 
pany’s works, at Reading, Pa., at the Midvale works, Philadelphia, 
and at the works of the Sterling Company at Pittsburg. If the 

roposition for their continued manufacture is dropped the plants 

or their manufacture must stand idle and the skilled workmen in 
this branch be discharged. I do not think it is wise, and I do not 
think the Senator from Maryland and the Committee on Appropri- 
ations intend to produce such results. I hope the amendment will 
be voted down. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Appropriations think that the 
Department made ample provisions for projectiles for ships. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania will find in the report of the Bureau of 
Ordnance, page 10, that while they had last year money 1 me in 
the Treasury they say “no further contracts have been made dur- 
ing the year for projectiles, a sufficient number for ships thus far 
authorized having been already ordered except for common shells 
for 13-inch guns for battle ships.” In examining this matter we 
concluded that there was no necessity for it now except as a gratuity, 
and that we should not order the manufacture when there is no neces- 
sity for them. As to the guns, it takes a year or two to make them. 
The order for guns will ge on, which will require a year or two. 
The projectiles can be had in a short time, and we think there is no 
earthly necessity to make the appropriationnow. I therefore trust 
the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page7, line 9, before the word “in,” 
to strike out: 

Additional supply of torpedoes, $242,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 9, to reduce the total 
of the appropriations for the Bureau of Ordnance from $882,058.50 
to $300,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to strike out: 

Reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers: Toward the armament of modern guns for 
auxiliary cruisers mentioned in the act approved March 3, 1891, and in section 4 
of the act approved May 10, 1892, $500,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out from the original text, at 
the top of page 8, in line 5, the word ‘‘five,” before hundred, and 
insert *‘ three,” so as to make the oe $300,000. 

I hope the Senator from Marylan agree to this amendment. 
Iam sorry the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frre] is not here in order 
to make a statement about the new vessels of the American Steam- 
ship Company. The Paris and New York, as I have already stated, 
are the fleetest ships in the world, and they are subject to be taken 
in time of war by the United States. Ido notunderstand that there 
is any limit as to the right of the United States to take those ves- 
sels. We can decide when there is a war, and we can notify that 
company that we want those ships. They are so constructed now 
that at least four of the largest and finest naval guns which we can 
make can be placed upon each of those ships, and then it will be in- 
stantly in service in any kind of warfare in which an armed cruiser 
may engage. The other two ships are now under construction. 
The Senator from Maine informed me that one of them would be 
ready, I think, in April of the present year. 

Mr, PLATT. The Senator from Maine has just come into the 
Chamber. 

Mr. FRYE. One will be ready the Ist of April and the other the 
Ist of June. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state tothe Senator from New Hampshire 
that there is not a single surplus gun in the possession of the Goy- 


ernment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course not. We never have authorized 
any modern naval guns, except for specific ships. Now we have the 
ships at one blow and we have nogunsforthem. The remark which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania at my right [Mr. Quay} made a lit- 
tle while ago is peculiarly applicable in this case. e want the 
ships only in an emergency, and in an emergency if we should have 
the — without the guns it would appear t we had made a 
mistake. 
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bill, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and other appro- 
priation bills, shall be referred to the committees which have those 
matters specially in charge, will have to be settled, and I submit to 
the Senator from Maryland that just such arbitrary reductions as 
this are calculated to hasten the time when the Senate will feel like 
shearing the Committee on Appropriations of some of the power 
which has been intrusted to it. 

The Naval Committee, the Military Committee, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and the Committee on the District of Columbia are 
certainly as well qualified to deal with the questions of appro- 
priation pertaining to their jurisdiction as the Appropriations Com- 
mittee; certainly they are, in view of the fact that during the whole 
session of Congress they have such matters before them and con- 
sider them, while the Appropriations Committee of the Senate can 
only have the last week or two of the session to consider such 
matters. 

It appears to me that the Appropriation Committee has taken 
this naval appropriation bill as it came from the House, where it 
was prepared by the Naval Committee—the rule there being differ- 
ent—and stricken out arbitrarily certain provisions under the 
apparent necessity—a necessity which, at least, they felt they must 
bow to—of preventing large appropriations by this Congress. I 
think that ought not to be so; and it is an argument for changing 
the rules of the Senate with reference to appropriation bills. 

I can not believe this would have been done, except for the fact, 
which has been stated this morning by Senators that they discover 
that the appropriations of this Congress are to be very large. The 
naval bill seems to have been unfortunate in that it was the last 
considered, so that upon the appropriations where the people least 
desire to have strict economy the economy falls. 

I trust the Senator from Maryland will accede to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, and let this appropriation of 
$300,000 be made, and that it remain in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have been disposed to support 
the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations to this bill. 
The Committee on Appropriations has stricken out items in the va- 
rious appropriation bills which are sent to us, and I think it isa 
very good evidence that they have given some scrutiny to the sub- 
- ut it is rather contrary to the established precedents of the 

enate, for I believe it is usual to add to the appropriations made 
by the House of Representatives, rather than to reduce them. 

But I can see another reason for this amendment in addition to 
those which have been stated, and that is that the guns and arma- 
ment for cruisers or vessels of any kind are constantly changing. 
Within the last ten years there has been an entire revolution in the 
form and material of guns, their size, nature, and construction. 

It seems to me that it is rather out of the way now, at a time 
when the revenues are not sufficient to meet expenditures, to appro- 
priate half a million dollars to provide for a contingency which 
there is no reasonable expectation will arise. We have these ves- 
sels, the Paris and the New York, at our disposal, but there is not 
the slightest expectation that within a period of years, from events 
now transpiring, that we shall require their use, and which would 
make it necessary for us to provide guns for those vessels, certainly 
not within thenext fiscal year. Therefore, I think, it would be well 
to postpone the manufacture of guns for those vessels to a time 
when we can see some possibility of a necessity arising for the em- 
ployment of an auxiliary navy. It seems that the committee did 
ri int in striking out this provision of half a million dollars. 

o doubt \if guns shall be required for auxiliary cruisers they can 
be rapidly provided; but certainly there is no use of providing for 
them now, when there is no anticipation and no expectation of any 
apparent necessity for these guns. 

- BLACKBURN. Mr. President, Iam very much indebted to 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] for stating the case as strongly 
and as fairly as he has just stated it to the Senate. 

In answer to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt], who, it 
seems, is disposed to complain that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has not been as considerate of the recommendations and the 
views of the other committees of this Chamber as they might have 
been, I should like to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that two of the nine members of the Senate’s Committee on Appro- 
priations, both of whom agree in the amendment here striking out 
on page 8 the lines from line 1 down to and including line 5, are 
also members of the Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate. There 
is no antagonism, so far as this amendment is concerned, between 
the Senate’s Committee on Appropriations and its Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I chance to be a member of both committees, and 
so is the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] a member 
of both committees. 

It is true that there were some amendments recommended to the 
Committee on Appropriations by the Naval Affairs Committee 
which were not incorporated into this bill, but on this amendment 
there is no disagreement between those two committees; and hence 
there can not be any ground for the criticism of the Senator from 
Connecticut. In this particular instance, at least, the Committee 
on Appropriations has not put itself in antagonism with the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

In this connection, and by way of supplement, I want to call the 
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attention of the Senate to the expenditures which have been made 
down here at the Washington Navy-Yard. I find that for labor at 
the Washington Navy-Yard in the manufacture of guns the follow- 
ing sums have already been expended: 


Labor, mounts, and equipments...................-.. $4,051,662.45 
inn ths oi hie ek eeine oonecabedcevawes 2,762,008.64 
ite had ieee nan Genhwe canwae 1,621,388.00 
nna ddtdbn n otndnG 905 o~d gnhncs one sens 486,440.51 


It must be borne in mind, Mr. President, that some of these 
oe which constitute and make up an item of inore than two 
and three-quarter millions of money here, were rejected. 

As to the number of guns of different calibers which have been 
manufactured at this navy-yard, and the number of guns of differ- 
ent calibers which are still on hand uncompleted, in order to demon- 
strate the absolute lack of necessity for further appropriations than 
are ee by the Committee on Appropriations, I beg the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that there have been 68 4-inch 

uns completed, 60 5-inch guns, 135 6-inch guns, 33 8-inch guns, 26 
0-inch guns, 8 12-inch guns, and 10 13-inch guns. 

There are uncompleted in the Washington Navy-Yard to-day 
39 4-inch guns, 26 5-inch guns, 6 6-inch guns, 35 8-inch guns, no 
10-inch guns uncompleted, 5 12-inch guns, and 2 13-inch guns. 

So we have to-day in the Washington Navy-Yard an aggregate 
of 113 guns uncompleted, still on hand, and in process of man- 
ufacture. 

Now I ask, in the name of common reason, what necessity can 
be pleaded for the appropriation of half a million dollars of money, 
or of $300,000, to go on with the construction of guns to be used 
upon supplemental ships, only to be turned over to the Navy De- 
partment in the event of war, when there is not acloud as big 
as a man’s hand in the political horizon of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, of which the Senator is a member, has said positively that 
there is not a single gun available for the purpose of use on these 
ships in case such a use should be required. 

r. BLACKBURN. Who made that statement? 
a ALDRICH. The chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
irs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator knows that that statement 
could not have been made by the chairman of the Committee cn 
Naval Affairs, for he is in New York to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], 
Imeant. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I made the statement upon the information and 
belief—I do not know how far that goes here—that there is not a 
single surplus gun, and I have been informed by the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
who has given the matter very thorough consideration, that they 
are building guns at the navy-yard in Washington, but that they 
are all for a specific purpose, to be put upon some of the ships which 
are being built. There is not a surplus gun, I takeit, in the United 
States, nor a projectile, except what is absolutely demanded by the 
ships which are now in use. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether the construction of any naval 
gun has been authorized except for a ship also authorized, so that 
all these guns are designed for particular ships? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That may be true, Mr. President. I do not 
undertake to say that they have never been authorized, except to 
be mounted upon specific ships, but [I take it that it will not be 
contended, either by the Senator from New Hampshire or the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina or the Senator from Rhode Island, that it 
is beyond the power of the Navy Department to use any of these 
completed guns for this purpose, should there be any necessity forit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They would have to be taken off one vessel to 
be put on another. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I distinctly stated in my remarks that there 
was such authority, but that we can not make these auxiliary 
cruisers available in case of sudden war, except by taking guns 
from naval vessels. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That I accept as a correct statement of fact. 
The point I make, or rather the point which I seek to emphasize, so 
well made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], is that there 
is to-day no necessity for any gun forcitherof those merchantmen, 
nor is there the slightest semblance of evidence that there is to be 
any such necessity. 

Secondly, I make this other point, that if there were such neces- 
sity there are your completed guns, ranging from 4-inch up to 
13-inch caliber, down in your navy-yard in Washington, un- 
mounted, which you can put upon those two merchantmen. 

But, further than that, in order to demonstrate, as it seems to me 
conclusively, the lack of wisdom in making this appropriation, 
either of a half million, as proposed by the House of Representa- 
tives, or $300,000—if you make it you can not or you will not utilize 
it now because your navy-yard here at Washington stands to-day 
with 113 cannon on its hands in process of construction and yet 
uncompleted, 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says that we do not need these 

uns. In case we should need them in the future how long would 

t take, after war was declared or the emergency arose requiring the 
use of ships, to complete the armament of them? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That would require the testimony of an ex- 
pert, and Lam not one; but it would require no longer, I will answer 
the Senator—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to say that he was not 
only a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, but a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, which presented this bill, 
and who now has charge of it, and I supposed he had some expert 
knowledge. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator who has charge of the bill is not 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was referring to the Senator from Kentucky, 
who is temporarily in charge of the bill apparently, who is a mem- 
ber of both the Committee on Naval Affairs and the Committee on 
Appropriations, and has spent a large tion of his time in the 
study of these questions, and I supposed he knew how long it would 
take te manufacture a . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. . I am a Christian, and I am a believer in 
the doctrine of omniscience, but I do not believe the Lord knows 
how long it would take to do that work, beeause it would depend 
upon whether your Washington Navy-Yard was employ or 
unemployed. To-day, I say that it has its hands more than full. 
It has 113 uncempleted guns now in process of construction, and if 
you appropriate $300,000, or $500,000, or $5,000,000 of money for this 
purpose you weuld net get the work dene, nor weuld you prob- 
ably get itstarted within the next fiscal year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator is willing te agree, I suppose, that 
it would take at least a year from the time the mey arose 
before any armament could be placed upon any one of the ships? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I agree to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Senator is willing to agree that, in case 
an emergency arose for the use of those ships, it would take at least 
one ro to complete the armament necessary to put these ships 
into use 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly I will agree to that, but I will 
answer further that it onght not to take a year, nor a month, nor 
one day, ner one hour, in which to put upon the decks of those ves- 
sels the already completed guns which are to-day disused and idle. 

So, for those three reasons, I insist that the Committee on Appro- 
priations should be sustained in refusing to make this useless appro- 
priation of money at this time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand that the Senater from New 
Hampshire has meved to amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out “five” and inserting “three?” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. As a matter of course, that is first in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN] 
has very well demonstrated that war is a very expensive luxury, 
and that naval guns cost money. He hasstated that many millions 
of dollars are being expended in the naval gun foundry in Wash- 
ington, and he is correct about it. If it isthe poliey ef the Govern- 
ment to hesitate im its appropriations for naval warfare, the figures 
which the Senator has submitted are but an argument in that 
directicn, 

But, Mr. President, every one of these in the list whieh was 
read by the Senator from Kentacky is y desi for a 
tieular ship. We have authorized ne guns im advance of ships. 
We have made no a iations for reserve guns for ships. ° 
have autherized conti, and then we have authorized the guns, 
and unquestionably, according to the plans of the Navy Depart- 
sani, ik ie on the list which the Senator has read are de- 
signed for the batteries of i ips. 

These auxiliary cruisers are emergeney ships; they arethe largest 
and best ships in the world, which we have the right to take only 
in ease of war. In ease of war the President of United States 
can take those ships. That is the attitude we oceupy toward other 
countries. It is not what we want in reference to these cruisers, 
of warfare, without guns, 

and put the guns upon 
It adds nothing to our meral force as a naval power to have 


there can be no ture of Governmert money made for naval 
that give so quick a return as the ture of 
$500,000. schaly wath oneal to-day is These 
four are probably worth $8, gee pom, sonra 
$500,000 we can add $8,500,000 worth of ships and guns teour Navy. 


But the power to take the ships when we have not the guns isa 
power of very little value. 

So I repeat that we have not a single gun which we can put on 
board one of those ships, unless we take it away from some ship of 
the Navy that is either completed or about to be completed. Of all 
the money for naval purposes that we can think of expending, the 
expenditure to get the batteries ready for four ships which we have 
already is the cheapest and most economical work that we can do 
in the direction of providing a navy for the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER} 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not want to have any misunderstanding 
in the Senate about the amendment just adopted. The Senator 
from New Hampshire moved to amend the committee amendment 
by striking out “five hundred thousand” and inserting “three 
hundred thousand,” which was carried. Then the question came 
upon eeing to the amendment as amended, and the Chair an- 
nounced that it was-earried, ef course striking out the whole pre- 
vision just as it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the way I understand if. I have my 
views, but I yield them. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not want to have any misunderstanding. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SamrMan]} and 
~ committee are against it, and I do not expect to arm the ships 
alone. ’ 

_ Mr. GORMAN. I wasafraid there might be some misunderstand- 


ing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland has stated 
the situation correctly. 

Mr.CHANDLER. There was no misunderstanding aboutit. The 
amendment can be reserved and voted on again in the Senate if any 
Senator wishes it. 

Mr. GORMAN. As a matter of course. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. Thenext amendmentof the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, line 21, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “three” and insert “ninety-three;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: For one clerk, at $1,400; ene foreman laborer, at $4 

r diem; one messen to commandant, at $1.76 per diem; one messenger, at 

1.76 per diem ; one mail messenger, at $2 perdiem, including Sundays; one writer, 
at $900; in all, $5,393.28. 
- The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 14, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read : 

Navy- Boston, Mass.: To complete the electric plant at the Boston 
Navy-Yard, including United States steamer Wabash, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 18, before the word. 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘twenty” and insert “ten;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike ont ‘construction and re- 
pair worksh near timber dry dock, $85,240;” on page 19, line 2, 
after the word “dollars,” to strike out “quay wall on Cob dock 
(total estimated cest, $123,500), $15,000;” in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and sixty-one thousand six 
hundred and thirty-five” and insert ‘“‘one hundred and fifty-one 
oe three hundred and ninety-five;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Novy- Brooklyn, N Y.: For pumpin; t fe dock, , 
qudine a sidewailen, and soul, $10,000 bee os F grevcew lln laookan 
pair shipwright shed numbered 44, $6,534; pasing caalgnent paint shop in good 
cost, #111° 883), $45,000 thesting appatette for equipment vigging lodt $1280; ex 
tension of railroad system, $10,000; in all, $151,305. ne 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 14, after the word 
dollars,” to strike out “for the construction of one steam tug, 
thirty-thousand dollars,” and in line 16, before the word ‘‘thousand,” 
to strike out “seventy-four” and insert ‘‘forty-four;” so as te make 
the clause read: 


Navy- Island, Pennsylvania: For continuation of the sea wall, 
poo dadeing: HG 00 artesian wells, $9,000; sidewalks, $3,500; one deck scow, 
3 5 


Mr. GORMAN. The junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
desired me to call his attention to the amendment to strike out the 
provision for the construction of a ateam tug at League Island. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems to me the elimination of the provision for 
the construction of a tug is false economy, and I trust the Commit- 
tee on priations will not insist upon the amendment, but will 
permit it to be voted down. I will read briefly to the Senate some 
official correspondence upon the subject. Here is a letter from the 
commandant of the navy-yard. He says, among other things: 

’ A tug is essentially n: here for towing, handling, mooring, and 
vessels in anv taking them from the dry dock, transporting 5 en ae 
Government vessels at Cramps’ ~ ys transpo of een ee and 
stores to and from naval pegesine at Fort 5 kere of men 
from the reeeiving ship te 


Mifflin, se: 
depots when to other stations, 
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takingof stores te Government vessels in the stream, and onveies & tht to 
and trem the city of Philadelphia, a distance of 5 miles, as the t 
and express companies will not receive from ordeliver freight at this yard without 


charging additional rates. Besides, a tegboat, with a fire and appara- 
tus on board, is a great necessity along the river front of this i for the pro- 
tection of the Gevernment vessels, wooden dry deck, wooden officers’ quarters, 
and other Government property located in that vicinity. 

At present, when needing the services of a tug we are required to hire one at 
considerable expense, whereas if we had one here all this, as well as that for light- 
ers, would be saved to the Government. : 

The Bureau of Construction and Repair superadded the following: 

The need for a tug at the navy-vard, League Island, is the need existing at 
every navy-yard for a tug to do the handling of naval vessels which is necessary 
about the yard. Vessels in the stream without steam up must at times have 
their berths shifted, be handled alongside wharves or mte dock. ‘The navy- 
yard, League Island, im addition is 4 m from the center of the city of Phila- 
delphia, and the easiest means of communication is by water, se that a tug would 
be found cnoendinaty useful in transporting a and the men toand fro. 

There is an excellent dock at the navy-yard, Isiand, and the facilities 
are such that it could be mueh used for docking, except for the fact that there 
is no tug there, and tugs would have to be hired. 

As to the cost to the Government, what I have to say I invite the 
attention of the Senator from Maryland to, as it indicates that this 
amendment is false economy— 

As to the cost of hiring lighters and tugs from January I, 1894, ted 1, 
1895, the Bureau of Supplies and Aceeunts, in reply toan oe the Hon. 
J. F. C. Tatnorr, of the Nuval Committee of the House of Representatives, 
reported January 31, 1895, that there was expended fer tug hire and lighte at 
Under thte-of February t, 1:08, that Burean, reporting upon your inquiry, states 

rv date e 4, 1896, urean, ing upen your Inquiry, states 
that since its repert before referred te was made edditional | bills amounting to 
$446.75, covering service rendered prior to January 1, 1895, have been received, 
which makes the total expenditure $1, 137.75. 

The commandant of the navy-yard, League Island, reports the following 
expenses as having been fennel tween January 1, 1894, and January 1, 189, 
for which bills have not yet been received at the ting 
guns to United States steamer Columbia, est cost $350, and approximate 
estimate for tug attendance on United States steamers Columbia and Mteneayotie, 
$250— 


nt, viz: Transporti 
running the entire expense up between $1,700 and $2,000, which 
can be avoided by the construction of this tug at the expense of 
about $30,000. I sincerely trust that the Senator from Maryland 
will not insist on the amendment. itn. 

Mr. GORMAN. The information contained in the communication 
is somewhat different from that which the committee had. I will 
agree for the committee to recede from the amendment in lines 14 
and 15 and insert ‘“‘twenty-five” instead of “thirty” before ‘‘thou- 
sand.” Then the total will have to be changed. 

Mr. QUAY. That would give them a tug costing $25,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. It cam then go into conference, and on the infor- 
mation which the Senator has f think we ean arrange it there. 

Mr. QUAY. That is satisfactory. ; 

The SecrxeTaRy. Amend the committee amendment in line 15 
by striking out “thirty” and inserting “twenty-five;” so as to 
read : 

~ e Ish Ivania: For continuation of the sea wal 
$00,000, Viredging’ $10,000; artesian’ wells $9,000; sidewalks, $3,500; one Sock 
seow, $2,000; for the construction of one steam tug, $25,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now change the total, making it $5,000 less than 
$74,500. 

et dbcumente, Strike out “‘seventy-four” and insert “sixty- 
nine ;” so as to read: 

In all, $69,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, line 25, to strike 
out “conversion of museum (building numbered 6) into two offi- 
cers’ quarters, $8,000;” and on page 20, line 3, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘fifty-nine” and insert “ fifty-one;” so 
as to make the clause read : : 

Navy-yard, Washington, D. C.: For extension of quay wall, $4,569; extension 
of railroad track to _*, $3,250; roundhouse — locomotive and wreeking 
car, $4,500; extension of it plant, $5,000; hydrants to conform to city 
standard, $1,560; new iron roof for » $33,000; in all, $51,879. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 20, line 25, after the word 
* dollars,” to strike out “‘ construc and repair shop, $80,000;” and 
on {page 21, line 2, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
“pninety-seven” and insert “seventeen;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Naval station, Port 


5. C.: ae tee ee and drainage, 
000; extension of bh t system, 385; 1,200; storage 
pe rend Rag—7— py i 7915. ™ 8 


Mr. BUTLER. Would it be agreeable to the Senator from Mary- 
land in charge of the bill to allow this amendment to be over 
for the present? I want to get some papers in connection with it 
that I have sent for. Ifit would be agreeable to him I should like 
to have the amendment passed over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I will gratify the Senator and let the 
amendment be passed over for the moment. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, after line 3, 
to strike out: 

dock at La: For dock (total estimated cost 
coe), —_ commencing dry 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I hepe this amendment will not 
be adopted. There is no dry dock upon the Seuth Atlantic or ir 
the Gulf of Mexico, and a dry dock at Algiers, La., just opposite 
the city of New Orleans, is of the utmost importance to our ships 
and cruisers as well as to the merchant marine. ‘The point where 
this dry dock is to be constructed is peculiarly favorable for such 
a work. New Orleans, and Algiers likewise, is just 110 miles from 
the meuth of the Mississippi River. The water there is fresh, and 
by reason of opening the mouth of the Mississippi River by jet- 
ties there is a constant depth of 26 feet at the month, allowing 
vessels of the heaviest draft to enter the Mississippi River, aud if 
in need of repairs to go up into the dry dock at Algiers. 

This point has been selected by two commissions as the most ap- 
propriate plaee upon the Gulf of Mexico for the construetion of a 
dry deck. The facility of obtaining supplies, the ease with which 
laber can be obtained, the advantages of fresh water in which the 
ships can lie, all poimt te the selection of this place as the most suit- 
able for a dry dock. The land has been condemned, the specifica- 
tions and plans have been ordered, and the work is well under way. 

There is an appropriation made by the House of $100,900 to com- 
mence this werk, the completion of which will, according to the 
estimate, cost $1,250,000. think it is of impertance that there 
should be such a dry dock somewhere in the South Atlantic or in 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

It is not necessary to enlarge upon the necessity of building 
battle ships and cruisers in order to advance the argument for the 
construction of this work, because the battle ships and eruisers 
that we already have require some convenient place for repairs, 
and there is no more convenient place than the contemplated work 
at — in Louisiana. The last naval apprepriation act, ap- 
proved in July, 1894, contained the following appropriation : 
ant dock at Algiers, La.: For the purpose of completing the purchase of addi- 

lands necessary for the establishment of a dry deck at Algiers, La., cost of 
advertising, plans and specifications for said dry dock, and expenses of judicial 
proceediggs the condemaation of such additional lands, $23,025.03. 

Mr. President, sometimes not expending necessary sums for works 
ordered commenced is the falsest kind of economy. I believe that 
it is eeonomical to have a dry dock at this place where ships can be 
easily and properly repaired. If ships are navigating around from 
the extreme western coast of our country, coming through the 
Straits of Magellan, from California or Oregon or Bering Sea, after 
doubling the Horn, it would be an easy thing for them, if in need ot 
repairs, to enter the dry dock at Algiers instead of doubling the 
Flerida cape and running up the east coast to the nearest dry <lock, 
which, I believe, is at Port Royal, S. C. 

It is neeessary, in my opinion, that the amount appropriated by 
the House shall be allowed toremainin the bill. I think it is false 
economy not to construct this work, which was proposed and coun- 
tenaneed by the Navy Department. I believe it is false economy 
not to expend the necessary sum to enable this work to be completed. 
I will read a letter addressed by the Acting Secretary of the Navy in 
reply to a communication from General MEYER of the other House: 

Navy DepartTMent, Washington, December 21, 1894. 

Sm: In reply te your communieation of the 15th instant, referring to the esti- 
mate for the dry dock at Algiers, I have the honor to state that the matter was 
referred to the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, who has returned it 
with an indorsement as contained in the inclosed memorandum. 

While the Department concurs in the views expressed by the Chief of the 
Burean of Yards and Docks, it believes that under existing circumstances an 
appropriation of $100,000 will suffice for the coming fiseal year. 

very respectfully, 
W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 

Hon. Apotpa M 


EYER, 
Chairman Subcommittee, Ordnance and Navy Yards, 
House of Representatives. 
(Through chairman Naval Committee, House of Representatives.) 


Following that is a letter of the chief of Bureau, Mr, E. O. 
Matthews, in which he says: 
Bureav or YArps AnD Docks, Washington, D.O., December 20, 1894. 


capo egg relating to the construction of a dry dock at A)giers, La. 
is cocKkK— 

Speaking of this dry dock at Algiers, La.— 
is to be a very large and Mews deep one, and from the nature of the work, and the 
surrounding ground, it is of the very greatest importance that from the date of 
ee the work should be prosecuted vigorously and continuously to 
completion. 

In a submarine work of this particular character time is a very important 
factor in securing the best and most economical results. It is considered that 
the period allowed for its completion should not exceed three years from com- 
mencement. 

As the dock will cost at least $1,250,000 it will be seen that the sum of $50,000 
for the i. operations is very small, when it is considered that the con- 
tractor will have to enter into large contracts for material, and require a large 
ameunt to be delivered and worked before the construction of the dock proper 
can be fairly commenced. The appropriation of so smal! a sum for the first year 
would inevitably sears off many good contractors, Who could not make them- 
selves responsible for the preliminary outlay with only $50,000 in sight, the 
small appropriation for the first year creating a reasonable doubt in the minds 
ef geed contractors (who honesily intend to fulfill their contracts) as to how 
much they would have the next year. 

The Bureau thinks that an apprepriation of $200,000 made at this time would 
be greatly to the benefit of the Government. 

E. 0. MATTHEWS, 


Chief of Bureau. 
Mr. President, it seems that the House cut down this recommen- 
dation of the chief of the Bureau one-half, and the Senate committee 





mame epee ott ee 





Bs 
pe 
: 

Hn 


aah Genie 


et = et 
hc ae ate ty WR Ri A eg ES SF Bi aS A 


Shp Nt ANA Oat chen NR RR Ne EE NS ating a 


Cea are 





ac 
aa i 





Tie any 
DR em ie ae tee eta 


strikes out the whole appropriation and leaves nothing whatever 
for this very important work at Algiers, opposite the city of New 
Orleans, La. I hope that this work will be allowed to go on, that 
the ee made by the House in the bill will be allowed to 
stand, and that the amendment offered by the committee of this 
body will not be concurred in. The plans and specifications have 
been prepared and the ground condemned for the use of the dry 
dock. It will be so much useless work if the dry dock is not fin- 
ished to completion. 

Mr. GORMAN. In regard to the dry dock in Louisiana, a site 
was selected after along controversy, and the report, I think, of 
two or three boards. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Two. 

Mr. GORMAN. As the Senator from Louisiana says, two boards 
of naval officers were appointed to select the best sits on the Gulf. 
Finally, in the last Congress, I think at the last session, we made 
an appropriation sufficient to pay for acquiring the property, and 
nothing else was pressed. Now comes a provision for the purpose 
of beginning that work, a work that is to cost-—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ifthe Senator from Maryland will pardon me, I 
will state that the appropriation was made not to cover the land 
acquired, but the cost of advertising and the cost of the plans and 
specifications for the dry dock. 

Mr. GORMAN. At the very last, to gratify the Senators from 
Louisiana, we did insert a provision that they might prepare plans. 
It was done very much against our consent, for nobody contem- 
plated that the work was to be pressed. We understand how Sen- 
ators and Members from States always urge such measures, and 
now comes in an oe very little appropriation—to 
begin this work, which will cost practically one and a half million 
dollars. They put down the amount at $1,250,000. It will cost 
two or three million dollars to make it perfect before we get through. 

While we are making all this extrav: t appropriation, for it is 
extravagant, ———— what we have done heretofore forthe main- 
tenance of the Navy, an oe the guns ready for the battle ships 
and other ships, we found it was impossible to go on with the new 
docks and new yards, and we cut down the appropriations for navy- 
yards wherever we could, There are only three navy-yards in the 
country that are utilized for anything—one at Norfolk, where we 
have had some construction going on, the other at Brooklyn, and 
another at San Francisco. e have the little affair down in South 
Carolina being — where they can run in vessels for ordinary 
or temporary repair. 

We thought it was impossible in this bill to make provision for 
these new dry docks. I trust the Senator from Louisiana, having 
secured the site, will permit this matter to rest as it is, and as 
we supposed it would rest, without any pressure on his part, until 
some ober time. We did the same with others. The junior Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] had an amendment 
for Portsmouth. Senators pressed for Boston and all the other 
yards. We have been compelled in this case to ignore all of their 
requests and let this matter go over until next year, when there 
will be, I trust, at that time no further attempt to increase the 
number of the ships in the Navy and we can take up the question 
as to what shall be done with these navy-yards and dry docks. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 


bills: ; 

A bill (S. 454) for the relief of Washington College (now known 
as Washington and Lee University), located at Lexington, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman; and 

A bill (S. 1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 
Eastman. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3246) for the appoint- 
ment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had a to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print the report of the United 
States Strike Commission on the Chicago strike of July, 1894. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the House to print the eulogies delivered 
in Congress upon the Hon. Philip Sidney Post, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Illinois. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 copies of the 
resolution on patents and trade-marks, adopted by the auxiliary 
congress of the World’s Columbian Exposition, held in Chicago, 
October 2, 1893, etc.,in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disa to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8892) Ee 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 

ng votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

RECKINRIDGE, Mr. Sayers, and Mr. CANNON of Illinois managers 

at the conference on the part of the House. 
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The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4637) to grant an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; 

A bill (H.R. ) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R. 7002) to pension Mrs. Martha Frank; 

A bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to Tenderson Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7761) to pension Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother; and 

A bill (H.R. 8245) granting a pension te Annie J. Corbett, of 
Providence, R. I. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I submit a conference report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Srpreting votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8479) making mg eg for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful g treat, 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and, for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 5, 7, 67, 112, 151, 152, 
159, 160, 161, 172, 173, 174, 184, 185, 187, 188, 195, 196, 198, and 201. 

That the House recede from its di eement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4, 9, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 
29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 36, 87, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 
55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 63, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 
83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90,91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103," 104, 105, 106, 108, 
110, 111,113, 114, 115, 116, 117; 119, 120, 122, 123, 124, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 133, 135, 138, 
139, 141, 142, 143, 145, 146, 147, 153, 154, 155, 157, 158, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 169, 177, 
178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 186, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 197, 202, 203, 204, 205, and 207, 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and a to the same with an amendmentas follows: Add after the 
word “ located,” at the end of said amendment, the following: ‘‘ and where practi- 
cable competent Indians shall be given the preference ;” and the Senate agree to 


© same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 77, and agree to the same as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph 
insert the following: 

‘For the support and civilization of the Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa In- 
dians in North Dakota, including seeds, $18,000, of which amount $5,000 shall be 
immediately available for the purchase of food for the immediate relief of the 
members of said band, as the chief and council thereof may recognize to belong 
to said band, who shall be the sole beneficiaries thereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 96, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the — named in the amended paragraph, insert ‘$1,250;” and the Senato agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disa; ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 107, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
on page 55, in line 4 of the bill, the words ‘‘not be opened to settlement until 
after,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘ be opened to settlement within;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. PLATT. What does the report mean as to amendment num- 
bered 107? 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator that that simply provides 
that the lands shall be open to settlement within one year, while 
the original provision was that they should not be open until after 
one year. 

The reading of the conference report was resumed, as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 109, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted <= amendment insert the following: 

‘Deposited in the Treasury subject to the judgment of the court in the suit 
herein provided for, less such amount, not to exc $15,000, as the Secretary of 
the Interior may find due Luther H. Pike, deceased, late delegate of said Indians, 
in accordance with his agreement with said Indians, to be retained in the ‘I'reas- 
ury to the credit and subject to the drafts of the legal representative of said 
Luther H. Pike.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its di ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 118, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert, after 
the word ‘‘act,” at the end of line 19, page 58 of the bill, the following: 

‘Provided, Thatany claimant whose claim has heretofore been wholly disallowed 
by the Interior Department may, within six months after the passage of this act, 
bring suit upon the same in the Court of Claims, and the time of removal from 
the reservation by said claimant shall be no bar to said suit. 

“The Interior Department shall transfer all the papers filed in any such claim 
to the Court of Claims, to be used as evidence therein, and the rights and equities 
of such claimant to damages sustained by reason of removalfrom such lands shall 
be by the court fully considered and determined: Provided, however, That if the 
court shall find that any such claimant arbitrarily disobeyed, or neglected with- 
out good reason to obey, the order of removal, his claim shall disallowed. 7 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think that is amendment 
numbered 118 as it is numbered in the bill, Amendment numbered 
118 relates to the striking out of the claim of Bartlett Richards. 
The amendment to the amendment numbered 118, as read, did not 
apply to that amendment in the bill. However, let the reading 

roceed 


The reading of the report was continued, as follows* 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in the amended paragraph insert the following: ‘‘$3,000;" and the 


Senate agree to the same. 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 131, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out, 
in line 3 of said amendment, the words “two years” and insert in lieu thereof 
“one year.’ 

e out, in line 12 of said amendment, the words ‘‘two years” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘one year;” and in line 14 of said amendment, after the word “on,” 
insert the words “and rs of;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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numbered 132, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 16, of 
the fourth and last paragraph of said amendment, strike out the word ‘‘one” and 


insert in lieu thereof the word ‘*two;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 134, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add after 
the word ‘‘country,” at the end of said amendment, the following: ‘‘ but this 
provision shall not be construed to extend the time for the removal of intruders 
ge to the foregoing agreement beyond the Ist day of January, 1896. 

“That for the purpose of carrying out the twelfth article of the agreement be- 
tween the Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians and the United States, ratified by act 
of Congress approved August 15, 1894, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated to procure counsel to represent the interest of said 
Indians in such suit as may be brought in the courts of the United States in 
accordance with said agreement. That, ep request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Attorney-General of the United States shall cause suit to be brought 
in the _ district court of the United States against said Yankton tribe of 
Sioux Indians for the purpose of having a judicial decision as to the ownership 
of the fee in what is known as the Pipestone Reservation, in the State of Minne- 
sota; that is, whether the fee to said reservation is in the United States or the 
said Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians. That either party may appeal from the 
decision of the district court to the circuit court of appeals, and from said circuit 
court of appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States. That the Secretary 
of the Interior, in case suit is brought as herein provided, shall employ one or 
more competent attorneys to represent said tribe of Indians. The said tribe of 
Indians may be served by furnishing one or more of the chiefs or headmen of 
said tribe with a copy of the pleadings in said case, or by service in like manner 
upon counsel employed by the Secretary of the Interior to represent said Indians. 

“Tf in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior it is advisable to resort to 
a suit, as provided in said sixteenth article of the agreement, there shall not be 
any limitation as to time upon the right to institute or conclude the suit; but the 
same shall be prosecuted to a final decision as speedily as possible. 

“Tn lieu of bringing such suit the Secretary of the Interior may make an agree- 
ment with said tribe of Indians, through their chiefs or headmen, for the continued 
and undisputed control and use of said reservation by the United States for Indian 
school purposes to the same extent that other Indian lands wpon which schools 
are located are used and controlled by the United States, and reserving to the 
United States the title to all buildings or other improvements placed thereon, or 
that may be hereafter placed thereon by the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr.PLATT. Ido not understand what is meant by amendment 
numbered 134. 

Mr.TELLER. This amendmentis asked by the Interior Depart- 
ment upon the opinion of the Attorney-General. Some years ago 
we had some negotiations and some trade with the Indians as to 
the Pipestone Reservation, which consists of 640 acres of land. It 
is claimed by the United States that it was ceded absolutely to the 
United States. That is in dispute. By a treaty subsequently 
made that question was to be determined in the courts, and if not 
determined within a certain time the title was to vest in the 
Indians. In the meantime we have gone on and constructed thirty 
or forty thousand dollars’ worth of school buildings on the land. 

The question has not been settled, and there is not time to settle 
itnow. The Attorney-General has decided that, without further 
legislation, it can not be settled, and this provision is to give the 
Government authority to go on with the suit, extending the time 
in which final judgment may be entered, and a provision is added 
that, if the Government treats with the Indians, the Government 
may reserve to itself the right to occupy the land for school pur- 
poses and the Indians may reserve to themselves the right to occupy 
it for the purpose of digging pipestone, which is the only value 
the land has to them. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a matter of considerable importance, 
and it seems to me it is a remarkable way to dispose of it. This is 
a question which has not been submitted to or considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, or any other committee of this body, 
and now it is brought in here in a conference report. It is abso- 
lutely new legislation, new matter, and tacked on by the confer- 
ence committee. 

I believe the provision in the report would be an injustice to 
these Indians. ‘They believe they have a title to this section of land. 
It is valuable property adjoining a large town which has grown up 
on the adjacent property. We took possession of it and built an 
Indian school upon it, it is true, before the treaty was made, but 
that was in violation of the rights of the Indians and against their 
protest, and was arank injustice to them, in my opinion, and now 
we propose to hold it by an act of Congress for school purposes any- 
how, whether the Indians will consent or not. 

Mr. TELLER, Oh, no; the Senator is entirely mistaken. The 
provision is intended to submit the question to the court whether 
we have already the title or whether the title is in the Indians. 
That is all there is of it. If the court finds that the title is in the 
Indians that will be the end of it, and if it finds that the title is in 
the United States that will be the end ofit. It is for the construc- 
tion of an existing treaty with those Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Further than that, while we have not recog- 
nized a titie in fee in the Indians on reservations generally, we have 
recognized the right to their use and occupation, and here we pro- 
pose to decide, if the fee is not in them, that they have no right to 
the use and occupation, and we propose to use it for school purposes 
for other tribes of Indians than those who own the property. 

I think whatever decision is made under this bill, as I understand 
it, these Indians will not fecl satisfied with it unless the title is 
declared in them, and they will never consent that the land shall 
be oceupied for Indian schools for other tribes of Indians. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from South Dakota evidently under- 
stands nothing about this case, and nothing about the history of it. 


XX VII——192 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascointhechair). The Chair 
would suggest that the reading of the conference report has not yet 
been concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to say in this connection that it seems 
to me that, if the matter be left in this way, it leaves us without 
any remedy whatever unless the whole report is rejected. Is not 
that so? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the orderly 
course of procedure would be to allow the reading of the report to 
be‘concluded, after which it will be open to discussion. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report 
as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senato 
numbered 137 and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Transfer and 
insert said amendment immediately before line 16,0n page 60 of the bill; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 140 and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fullowing: “At $1,500 per 
annum ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 156, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Add after the 
word “dollars,” at the end of the amended paragraph, the following: ‘ l’rovided, 
That any pupil who has been in attendance at said school during the fiscal year 
1895 shall be permitted to continue at said school during the fiscal years 1895 
and 1896;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 167, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof the 
words stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert the following: *‘$1,800;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ three; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 170, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

**2,.000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 171, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
*29,050;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 175, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
“ten” insert “‘five;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 176,and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu f 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: *‘22,900;’' and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 189, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum wageeee insert $29,050;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the 
end of said amendment as a new paragraph the following: 


‘** That hereafter no Indian chile shall be sent from any Indian reservation toa 
school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated without 
the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child, if either of them are 
living, and if neither of them are living, without the voluntary consent of the 
next of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made before the agent of the 
reservation, and he shall send to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs his certifi- 
cate that such consent has been voluntarily given before such child shall be 
removed from such reservation. And it shall be unlawful for any Indian agent 
or other employee of the Government to induce, or seek to induce, by withholding 
rations or by other improper means, the parents or next of kin of any Indian to 
consent to the removal of any Indian child beyond the limits of any Indian 
reservation.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. . 

On amendments numbered 47, 65, 97, 125, 136, 144, 148, 149, 150, and 200 the com- 


mittee of conference have been unable to agree. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 202, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Add after the word “to,” at the end of line 14, page 73 of the bill, the following: 
‘nor shall any child heretofore recognized in any tribe or band of Indians be de- 
prived of any annuity, allotmert, or property under any law; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

WILKINSON CALL, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. S. HOLMAN, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have that portion of the con- 
ference report in relation to the Flandreau Indian school again read. 

The Secretary read the portion of the report referred to. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all wrong, Mr. President; itis a mistake, 
and does not refer to amendment No. 202, or to page 73 of the bill 
at all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The provision on page 73 of the bill refers to 
the consent of the Otoe and Missouria tribe for the distribution of 
their annuities. 

Mr. PLATT. Onpage73 of the original bill as printed isan amend- 
ment in relation to horses, cattle, sheep, goats, and swine. It is in 
section 9 of the bill, with the numbered amendments, on page 91, but 
there is no amendment there, and number 202 is in an entirely dif- 
ferent place, and refers simply to striking out the date “1896” and 
inserting “1895.” There is some mistake about it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Has the reading of the conferencereport been 
completed? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading has been concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Florida having the conference report in charge. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to know what has been done with 
amendment numbered 65. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Allow me to make my inquiry, which will 
take but a moment. I wish to ask the Senator from Florida what 
became of the amendment providing for a reduction of the contract 
schools at the rate of 20 per cent per annum, according to the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a disagreement as to that. ' 

Mr. GALLINGER. And there will be another conference-on that? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all I care to ask. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is very evident that the conference report 
can not now be agreed to, and as there seems to be some mistake as 
to the numbering of pages where the amendments would come in, 
I think it had better be laid aside for the moment, especially in view 
of the fact that it is very difficult to follow these amendments un- 
less they are printed or explaimed. I shall desire myself to ask 
what was done with reference to two or three amendments, for I 
can not tell from the reading. 

Mr. TELLER. About what amendments did the Senator wish to 
inquire? 

Mr. MANDERSON. What became of the provision that all farm- 
ers and stockmen shall be for five years previously employed in 
such vocations? 

Mr. TELLER. That was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. But with an amendment added to it that prefer- 
ence should be given, where possible, to Indians. 

Mr. TELLER. That is all the difference. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I haveno objection to that. I should like to 
know also in regard to that part of the amendment made in the Sen- 
ate, which appears on page 73, with reference to the allotment of 
certain money te the Otoe and Missouria tribes.of Indians. I refer 
to page 73 of the print of the bill which has the Senate amendments 
in it, the last print made by the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER, That, I understand, is agreed to. I have not my 
memoranda here, but that is my understanding. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What was done with amendment numbered 
201, the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota 

Mr. — providing that all steck cattle and horses shall be full 
looded 

Mr. TELLER. That is stricken out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should have been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on concurring in 
the conference report. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not think this conference 
report ought to be accepted by the Senate. 

In the first place, there is a long amendment with regard to the 
title of the Yankton Indians to a section of land in the State of Min- 
nesota which has never been considered by a committee. It is 
brought in here as absolutely new matter. Ido not think it ought 
to be disposed of in that way. 

In the second place, the committee have undertaken to settle the 
status of half-breeds and mixed Indians, a question which was dis- 
cussed upon the floor, a question which was submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and they refused to settle it, in that way 
rejecting the amendment, which the committee refused to recom- 
mend to the Senate, and which, when discussed in the Senate, was 
rejected by the Senate. Now the conference committee put it into 
this conference report, and propose to pass through the Senate 
absolutely new and very important legislation. 

It seems to me that it is an astonishing thing that this shonld be 
done, and it convinces me more than ever that the Appropriations 
Committee no longer has any right to handle these bills, but that 
they ought to be divided up among the other committees of the 
Senate. 

We load these bills down with legislation with regard to Indian 
affairs, with legislation that has been rejected by the Committeé on 
Indian Affairs, and mot considered by that committee; and, it 
seems to me the time has come, inasmuch as we do most of our leg- 
islation upon apprepriation bills, that those bills should be divided 
among the different committees which have charge of these impor- 
tant subjects. 

I very much hope that the Senate will not to this report, 
but will send it back and have these matters which have not been 
considered, which are not amendments to any portion of the bill, 
but absolutely new legislation, stricken out of the report. It 
seems to me this is a remarkable state of affairs. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the report will be adopted and the Senate 
will insist on the amendments still in. dispute, and ask for a farther 
conference with the House of Representatives. There isno material 
difference in the bill; there is no material error in the bill. There 
are some few misnumberings of the different amendments which 
were in controversy between the conferees. Nor is there any impor- 
tant matter in the bill which is not in accordance with the text of 
the original bill and the subject-matter. 
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The ision in relation to half-breeds simply provides that no 
Indian now entitled by law shail be deprived of his rights in regard 
to any of these allotments or reservations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Florida admit the charge 
made by the Senator from Seuth Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew] that the 
conference committee have put into this conference report legisla- 
tion which was never agreed to in either House? 

Mr. CALL. I do not, any more than the Senator knows, that 
there never has been an appropriation bill passed in this body with- 
eut legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not an answer to the question. The 
question I asked was whether the committee have undertaken to 
io — legislation in the bill which was never agreed to by either 

ouse 

Mr. CALL. Everybody knows this question about legislation is 
an old hobby. We have it in every bill, and it is nonsense to 
talk about it. If there is any difficulty about the matter, instead of 
wasting our time, let the bill go back to conference, where any ob- 
jections to the report may be considered. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator to let the bill go back to con- 
ference. We can not spend much time upon it, and we shall have to 
get the bill into conference or adopt the report at once. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to make an explanation with regard to 
amendment numbered 202, which will only take amoment. Amend- 
ment numbered 202 is at the end of section 4, in the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and is to strike out the date ‘1896 ” and insert ‘‘ 1895.” 

The conference report says as to amendment numbered 202: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 202— 


Which is at the end of section 4, striking out “96” and inserting 
957 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add after the word “to,” 
at the end of line 14, page 75 of the bill, the following— 

That is in section 9,to which section there was no amendment. 
They insert there, right into the text as agreed to by both the Sen- 
ate and the House, these words: 

Nor shall any child heretofore recognized in any tribe or band of Indians be 
deprived of any annuity, allotment, or property under any law. 

There was no amendment to section 9 itself in either the Senate 
or the House. 

Mr. TELLER. In that evidently a mistake has been made by the 
clerk. The words are not the words the committee agreed to in- 
sert. There is a mistake in it, and the report had better go back. 

Mr. PLATT. It had better be withdrawn. 

Mr. TELLER. It had better go back to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
to ask leave to withdraw the report. Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. Ide not know whether we can withdraw it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. 1 have had occasion before to call theattention of the 
Senate to the trust that in the last days of a session is imposed by 
the body in the conferees who are members of the Committee on 
Appropriations, upon appropriation bills. It is a trust that has 
been almost limitless, and it has been based upon the proposition 
always maintained, and only in rare and exceptional instances 
departed from, that in ne case upon any amendment in controversy 
between the two Houses shall any subject-matter be inserted that 
is not in controversy between the two Houses. 

The moment you depart from that strict and stern rule, the legis- 
lation of this body is at the mercy of the deliberations of the con- 
ference committee, consisting of only three men from each body. 
The one rule that ought always to be observed, never to be allowed 
to be departed from, to be perpetuated under our present rules, is 
that no one thing on any amendment shall ever be put in except 
what has been considered by one of the Houses, 

I should rather see a conference report from the Committee on 
Appropriations voted down and rejected, and I should myself vote 
that way, although Iam a member of that committee, than to see 
the custom which has been observed here from time immemerial or 
within the memory ef all of us, departed from. Therefore I hope 
the report will either be rejected or withdrawn, aud that this 
which is.a departure from the rules shall be cured by the conference. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
a question. Dees he not think it would be a proper censtruction 
of parliamentary law, a legitimate parliamentary practice, that 
where conferees have departed from the safe rule which he has in- 
voked, the entire report would be subject to a point of order and 
could be ruled ont, because it involves legislation that has never 
been considered by either body? 

Mr. HALE. I have never contemplated what the Chair wonld 
rule in.such a case, but I think the body itself, out of its own self- 
respect, ought to insist in every such case that the report cither be 
rejected or that the committee withdraw it. 

Mr.TELLER. Thereportisnotan unusualone. I ventureto say 
that the Senator from Maine will find on the files many reports 
much worse than this as te legislation. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not care to be interrupted. 


Mr. HALE. I wish to say that according to my observation and 
experience it is not so. If it is trne, it is a lamentable fact, and it 
ought to be cured. 

Mr. TELLER. The Pipestone provision of which the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] complains is one in the inter- 
est of the protection of the Government in respect to a valuable 
piece of land that we bought and paid for. There is no robbery of 
the Indians. 

The other question is evidently an errer, because it is not suffi- 
ciently guarded in the language, and it is not, I understand, as it 
was offered in the committee. It is but an extension of the pro- 
vision of the bill which came te us from the House of Representa- 
tives, and is absolutely within the rule that where they put legis- 
lation in a bill you can modify that legislation. 

Mr. HALE. Not if it is new legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not new legislation. 

Mr. HALE. AsT understand 

Mr. TELLER. Wait until I get through. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. The other House puts legislation in the bill. A 
moz:lification of what the House puts in is inorder. ‘The only new 
legislation is as to the Pipestone Reservation, and of course the com- 
mittee does not care whether it goes out or not. If the Government 
loses $100,000 or so it isa matter we have no more interest in than 
‘any body else. 

Mr. HALE. I agree entirely with the Senator’s proposition, that 
if legislation is put in by either House it may be modified. 

Mr. TELLER. That is all we have done. 

Mr. HALE. But the statement was made here by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] that here a new clause of legislation 
had been inserted where there was nothing but the sum total to 
establish in conference. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble there is that the Clerk made a mis- 
take and got it in the wreng place. That is all. It belongs in 
another place. 

If the Senate will allow the report to be rejected and let us get it 
into conference we will do something as to it. Wecan not do it 
by discussion here. 

Mr. PLATT. . Let it be rejected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire tosay on this question that noone has 
any desire to make the objection that is put forth personal to the 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nobody believesthe committee has intended to 
violate any rule of the Senate or any rule of parliamentary law, or 
that it has undertaken to exceed the authority which the committee 
had reason to believe it possessed. 

The difficulty is that conference committees have been apt to 
think that any amendment germane to the original subject-matter 
might be inserted in the conference report, and they have gone on 
in some cases almost imperceptibly to themselves, and have dealt 
with matters which were not really in conference between the two 
Houses. I have myself noticed casesofthatkind. I thought I had 
discovered one the other day in connection with the income-tax 
return. 

The true rule to observe it may be difficult to follow, for fre- 
quently one body may say they will agree to an amendment pro- 
posed by the other body upon condition, and when that condition 
is written in the conference report it may go a great ways. Itmay 
be thought by the one body or the other to be exceeding the priv- 
ileges of a conference committee. It may be thought to be the in- 
troduction of new legislation in the form ofa condition of the agree- 
ment by one House to the legislation of the other. Therein is the 
danger. It certainly should be understood that not every amend- 
ment which would be germane to the original bill, if it had been 
proposed as a separate proposition in either House, is within the 
province of a conference committee to introduce. 

I do not believe that any committee of this body or amy commit- 
tee of the other House intends to violate the rules that onght to 
govern conferees, but I do say those rules are violated, imadvert- 
ently violated, we are hound to presume, as is the case here. But 
I agree with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hater], and I imsist upon 
it myself, that the conferees in all cases shall confine themselves 
strictly, and almost literally, to settling a sharp controversy about 
some particular matter between the two Houses. 

Mr. CALL. ‘The point in dispute is simply this: The bill makes 

ovision fer the allotment and distribution of land and money 
in various places amongst the Indians. I suppose it is not pos- 
sible for anybody to doubt that the question immediately pre- 
sents itself—to whom? Whoarethe Indians? Is not that a subject 
necessarily considered? And the bill goes on to say who are Indians. 
That is all. Is not that a subject which has been in consideration 
here? The bill simply defines the word “Indians,” and says that 
it shall be according to existing law. That is all this controversy 
is see I propose to ask leave to withdraw the report, and re- 
submit it. 

Mr. HALE. Before that is done, I wish to say that the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as to this being 





a mistake of the clerk, it appearing in the wrong place, is, I think, 
entitled to great weight, and it ought to urge us to return the bill 
to the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not only a mistake in being in the wrong 
place, but the text dees not seem to be that which was agreed upon. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tetier]}, I wish to 
say for myself, is the last person in this body whom I should ever 
suppose to desire or be capable of putting into the report of a con- 
ference committee anything that is contrary to the rules and con- 
trary to the integrity of the body which is maintained so well by 
him in on. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the request will be granted and that the 
Senator will be allowed to withdraw the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked to 
withdraw the report. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the report is withdrawn. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Through the courtesy of the Sen&itor from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] I report from the Committee on the Library 
a resolution, for which I ask present consideration. It is a resolu- 
tion of only four lines, relative to printing of the report of the 
Librarian of Congress. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to; as follows: 

Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress forthe calendar 


year 1894 be ad and that 500 extra cepies, with paper covers, be primted for 
distribution by the Librarian. 


PATENTS AND TRADE-MARKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the Honse of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 copies of the resolution on patents and trade-marks, adopted by the 
auxiliary congress of the World’s Columbian Exposition held at Chicago, October 
2.1893, and presented to the Committee on Patents of the House of Representa- 
tives, secondsession, Fifty-third Congress, February 5, 1894, together with remarks 
of the committee appointed to present the same, of which 1,000 copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 2,000 for the Patent Office. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE POST. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before- the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; whieh was 
read : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thai the eulo- 
gies delivered in Congress upon Hon. Philip Sidney Post, late a Kepresentative 
from the State of Illinois, be printed as required by law. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (HL. R. 4637) to grant an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Deshler Whiting, widew of Lieut. Henry Whiting; 

A bill (H. R. 7002) to pension Mrs. Martha Frank; 

A bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to Tenderson Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7761) to pension Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother; and 

A bill (H. R. 8245) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of 
Providence, R. I. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to strike out of the bill the appropriation 
for the dry deck at Algiers, La. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, Llistened with very great inter- 
est to the argument made by the distinguished Senator irom Louis 
iana (Mr. Carrery] in favor of a dry deck at Algiers, in his State. 
I have no fault to find with the attitude that the Senator has taken 
on the question. Itis proper and right that he should make a plea 
for his own State in regard to a matter of this or any other kind in 
which his people are interested. But before action is taken upon 
the proposal to make an appropriation for a dry dock at Algiers [ 
wish to call attention to the fact that Portsmouth, N. H., has a 
claim before the Congress of the United States which enght not to 
be disregarded, if auy appropriation is to be made for a dry dock 
in any part of this country. 

My colleagues from New England will bear me out when I say 
that if I have been industrious and persistent in any one direction 
during my membership in this body, it has been in my advocacy of 
an app iation to build a dry dock im our northern harbor of 
Portsmouth. Onthe 21st day of January, 1892, I made some observa- 
tions on this question, the textof which I hold in my hand. I shall 
not inflict the Senate at this time by readingextensively from those 
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remarks, but I do want to read the closing paragraph, which is in 
these words: 


Why is it that Portsmouth can not have a new dock as well us the rest, and es- 
pecially as well as Norfolk or Port Royal? Why is it that this yard is almost 
elosed and depleted of all material, while there are millions being spent at Nor- 
— =< 7 being expended at Port Royal preparatory to opening a navy- 
yard there 


I think the facts will bear me out in thestatement that in no part 
of this entire country is there a location so well adapted for a first- 
class navy-yard anddry dock as is found inthe harbor at Portsmouth, 
where the present Kittery Navy-Yard stands. A gentleman well 
acquainted with this matter has made these truthful and convincing 
observations concerning it: 


There is here no natural obstacle to the fulfillment of every requirement of a 
first-class yard, while there are scores of reasons why it should rank, in extent 
and quality of equipment, with the best in the land. It is landlocked, and ap- 
proached through a capacious harbor of refuge. It has an inshore depth of water 
at al! points, and at all tides and seasons, wherein any shipin the world may ride 
at will. Its waters have never frozen and are freer from destr.ctive effect upon 
wood or metal than any other maritime waters in the world. 

It is the northernmost naval station on the Atlantic coast; its climate has 
restored to health the most pronounced invalid and crushed out infection from 
fever laden ships from Southern stations, times without number, Its mechanics 
are among the first in the land, and their handiwork has challenged and does 
challenge that of the civilized world. 

It stands to-day a monumental interrogation point before the honorable Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress assembled, demanding a recognition of its 
unparalleled advantages. * * 

It will be readily understood that of all things in the world a dry dock must 
have the firmest foundation possible in order 10 perform effectively the duties 
required of it. It must sustain indefinitely an enormous ,burden; should control 
absolutely the ebb and tlow of water in order that a vessel may be received and 
discharged with the least delay; and should insure to the workman a dry place to 
do his work. * * * Theterritory comprising the Government holding at the 
Portsmouth yard is a volcanic deposit, the yard resting upon the outlying founda- 
tion of the eternal hills. Blue granite, gneisa, and flint, with some trap, jut out 
from the center of the earth; and in a natural waterway through this rocky bed 
is the proposed site of the new dock; a dry dock as dry as the throat of Tantalus. 

My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], when amember of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of this body, made an exhaustive report on this 
subject, and among things he quoted the recommendation of Com- 
modore N. H. Farquhar, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
in his report to the Secretary of the Navy, of October 14, 1891. I 
wish to read what Commodore Farquhar said about the matter: 

The balance dry dock at this station requires extensive repairs. It is of wood 
and has been in constant use for forty years, but as its capacity is not beyond 
8,500 tons it is useless for the larger vessels, and therefore I do not recommend 
that a larger sum be expended upon its repairs. If this yard is to be maintained 
a new dry dock is required. It is believed that by taking advantage of the chan- 
nel, the bottom and sides of which are between the two islands which compose this 

ard, closing one end and putting a gate at the other, with the necessary pump- 

ng machinery, a stone dock capabie of docking the largest ships will be obtained 
at a comparatively small outlay. As this yard, with its fine climate, is a sanita- 
rium for ships to go to after a cruise in the tropics to refit, itis recommended that 
steps be taken to construct this dock by appropriating $100,000 to commence. 


In this connection I desire to reproduce certain arguments set 
forth by my colleague inthe — which I fully indorse. Hesaid, 
concerning the advantages of Portsmouth as a naval station: 

1. It is the most northerly naval station on the Atlantic coast, and therefore 
the most salubrious, and is indispensable for a sanitary station. 

2. It has a large area of acres costing little, not very valuable for sale, but admi- 
rably adapted for all the purposes of a yard and station now and in the distant 
future. 

8. The buildings and improvements have cost upward of $4,000,000, and re- 
main in every way fitted for the business of the Navy. 

4, The yard is easy of access, with ample depth of water for the largest ships, 
and eee northerly situation the channel never zes. 

5. The location is between two towns, one of 3,000 and the other of 10,000 popu- 
lation, which afford facilities for procuring the necessary mechanics, and is not 
in the heart of acity, occupying sa needed for the “ growth and of too 
high value to be monopolized in large area for work which can be as well per- 
formed at a greater distance. 


Mr. President, I simply desire to add that at this session, as in 
every preceding session since I have been a member of the Senate, 
Ihave offered an amendment for an appropriation of $100,000 to 
commence the work: of building a dry dock at Portsmouth. The 
amendment was referred this year to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which committee reported it back favorably. It was then 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and it does not appear 
inthe pending bill. The members of that committee said to me, 
while they were considering the bill, that they gee ene to treat 
all parts of the country alike, and that they did not propose to 
report an a riation fora dry dock at any point on either the 
Atlantic or the Pacific coast this year. 

I said to them that if that was the policy of the committee and of 
Congress I had no fault to find with it; but I wish to say that if an 
appropriation s into the pending bill for a dry dock at Algiers, 
or for a dry dock at any other point on the coast, either the Atlantic 
or the Pacific, I think the Senate will see the propriety of putting 
in an appropriation for the construction of adry dock at Portsmouth, 
where the dock was built nearly forty-five years ago, and where we 
have priority of claim, to say the least, a claim that I think the 
Congress of the United States will not and can not reject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] 





has stated the case in favor of a new dock at the northernmost 


naval siation which we have. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maryland in charge of the bill why the amendment which 
my colleague refers to has not been reported, and what the policy 
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of the Committee on Appropriations is with reference to appropria- 
tions of this character at this session, because upon that statement 
will depend my vote on the proposition of the committee to strike 
out the appropriation for the dock at Algiers, La. 

Mr. GORMAN. I tried to state to the Senate—the Senator from 
New Hampshire was probably absent—that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations were unanimous in the belief that it was impossible 
tor us at this session, with due regard for the Navy and the Treas- 
ury, to make any appropriation of this kind. Therefore we did not 
consider favorably the amendment referred to by the Senator, and 
we have proposed to strike out all these provisions except the yards 
which are absolutely necessary for the conduct of naval affairs— 
Norfolk, Mare Island, and Brooklyn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that done without prejudice to the consid- 
eration at another session of the Louisiana proposition and the 
Portsmouth proposition and other propositions for docks? 

Mr. GORMAN. It leaves the matter entirely open to be consid- 
ered at a more favorable time. Now I trust we shall have a vote 
on the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire that the amendment shall be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 3, strike out: 

Dry dock at Algiers, La.: For commencin r i 
qu heen anal ec g dry dock (total estimated cost, 

Mr. HOAR, Is there an amendment pending to the amendment? 
Did the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] offer an 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment to the 
amendment pending. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to the amendment, 
ag I will say has the approval of the Committee on Naval Af- 

airs. 

The SecRETaRY. At the end of line 6, page 21, add: 

That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, ee out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, towar e construction of a dry dock in the United States navy- 


yard at Portsmouth, N. H., and that $100,000 of said appropriation be immedi- 
ately available. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire by inserting, after ‘‘Portsmouth, N. H.,” the words 
“or at Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, as the President 
of the United States may determine.” 

Mr. HALE. Charlestown. 

Mr. HOAR. Charlestown is in Boston Harbor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts will be 
stated for information. 

The Sxcrerary. After the words ‘‘New Hampshire,” in line 6 
of the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, insert ‘‘or 
at Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, as the President of the 
United States may determine.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that that would 
be an amendment in tho third degree. 

Mr. HOAR. It is merely to perfect the text. I suppose nobody 
will raise the question of order. 

I know very well that the Senators from New Hampshire, and 1 
suppose, without knowing it, that the Senators from Maine, within 
— territory I think this navy-yard is wholly or in part sit- 
uated—— 

Mr. HALE. It is called the Portsmouth yard. 

Mr. HOAR. It is called the Portsmouth yard. I am aware that 
those Senators not only naturally but very properly desire to have 
the important resources of that harbor and its navy-yard made 
available for the public service. There are a great many persons 
in Boston who think the old navy-yard at Charlestown ought to 
have a dry dock; that it is the best place, so far as the Govern- 
ment of the United States is concerned, in reference to naval ves- 
sels, and that it will accommodate a great civil commerce which 
never has been and probably never will be in the hebit of resort- 
“— any New England port so extensively as to Boston. 

ut it is very obvious that such a question ought to be avoided 
altogether if it can be, and as representing the feeling in Boston I 
am quite sure that my colleague and I would go to the verge of our 

ublic duty in furthering the desires of our friends and neighbors a 

ew miles off. It may be that the commerce and the public need 
would require a dry dock at both places; I do not know about that. 
But at any rate it is quite obvious that if there is to be one Govern- 
ment work of this character in the New England States, it is not a 
question ever to be settled by a discussion on the floor of the Sen- 
ate among Senators from two or three States interested. 

There should be some dealing with the subject by the experts in 
the service of the Government, and all the statistics which will be 
needed by the Senate should be before us when we take up the 
subject. I merely suggest the amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, not toembarrass him or to embarrass 
the question, but in onda that, the question having been raised, 
the fact that there is a large and important public sentiment in favor 
of having a work of this ‘kind at the Boston Navy-Yard should be 


known, and that in case Congress or the President or the Navy 
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Department shall deal with the subject heréafter, it will be under- 
stood that the whole matter ought to be before us. 
I do not myself profess to understand this subject as well as the 


Senators from New Hampshire. I had occasion a few years ago to 
make a very Beceng and careful study of the whole history of the 
Charlestown Navy-Yard, of its relation to the commerce of the coun- 
try and the naval defense of the country, and the value of the ex- 
isting equipment there. That was at a time when it was proposed 
to abolish all the New England navy-yards, Charlestown and Kit- 
tery. But the information I then acquired, which was as thorough as 
I was capable of acquiring, has not dwelt in my memory all these 
years, so I am in no position to discuss the subject, while on the 
other hand I suppose both the Senators from Maine and the Sen- 
ators from New Hampshire, because of their recent public duties, 
have kept themselves pretty well acquainted with the matter. I 
do not say this for the purpose of opposing anything they desire 
or declaring any purpose for the future. It is merely that it may 
be understood that when the question is considered we desire it 
shall be carefully considered in all its bearings. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in the last few years the Govern- 
ment has built large marine dry docks sufficient for the accommo- 
dation of the largest ships of the Navy and also for the largest 
types of merchant vessels at Brooklyn, at Port Royal, and at Puget 
Sound. The Brooklyn dry dock is completed. I think the Port 
Royal dock is practically completed. That of Puget Sound is still 
under construction. As a member of the other House I supported 
those appropriations, and I believe they were a wise expenditure of 
money. 

But, Mr. President, if we are to continue in the policy of build- 
ing dry docks at suitable points it should be done on some intel- 
ligent plan in the future. There is no reason in the world for 
picking out a spot on the Gulf at Algiers and building a dry dock 
there and leaving the great interests of New England entirely un- 
furnished with those facilities. The city of Boston has an immedi- 
ate population of half a million, and with the population in its 
suburbs will rise to a million, with a large commerce, and an old- 
established yard equipped for making the most modern ships. The 
s° ond commercial city in the country is entitled, if any place is 
w.titled, to a dry dock which can be used not only for naval = 

oses and for the repair and building of the large battle ships of the 
avy, but also for civil and commercial purposes. Itis strongly de- 
manded by the people of Boston. 

I shall certainly hope that Congress will make suitable —— 
priation for a dry dock at Boston. I think it is proper that there 
should be one in the Gulf at New Orleans. I am quite ready to 
admit that there should be one at Boston, I have no desire to 
deny anything of that sort at proper points in the United States. 
They are for the benefit of the Navy and for the benefit of Ameri- 
can commerce. But I shall certainly decline to vote for a proposi- 
tion to select one site and favor that at the expense of others. 

This is a matter which must be determined by some general policy 
agreed upon by the Navy Department and properly recommended 
to Congress. When that plan is adopted we shall support the 
claims of Boston for a dry Hook, and we shall hope to press itin the 
next Congress. Although I favor the building of these docks, I am 
not in favor of selecting one at this time to the exclusion of others 
which are quite as meritorious. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall move in a moment to lay the amendment 
upon the table, and I do it with the express statement that it is per- 
fectly clear to the Committee on Appropriations that we can not 
enter at this session upon the question of the extension of navy- 
yards and docks. I trast the Senate will sustain the Committee on 
Appropriations in striking out all the provisions that we bave rec- 
ommended here and voting down these amendments for Boston and 
Portsmouth, with the distinct understanding on my part (and I 
trust the Senate will take the same view) that when we come to 
the next Congress, where we have time to deliberate and determine 
what general policy the Government ought to pursue in increasing 
the yards and docks, we shall do it at that time. I therefore move 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to press his amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. Nobodyraisesthe pointof order. It goes with 
the other. The amendments go together. 

Mr. GORMAN. It was so modified. 

4 The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is an amendment in the third 
egree. 

Mr. HALE. Why not, if no point of order is raised and the 
amendment is adopted, vote them all out? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we had better vote them down one at a 
time. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the best way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is the 
first in order. The one offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
can then be offered if the Senator from Massachusetts desires. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire moved to perfect 
the text before the vote on striking it out. That amendment is in 
order. I move an amendment to his amendment, which is subject 


to the point that it ig an amendment in the second degree; but Ido 
not suppose anybody will think it worth while to raise the 
poin 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not. 

Mr. HOAR. Because if the Senator’s amendment is laid on the 
table mine goes with it. If not, I should have to move mine and 
have anew vote. They go together. 

Mr. GORMAN. I consider that my motion to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire on the table carries the whole 
subject with it. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Maryland 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
motion offered by the Senator from Maryland is not debatable. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. PERKINS. If anything is done for dry docks I am sure that 
I can present reasons to the Senate for making an appropriation for a 
dry dock upon the Pacific coast. Such an amendment was approved 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs and referred to the Committeo 
on Appropriations. The committee were unable te consider it at 
this session and I did not intend to press it, but if any motion pre- 
vails I must insist upon an appropriation for the Pacific Coast. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator from California if there 
is not a very large dry dock at Mare Island, recently built there? 

Mr. PERKINS. We have one there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Also one on Puget Sound. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatisin process of construction. If I had time 
to present the case I could satisfy my friend from New Hampshire 
that there is necessity for an appropriation for one at Mare Island. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Possibly the Senator can. I only wanted the 
fact to appear that the Government had recently built a dock there. 

Mr. GORMAN. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland moves 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the Chair will submit the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to offer it as a separate amendmen: of 
three lines. It will, of course, take the fate of the other; bui I 
offer it so that it may be on the record. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTarY. Insert: 

For eee the dry dock facilities at Boston Navy-Yard, either ly the 
eniargement of the existing dock or the construction of a new one, at the discre 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy, $800,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I trust we shall have a vote on striking out 
lines 4, 5, and 6, on page 21. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I hope the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations striking out the 
appropriation for the commencement of the dry dock at Algiers, 
opposite the city of New Orleans, will not prevail. I have no 
doubt it would be a very proper thing to have a dry dock at Ports- - 
mouth, in New Hampshire, and at the great port of Boston, in the 
State of Massachusetts, but those ports have not gotten so far 
along in a matter of this sort as we have at Algiers, on the Missis- 
sippi River. 

A few years ago Congress determined that there should be a dry 
dock established at some point upon the Gulf coast. In pursuance 
of that determination a commission was appointed to examine all 
of the localities upon the Gulf coast thought to be suitable for 
the construction of a dry dock. That commission, after examin- 
ing several points on the Gulf coast, to wit, Galveston, Mobile, 
Pensacola Sabine Pass, New Orleans, and Algiers, determined 
that a dry dock should be established at Algiers in preference to 
as | of the other ports upon the South Atlantic and Gulf coast. 

t would seem that the report of the first commission was not 
satisfactory to certain gentlemen. Whereupon at another session 
of Congress a second commission was created by law for the pur- 
pose of reviewing the findings of the first commission and again to 
determine where a dry dock upon the Gulf coast should be lo- 
cated. In pursuance of this second declaration of law a second 
commission was organized, and that commission examined the fol- 
eg amy Key West, Tampa, Pensacola, Mobile, Port Eads, 
New Orleans, Galveston, Aransas Pass, and A®wiers, and made a 
report from which I take the following extract: 

New Orleans is the only port on the Gulf coast or the waters connected 
therewith where the three primary requisites for a dry dock are to be found. 
It is situated about 100 miles up the river. It is the largest city in the Gulf 
States. From the entrance of South Pass to the city a depth of mere than 
26 feet can be carried at all times. The soil of the river banks in its vicir‘ty 
at the surface light is, from 2 to 4 feet below the surface, of clay or clay and 
sand, increasing in density and solidity with the depth of the boring or ex- 
eavation made, insuring a foundation amply sufficient to support a load of 
a in the dock by the employment of the usual methods in its cou- 
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This port has other and great advantages as the site. Being the greatest 
center of population of the Gulf States, labor, skilled or otherwise, can be 
obtained at short notice. Its foreign commerce per than that of all the 


other Gulf ports together, last year reaching 2, 72 tons; all others, 1,997,- 
892 tons. A fresh-water harbor, its water communication with the interior 
by the Mississippi and its tributaries is nowhere in the world equaled, and 
this is supplemented by six great railroad lines, which, with their connec- 
tions, reach every part of the country. Defense of these by the whole 

of the nation is assured. It is a military necessity. Fresh water for all uses 
is supplied by ae the river water, by the rainfall, and by artesian wells. 
Epidemic diseases of foreign origin are prevented bya So of o 
antine regulations, and the general health of the city is as g as that of any 
Gulf port. A supply of iron, coal, or other material required can always be 
had at short notice and at cheap rates. 


The conclusion of the commission is: 

The commission therefore select this as the most suitable site for a dry dock 
on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico or the waters connected therewith. 

It thus appears that two commissions have already sat in judg- 
ment on this question, and both these commissions have decided 
in favor of a dry dock at iers. 

Mr. President, the city of New Orleans, opposite which is Algiers, 
is the second or third port in the United States in the aggregate 
of imports and exports received there. It is exceeded by the port 
of New York and perhaps by that of Boston. It is certainly the 
third. Ships from all parts of the world are found in the harbor 
of New Orleans. The Mississippi River in front of Algiers, where 
this dock is to be located, is 150 feet deep at a medium stage of 
water. There the bottom is of mud. It is fresh water. It is 110 
miles from the Gulf. It has many advantages for a dry dock pos- 
sessed by no other location upon the Gulf of Mexico. 

Now, Mr. President, not only was this dry dock at Algiers rec- 
ommended by the two commissions appointed for the purpose, but 
the recommendation of the last commission received the approval 
of Mr. Tracy, then the Secretary of the Navy. Not only that, sir, 
but at the last session of Congress an — was made by 
Congress on the naval appropriation bill for the purpose of ac- 
quiring a site for a dry dock at Algiers, in Louisiana, and that 
dry-dock site has been acquired and is low the property of the 
Government. 

Mr. President, the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to strike out the appropriation for the dry dock at New Or- 
leans is in defiance of the recommendation of the Naval Com- 
mittees of the two Houses of Congress. Itis well known that the 
Naval Appropriation bill is considered by the Naval Committee 
of the House of Representatives. This — was placed in 
the bill by the Naval Committee of the House of Representatives, 
and it passed the House. I understand the Naval Committee of 
the Senate mero of this appropriation. 

Now, Mr. ident, we have the site there —— —_ ex- 
penditure of = money. ae is y for the con- 
struction of this dry dock. Why should it not be constructed? 
The Senator from Maryland gives as a reason for it the condition 
of the Treasury of the United States as regards money to meet 
the expenditures of the Government. Hedoes that notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the eeees the Treasury reported to Con- 
gress recently that on the ist day of December next he estimated 
there would be a surplus of $22,000,000 under existing revenue 
laws in the Treasury of the United States. 

I do not take any stock in the statement that the Government 
has not the means to begin works of this kind which have been 
heretofore ordered by Congress. This case differs from the one 
at Boston which has been urged by the Senators from Massachu- 
setts in that there is no law authorizing the construction of a dry 
dock there. It differs from the one urged by the Senator from 
New Hampshire in that there is no law directing the construction 
of a dry k there. There is law for the one at iers and 
everything is ready to begin the construction of the dry dock there 
except the money; and this appropriation isintended to provide the 
money for that ee 

Mr. President, w this dry dock is proposed to be located is 
near the mouth of the greatest river in our country, a river that 
drains two-thirds of the American Union. The Mississippi River 
and its tributaries constitute a vast inland system of navigable 
waterways, aggregating 16,000 miles. There is no system in the 
world of navigable Sane at all equal to it. It would seem 
therefore, to be y the place where a dry dock should 
be established for the naval purposes of our Government. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this work will not be further post- 
poned by striking out this paltry sum of $100,000 intended to be- 

in it. 
= INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL. I submit a conference report on the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. It will take but'a moment. It need not be read. 
I ask unanimous consent that the reading may be dispensed with, 
as the report has been read. I willstate that the two points ob- 
jected to, amendments 134 and 202, have been stricken out, so that the 
ground for the complaint made no longer exists. 

The report was submitted as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d@ ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for 


current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treat; 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending J une 40, 1 

and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 5, 7, 67, 112, 151, 152, 
159, 160, 161, 172, 173, 174, 184, 185, 187, 188, 195, 196, 198, and 201. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 3, 4,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 
81, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 30, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 
59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 
89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 108, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 
116, 117, 119, 120, 122, 123, 124, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 183, 135, 138, 139, 141, 142, 143, 145, 
146, 147, 153, 154, 155, 157, 158, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 169, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 
186, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 197, 202, 203, 204, 205, and 207; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
after the word “located” at the end of said amendment the following: “and 
where practicable competent Indians shall be given the preference; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the amended porn insert the following: ‘‘ For the support and civilization 
of the Tartle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians in North Dakota, including 
seeds, $18,090, of which amount $5,000 shall be immediately available for the pur- 
chase of food for the immediate relief of the members of said band, as the chief 
and council thereof may recognize to belong to said band, who shall be the sole 
beneficiaries thereof; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 96, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
~ o named in the amended paragraph insert, ‘‘$1,250;"’ and the Senate agree 

che same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out on 

e 55, in line 4 of the bill, the words ‘“‘ not be opened to settlement until after,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘ be opened to settlement within; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 109, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted * amendment insert the following: ‘‘ Deposited in the 
Treasury subject to the judgment of the courtin the suit herein provided for, 
less such amount, not to exceed $15,000, as the Secretary of the Interior may fin 
due Luther H. Pike, deceased, late delegate of said Indians, in accordance with 
his agreement with said Indians, to be retained in the Treasury to the credit and 
subject to the drafts of the legal representative of said Luther H. Pike;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 118, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert after 
the word “‘ act,” at the end of line 19, page 58 of the bill, the 4 ae 

‘* Provided, That any claimant whose claim has heretofore been wholly disal- 
lowed by the Interior Department may, Within six months after the passage of 
this act, bring suit u the same in the Court of Claims, and the time of removal 
from the reservativn by said claimant shall be no bar to said suit. 

‘The Interior Department shall transfer all the papers filed in any such claim 
to the Court of Claims to be used as evidence therein; and the rights and equities 
of such claimant to damages sustained by reason of removal from such lands 
shall be by the court fully considered and determined: Provided, however, That if 
the court shall find that any such claimant arbitrarily disobeyed, or neglected 
without reason to obey, the order of removal his claim shall be disallowed.” 
And the © agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 121, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in the amended paragraph insert the following: ‘‘$3,000;” and the 
Senate te the same. 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 131, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out, in 
line 3 of said amendment, the words ‘‘two years” and insert in lieu thereof ‘one 
year.’ Strike out, in line 12 of said amendment, the words ‘two years” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof ‘one year,” and in line l4of said amendment, after the word 
‘‘on,” insert the words ‘‘and purchasers of;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disa ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 132, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 16 of 
the fourth and last paragraph of said amendment, strike out the word ‘‘one”’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘two;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ent tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 134, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add after 
the word “‘country” at the end of said amendment the following, “ , but this pro- 
poe a: ~ — to -—,, the . oe removal of int: 7 
ace ng oregoing agrecmen yon ay of Jan , 1896 ;’ 
and the agree to the same. ‘ — 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ameni{ment of the Senate 
numbered 137, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Transfer 
and insert amendment immediately before line 16, on page 60 of the bill; and 
the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 140, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; In l'eu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ at $1,500 per 
annum ;" and the Sener to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 156, and to the same with amendment as follows: Add after the 
word ‘‘dollars,” at the end of the amended paragraph, the ak “ Provided, 
That any pupil who has been in attendance at said school ae e fiscal year 
1895, shall be permitted to continue at said school during the fiscal years 1895 and 
1896 ;”” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 167,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the words stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
**$1,800;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the word “‘five"’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘three;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 170, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out and inserted by said amendmentinsert the following: ‘‘two 
thousand ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 171, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken outand inserted by said amendment insert the following : ‘“‘twenty- 
nine thousand and tifty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 175, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
“ten " insert ‘‘five;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement te the amendment of the Senate 
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numbered 176, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ twenty-two thous- 
and nine hundred ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 189,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $29,050 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add atthe 
end of said amendment as a new raph the following: 

“That hereafter no Indian chi shall be sent from any Indian reservation to a 
school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated without 
the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child, if either of them are 


living, and if neither of them are living, without the voluntary consent of the next 


of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made before the agent of the reserva- 
tien, and he shall send to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs his certificate that 
such consent bas been voluntarily given before such child shall be removed from 
such reservation. And it shall be unlawful for any Indian agent or other em- 
ployee of the Government to induee, or seek to induee, by withhelding rations 
or S other improper means, the parents or next of kin of any Indian to consent 
to the removal of any Indian child beyond the limits of any Indian reservation.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 47, 65, 97, 125, 136, 144, 148, 149, 150, and 200 the commit- 
tee of conference have been unable to agree. 

WILKINSON CALL, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W.S. HOLMAN, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 

J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have it explained where the amend- 
ment numbered 118 comes in the bill. 

Mr. CALL. We found that the original bill was entirely correct 
and the conference report was entirely correct. The mistake was 
in ourselves in looking into it. 

Mr. TELLER. Whatexplanation does the Senator from Connect- 
iecut desire? : 

Mr. PLATT. There is a long matter of legislation inserted as an 
amendment to amendment 118. One hundred and eighteen was to 
strike out the claim of Bartlett Richards, and there is a long lot 
of new legislation that purperts to be an amendment to amendment 
118 and has nothing whatever te do with it, and so far as I know 
has not been before either House. 

Mr. TELLER. Let amendment numbered 118 be read. 

The Secrerary. Insert after the word ‘‘act,” at the end of line 
19, page 58 of the bill, the following: 

Provided, That any claimant whose claim has heretofore been wholly dis- 
allowed by the Interior Department may, within six months after the passage of 
this act, bring suit upon the same in the Court of Claims, and the time of the 
removal from the reservation by said claimant shall be no bar to said suit. 

The Interior Department shall transfer ali the papers filed in any such claim 
to the Court of Claims to be used as evidence therein, and the rights and equi- 
ties of such claimant to damages sustained by reason of removal from such lands 
shall be by the court fully considered and determined: Provided, however, That 
if thecourt shall find that any such claimant arbitrarily disobeyed, or neglected 
without good reason to obey, the order of removal, his claim shall be wed. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that provision might have been put at 
some other place in the bill more properly than there. 

Mr. TELLER. It will not make much difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in 
the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate request a further conference 
on the amendments still in disagreement between the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CaLL, Mr. 
CocKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES KERR, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 1201) to 
noo for the reimbursement of officers and seamen for propert 

ost or destroyed in the naval service of the United States, wit 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8727) making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 5,000 additional copies of the second 
special report of the Commissioner of Labor, being a report of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House of 
Representatives; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 840) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson ; 

A bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine; 

A bill (H. R. 1229) granting a pension to Bridget Devine; 

A bill (H. R. 1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney; 


A bill (H. R. 1819) to correct the military record of James P. 
MeGee; 

A bill (H. R. 2118) to pension John B. Leach; 

A bill (H. BR. 2130) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 

A bill (H. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

a bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
ale; 

A bill (H. R. 3194) to amend the record of Simon Rice, of Com- 
pany A, Sixth Maryland Velunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3977) to pension Jane Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chartani; 

A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs; 

A bill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension to Joseph R. Brooks, father, 
by adoption, ef Henry M. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 6461) to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary Button, of 
Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 

‘ a (H. R. 6651) te pension Susannah Kepford, of Noble County, 
nd. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7997) to amend the military record of Angus V. Wil- 
son; 

A bill (H. R, 8093) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander Wiiliam- 
son ; 

A bill (H. R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold; 

A joint resolution (8. R.139) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the citizens’ general committee on the twenty-ninth 
national encampment Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at 
Louisville, September, 1895, condemned cannon ; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 141) to extend the time for taking testi- 
mony in relation to the value of the improvements of the Mononga- 
hela Navigation Company on the Monongahela River, in Pennsyl- 
vania; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 142) continuing the present officers of the 
courts in the Indian Territory until the bill for the reorganization 
of the judiciary of that Territory, which has passed both Houses of 
Congress and awaits the signature of the President of the United 
States, becomes a law. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the following concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 additional copies, in cloth binding, of the second special report of 
the Commissioner ef Labor, being a report of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce of the House of Representatives, submitted July 20, 1892; 
1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Department of Labor; 
and the Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized to revise said report to in- 
clade the labor legislation subsequent to the year 1891 and to annotate the report 
with reference to decisions of courts under the laws comprehended therein. 

PROPERTY LOST IN NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Presiding Officer to lay before the 
Senate a message transmitted to the Senate from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in reference to Senate bill 1201. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1201) to provide 
for the reimbursement of officers and seamen for property lost or 
destroyed in the naval service of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the House 
amendments and ask for a committee of conference with the House 
on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLack- 
BURN, Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. HaLe were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 





poses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike 
out lines 4 to 6, inclusive, on page 21. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I simply desire to add a word on 
this matter. The argument used by the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGer]} that he sees no reason why the spot at Al- 
giers, on the Gulf Coast, should be singled out as the site for the con- 
struction of a dry dock in the absence of any plan of a general 
character formulated for the purpose of establishing dry docks does 
not appear to me to be well taken. It is impossible to formulate 
any general plan in advance for the needs of the military marine 
or the civil marine. 

The demands for a dry dock depend upon a number of contingen- 
cies—the number of ships, the location of site, and matters of that 
deseription. If appropriations for dry docks are to be voted down 
because no quneeet pian is formulated, then we shall have no dry 
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docks whatever. The only plan that can be formulated is the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Navy and the sanction by a 
committee of that recommendation. I see no reason why there 
should not be a dry dock upon the Gulf Coast. I see no reason 
why there should be a waiting for any general plan, which, in the 
nature of things, occurs to me to be impossible. 

Mr. President, what is the use of building ships, of constructing 
amarine, without the necessary appliances for repairing those ships? 
It occurs to me that if we continue the appropriations for battle 
ships and cruisers that it is indispensable that there should be some 
place for the repair of those vessels. 

The Senator from Massachusetts appropriately says that there 
ought to be adry dock either at Portsmouth or at Boston. I quite 
agree as to that, but I do not agree with the conclusion that because 
there is not now an appropriation for that purpose therefore there 
should be none for the dry dock at Algiers. Neither am I one who 
has a holy horror of battle ships. I believe that it is a preventive 
of war instead of an excitement to war. I believe that we should 
have a certain number of ships in order to impress = foreign 
nations the greatness and the power and the strength of the United 
States. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the question of building dry docks 
has come to be largely a question of the distributing, according to 
locality, of money in the Treasury; it is a favorite form of approach 
to Congress; and in the years past the actual need of the few dry 
docks that should be large enough to accommodate naval ships and 
also the great ships of the commercial marine has been greatly ex- 
aggerated. ‘The result is that we are called upon to appropriate for 
these docks in different places all over the country, some of which 
are not and never were needed, and are not used, and would never 
be used, and could never be used. 

Now, if any places are to be preferred, they are not experimental 

laces; they are not places where it is sought to locate dry docks 

n order to get an appropriation from the Government in the local- 
ity, but they should be placed in those localities which have been 
settled for years, and wiere there are regular navy-yards or naval 
stations, which can be maintained where there is no question about 
the security of the structure. 

The Algiers dry dock is a Simon Pure case of local importunity 
for a structure that can never be built to advantage and never can 
be used to advantage. 

Ido not want the Senators from Louisiana, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to have any misunderstanding as to my position about this 
matter. I am not opposing the construction or the spending of 
money for a dry dock there simply on the ground that we can not 
do it this year, but on the ground that I have no thought that it 
can ever be done at any time to advantage, and every dollar that is 
put in there wiil be sunk. 

You may go to this locality—I have been there myself, and other 
Senators have been there. At one time of the year it looks bright 
and prosperous, it looks safe for the building of structures; but at 
another portion of the year, almost a half, it is under water, and 
will be under water, and anything that we put there will be 
drowned out. Send acommission there at the time of the year 
that is favoring, and from all that it sees it will report in favor of 
the location of a dry dock; but send that commission there at 
another time of the year and it will report the project to be utterly 
impracticable. 

he Committee on Appropriations,in considering this subject, 
dealt with this q*estion and with the other questions. We were 
asked to provide for a dry dock in New England, for one upon the 
Pacific coast, and one upon the Gulf, and we struck them all out; 
that is, we refused to insert a provision for New England and for 
the Pacific coast, and struck out the Louisiana dry dock at Algiers. 
I hope and believe that the Senate will confirm this action. 

I do not blame the Senators from Louisiana for wanting to get 
their share of the money that either is in the Treasury or that is 
predicted will some time or other get into the Treasury. I helped 
them the other day to get a very large amount of money out of the 
Treasury, because I thonght it was a case which appealed to us, 
appealed to our sympathies, and was intrinsically and upon its 
merits right. 

Mr. President, this is not one of those cases. It is a case where it 
is sought to take so much money out of the Treasury for a local 
work, which I believe will never avail anything to the Government, 
and therefore I hope the amendment will be sustained. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine 

Mr. Har] has given it as his opinion that the conditions exist- 

g at Algiers it impossible for a dry dock to be constructed 
there, or for one to be made available there for useful purposes. 
I have no doubt that the abilities of the Senator from Maine as a 
naval oa engineer are great; but, however high my 
opinion of his abilities in that line may be, I am compelled to be- 
licve that the board of eminent naval o: and others appointed 


by the President were his superiors, in the aggregate at least, in. 


ability and experience in that line. The President of the United 


States appointed the following commission, who sat in ju ent 
upon this question: Capt. Francis M. Bunce, United States Navy; 
Mai. H: B. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery, United States Army; R. 


M. G. Brown, United States Navy, and Messrs. Sidney Perham 
and David P. Littler. 

I do not know any of those gentlemen personally, but I assume 
that the President of the United States and the then Secretary of 
the Navy knew them, and that they were appointed because of their 
abilities in the line of this particular service of the Government, 
and because of their fitness to discharge the duties of a commission 
in determining what points presented the best advantages for a 
dry dock. Thiscommission differed from the Senator from Maine. 
All of the conditions affecting the construction of a dry dock at 
Algiers were considered by them, and the objections which the 
Senator from Maine alluded to in his speech just now were duly 
wad and every one of them found not to be tenable. 

They decided, after having visited the ground, after having con- 
sidered everything for and against, that Algiers was a proper 
place for the construction of this dry dock, that the foundations 
were good, that there was ample water at that point, the Missis- 
sippi River being at that point 150 feet deep and half a mile wide. 
They considered the question of the floods of the Mississippi River, 
and that objection had no terrors for the commission. The fact 
that the Mississippi River rises sometimes to flood stages does not 
interfere at all with the construction of the dry dock at this point, 
or the maintenance of one there, or its being made useful for the 
purposes of the Government. 

Mr. President, it is true that at some points upon the 23,000 
miles of the ocean coast line of the United States the tide rises as 
high as is the difference at New Orleans between the low-water 
level of the a River and its flood surface. I believe on 
the Pacific coast, in the neighborhood of Puget Sound, where it 
is proposed to locate a dry dock, that the tide rises perhaps as high 
as 10 or more feet. I ask the Senator from Washington what is 
the rise and fall of the tide at that point? 

Mr. SQUIRE. The extreme height is 17 feet 3 inches, and the 
minimum height is 14 feet 5 inches. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Seventeen feet and 3 inches at Seattle, as 
the Senator from Washington states, between ebb tide and flood 
tide. Let me Ss the Senator from Maine that is greater than 
the difference at New Orleans between the extreme low-water level 
of the Mississippi River and its high-water level at flood tide. 
As I recollect it—and I am speaking merely from recollection— 
the difference is not more than from 10 to 15 feet at New Orleans, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Seventeen feet. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My colleague corrects me and says it is 
17 feet. Ifso, it is no greater than the rise and fall of the tide on 
the Pacific coast, in the northwestern section of our country. 

Nor is it true, as stated by the Senator from Maine, that Algiers 
is subject to submersion by the floods of the river. The city of 
New Orleans, and Algiers, opposite, have not been flooded in years 
by the waters of the Mississippi River. But whatever objections 
might have been made to this site from that standpoint, the com- 
mission considered them and rejected them as untenable. So 
when the Senator from Maine alludes to this and urges the same 
as objections to this site, he is bringing in something which has 
already been considered by a commission charged with that duty 
= er by them as insufficient to warrant the rejection of 

e site. 

The rise and fall of the tides upon the Gulf coast are not great, 
All that was considered by the commission; and notwithstandin 
that there is considerable difference between the low-water leve 
of the Mississippi River at New Orleans and the high-water level 
there, and notwithstanding the fact that the commission were 
well aware that at Pensacola and other Gulf points the rise and 
fall of the tide was not great, they decided that Algiers presented 
greater advantages for the construction of a dry dock than any 
other point upon the Gulf coast. 

It is too late, Mr. President, for the objections which have been 
brought forward by the Senator from Maine in his speech to be 
now urged. That question is res adjudicata. Congress not only 
created the two commissions, both of which determined that 
Algiers was the proper place, but Congress went further and ap- 
propriated money to acquire the site for this dry dock. The ques- 
tion, therefore, of the location of a dry dock at that point is set- 
tled, and, so far as the action of Congress is concerned, it isa 
thing adjudged. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
who last addressed the Chair a question, if he will allow me. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall vote against this amendment, because 
the determination of the Appropriations Committee is that there 
shall be no further appropriations at this session for new docks, 
and not hecause of the reason which seems to influence the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hacer], that he is afraid this dry dock would be 
washed away if it were built. I feel that, having committed this 
subject, as we did, to a board of naval officers of skill, we ought 
to ee some weight to their recommendations. I understand they 
had committed to them the whole subject of where a navy-yard 
should he located. 
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Mr, BLANCHARD. A dry dock. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Or where a dry dock should be 
where in the Gulf of Mexico, and that they examin 
Mobile Bay, and the mouth of the Mississippi. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And other points. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They had the whole question before them, 
and they deliberately came to the conclusion that Algiers, opposite 
the city of New Orleans, was the proper point. 

I do not consider, I will say to the Senator, that the question is res 
adjudicata. There is nothing, I find, which is res adjudicata which 
requires an appropriation by Con For instance, I consider 
that the United States honestly owes the sugar bounty to the sugar 
planters of Louisiana for the last year. I do not think that isa 
technical question, but that it is an ethical question, a question of 
national honor and national honesty. -I think we owe every dollar of 
it, and yet the Senators from Louisiana and the raisers of sugar in 
their State have found out that a claim is not money to get an ap- 
propriation to carry out an obligation of the Government. So, 
although this question, in the opinion of the Senator, may be res 
adjudicata, it is not; and there will be no dry dock at Algiers until 
there is an appropriation. 

My question is not as to the danger of this dry dock disappear- 
ing. I did not hear the whole argument of the Senator from Maine, 
but I understood him to say he was afraid if the dock was built 
there it would not last long. My doubt is whether, if there is to 
be a dry dock upon the Mississippi River, it ought to be so far in- 
land as New Orleans. New Orleans is a long way up the river. 
Will the Senator tell me how far? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One hundred and ten miles. 

Mr. CHANDLER. One hundred and ten miles inland. The ques- 
tion with me, as to which I desire to be satisfied either now or at 
some future time, is whether it is wise to locate a large, new dry 
dock for the Gulf of Mexico, which, of course, must be made large 
enough to take in the greatest ships of the Navy, the battle ships 
and all others, over 100 miles from the mouth of the Mississippi. I 
thought New Orleans was 150 miles inland, but possibly since I was 
there, some years ago, the stream runs straighter to the ocean than 
it did at that time, for it was very crooked then, and perhaps the 
distance has been shortened since; but are the Senators from Lonu- 
isiana prepared to defend the proposition which I admit the naval 
officers have made, that the one first large new dry dock for the 
Gulf of Mexico—and I do not think another will be built for some 
time—should be located so far inland as Algiers? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the point to which the 
Senator from New Hampshire alludes, the distance of Algiers 
from the Gulf of Mexico, was considered by the commission, 
along with other objections which were urged to the selection 
of that locality for the site of this dock, and the commission 
reported that Algiers, located as it is 110 miles from the Gulf 
of Mexico, was by all odds the best place for the construction of 
the dock. 

The Mississippi River from New Orleans to the Gulf of Mexico 
is 150 feet deep and a half mile wide until it reaches what is called 
the Head of the Passes. There is where the jetties constructed 
by Eads commence. 

Let me say further that through the South Pass of the Missis- 
sippi River, where the Eads jetties were constructed, is a channel 
which will admit to deep water in the Mississippi River, above 
the Head of the Passes, ships of the greatest dr in the world. 
Ships drawing from 27 to 30 feet of water go aoa the South 
Pass of the Micsisaippi River without detention, and once inside 
the Head of the Passes, from there for 100 miles to New Orleans 
there is a a of fresh water half a mile wide and 150 feet deep, 
a ay of fresh water capable of accommodating the fleets of the 
world, 

It is well known that it is a great advantage to ships to get out 
of the salt water, where barnacles fasten upon their bottoms, into 
fresh water, which removes a large of these barnacles. It is 
an additional advantage, instead of being a disadvantage, that 
this dry dock should be located in fresh water. 

Mr.SQUIRE. May Iinterrupt the Senator to say that his views 
on that point are absolutely correct, and that I agree with him? 

Mr. B CHARD. Iam glad to have the concurrence of the 
judgment of the Senator from Washington. 

r. President, there can, therefore, be nothing in the objection 
urged by the Senator from New Hampshire that it is too far from 
the salt water of the Gulf of Mexico. 

What I said about res adjudicata epplying in this case had ref- 
erence merely to the objections which have been urged to Algiers 
as the place of the location of this dock. I did not intend it to 
apply to any action which Congress may or may not take as to 

g an appropriation or withholding an appropriation for the 
commencement of this work. 

I think the action of the two commissions in selecting Algiers; 
the action of Mr. Tracy, as Secretary of the Navy, in approving 
the recommendations of the last commission; the action of Con- 
gress in providing money to acquire a site for a dry dock there, 
and the acquisition of the site itself, all constitute res adjudicata 


laced, any- 
Pensacola, 


against the objections which are urged to this point by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the committee. [Putting the question.] The 
“ayes” seem to haveit. The “ayes” have it, and the amendment 


is agreed to. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Louisiana will with- 


draw his call for the yeas and nays until the bill comes into the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. That will do just as well. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator may reserve this amendment for a 
separate vote in the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. With that understanding I withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, line 7, after the 
word “For,” to strike out “‘the construction of a steam tug at Mare 
Island Navy-Yard, Cal., for the use of said yard, in addition to the 
sum of $50,000 authorized by the act of July 26, 1894, $30,000; 

“Quay wall between ferry slip and dry dock (estimated cost, 
$52,793.48), $10,000; grading and paving aboutstone dry dock (esti- 
mated cost, $30,445.03), $10,000,” and insert “extension of quay 
wall toward coal shed (estimated cost, $88,306), $10,000;” in line 
23, after the word “‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘to be immediately avail- 
able,” and on page 22, line 3, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to 
strike out “fifty” and insert “ten ;” so as to make the clause read: 


Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.: For extension of quay wall toward coal shed 
(estimated cost, $88,306), $10,000; enlarging entrance to stone dry dock, $20,736; 


new c.isson for stone dry dock, $53,000; dredging, $10,000; 3 steam capstans for 
dry dock, $5,971, to be immediately available ; railroad scales, $1,640; improvement 
of coppersmith shop, steam engineering, $4,527; yard roads, $5,000; in all, $110,874. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee the 
reason which prompted the committee to strike out the appropria- 
tion of $30,000. 

Mr. WHITE. If my colleague will permit me, I have just received 
a dispatch from the Assistant Secretary of the Navy concerning that 
item, which I should like to have read. 

Mr. GORMAN. [ ask the Senator to have that done a little 
on and pass over the amendment for the time being. 

Mr. WHITE. [ have no objection if that is satisfactory to my 
colleague. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over for the time being. ‘The reading of the bill wil! proceed, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, line 7, after the 
word ‘‘quarters,” to strike out ‘to be made immediately avail- 
able;” in line 8, after the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘and 
seventy-five,” and in line 10, before the word “thousand,” to strike 
out ‘‘eighty,” and insert “‘ five;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Dry dock. Puget Sound naval station, Washington: For continuation of dry 
dock, dredging, otfice building, and officers’ quarters, $200,000; roadways, $5,000; 
in all, $205,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, by the indulgence of the Senate I 
should like to say a few words on the subject of the committee 
amendment. I desire very much to have the attention of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Nav-l Affairs as well as those of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave to go to the room of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for a moment. Will the Senator from Washington 
allow me to make a single observation before he proceeds? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. In regard to the paragraph beginning in line 12 of 
page 21 of the bill, relating to Key West, I desire to state for my 
colleague and myself that we shall insist upon the amendment of 
the committee being disagreed to and the provision remaining in 
the bill for Key West. But it is evidently too late now to make any 
protracted controversy upon the subject, and unless the House shall 
disagree to if when it comes to it we shall have to abandon the 
idea. I shall ask a disagreement upon the paragraph next suc- 
ceeding that to which the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] 
proposes to address himself. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, very wisely the Congress passed @ 
law which was approved March 2, 1891, authorizing the construc- 
tion of a dry dock on Puget Sound, to cost not to exceed $700,000. 
That was in addition to the $10,000 appropriated for the purchase of 
land, whereby about 150 acres of land were acquired. It was con- 
sidered to have been a very good purchase. There ought to have 
been seven or eight hundred acres purchased. It could have been 

urchased at a very moderate price at that time. But there was a 
eeling that the extreme far West ought to be thankful for what it 
could get, and we were very glad to get the provision which we 
obtained at that time. 

As i stated, it was provided that the dry dock should not cost 
more than $700,000. ‘The reasons which prevailed at that time were 
these, as Irememberthem. I donot intend to dwell upon this topic, 
although it is a very favorite one with me; thatis, the development 
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and expansion of the great region of the Pacific Northwest. The 
new State of Washington, which came into the Union in the year 
1889, had shown marvelous developmentand growth. As indicated 
by the census of 1890, it had then a population of about 350,000. It 
had in a comparatively short space of time from a Territorial condi- 
tion, having twenty-five, thirty-five, fifty-five, seventy-five thousand 
people, expanded into a great State having a city, as shown by the 
census, of over 43,000 population, and several cities with a popu- 
lation in that vicinity. 

Then it was taken into consideration that the State had great 
resources as relates to the cereal production; as to wheat, having 
a capacity of production of 200,000,000 bushels per annum, according 
to the best statistics obtainable, when this area should be properly 
cultivated; having great forests of merchantable timber, surpass- 
ing anything in the known world in that regard; having more val- 
uable forests than all that is left of the Northern belt of forests, ex- 
cluding the Southern pine. This one State has more valuable 
timber than all the forests of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin, 
— a that clear through to the eastern shore of Maine com- 

ined. 

It has vast coal mines. It has more than 1,000,000 acres in super- 
ficial area of deposits of coal, and those great deposits of coal are 
now being developed. It has wonderful resources in the line of 
steel-producing iron—iron ore that is capable of producing the best 
Bessemer steel. It has the flux, the lime, the coking coal, all these 
indicating a great future empire, and the Congress of the United 
States very wisely decided, in the year I have mentioned, to establish 
there a great dry dock, the foundation fora great navy-yard. It is 
now denominated in naval ee the Puget Sound naval station. 

I may say in passing, and I think I ought to say it in justice to 
the people there and to the men who have invested their money in 
great enterprises, that Puget Sound possesses the most important 
and most transcontinental railway connections of any part of the 
United States on the Pacific Coast. There are four distinct trans- 
continental lines terminating on Puget Sound, entirely independent 
of each other. There is the Union Pacific, proceeding by the way 
of Granger and Portland, and the Pacific branch of the Northern 
Pacific to Tacoma and thence to Seattle. Then there is the North- 
ern Pacific Railway, proceeding from St. Paul through to Seattle 
and Tacoma and Portland, and there is the Great Northern Rail- 
way, proceeding from St. Paul through to Everett and Seattle, and 
there is the Canadian Pacific Railway, proceeding to Vancouver on 
the coast of British Columbia, which is connected by two distinct 
systems of railway coast lines with Seattle, making four distinct 
transcontinental lines. 

I speak of this fact because very few people are aware of the 
enormous developments in that part of our land. 

I take this opportunity, having been for the last two years and 
until recently the only Senator from the State of Washington, to do 
what I feel it is my duty to the people of that State to do, to call 
attention to the development of this region. Iam not going into 
it with any statistical matters. I will present it in passing. I 
wish to state that the Congress of the United States evidently saw 
that there was to be the seat of a great future empire. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Washington kindly 
inform me of what section of the country he is speaking? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam speaking now of that part of the State of 
cer immediately bordering upon what is known as Puget 

und, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ithank the Senator. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am speaking of it with reference to the great 
dry dock that has been already established there by the Govern- 
ment, and with a view to the continuation of the work on the d 
dock. Iam speaking of it especially with the view of the desire I 
have that the amendment which has been incorporated in the bill 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations shall not be adopted. 
I wish to state for the information of the honorable Senator from 
Colorado, and of the Senate, that in acting as the Congress of the 
United States did in starting this oo work on Puget Sound in 
1891 and in pursuing it for the past four years they have made no 
mistake, and that that work should go on to completion as speedily 
as possible. 

Mr. President, the dry dock which is now in process of construc- 
tion there is no new matter. But we have presented to us here 
propositions in reference to new dry docks at Boston, and Ports- 
mouth, and Algiers, in the State of Louisiana. In this case, how- 
ever, it is no new poe ition. It is one that has already been 
adopted, a contract has entered into by the Navy Department, 
and a large amount of money has alneale: been appropriated. 
Altogether there has been appropriated the sum of $480,000, aside 
from some other small a Yap one amounting to $10,000, as 
I stated, for the land, and the other about $6,000 for miscellaneous 
matters which came under the charge of the officer in command 
there during the process of construction. 

The United States Government has entered into a contract with 
a firm of contractors to congtruct the dry dock, and it has made 
ee appropriations heretofore. In the year 1894 it appro- 
pria only the sum of $45,000, and I recollect having a distinct 


understanding with the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the House, Mr. SavERS—I suppose I have a right to refer 
to that—as to accepting and being contented with the small appro- 
priation of $45,000, referred to on page 266 of the publication in 
regard to appropriations, new offices, and so forth, which appro- 
priation was made in the a act for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, approved on the 26th day of July, 1894. 

The people of that State, and I as their representative in part, 
were content with the appropriation of $45,000, with the distinct 
understanding that it would barely run the business of construct- 
ing the dock up to the 3d day of March, 1895. In accordance with 
that understanding the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives has made the requisite appropriation for the 
completion of the dock. 

I have some figures to refer to, but before I do so I wish to speak 
of one other feature and characteristic of this great enterprise on 
the part of the Government. I will ask attention for only a mo- 
ment on that point. 

This is the greatest dry dock that has ever been constructed or 
commenced by the United States Government. It is the greatest 
dry dock that exists on the continent of America. It is one of four 
or five of the greatest dry docks in the world. It is one of the 
twenty-one dry docks in the world which are superior in all respects. 
I have prepared at some expense of time a statement in regard to the 
greatest dry docksofthe world. I shall not take the time of the Sen- 
ate to read it, but I will, with the consent of the Senate, put it in 
the Recorp. It will be seen that the dry dock at Port Orchard on 
ey Sound is the only dry dock in America that stands among 
the first. 





Length. 





Width. Depth. 
Feet. Feet. Feet. 
Port Orchard, Wash...-......---s0.0++--02+- 606 924 30 
St. Johns, Newfoundland ooae 610 66 24 
Sydney, Australia .................- woes 638 84 32 
divostock, Siberia. ..........-...-....+-- et ee 30 
| ey a - acpeenen Saeed eters oe 
SU IIE viciitane dicdsinnsindnccntrccens § os a ~4 
Northfleet, England ....................-.-- 650 65 22 
Portsmouth, England.........-......----+-- 658 804 27% 
NN Ine chrscenninn 6 60 i 
7 60 
Liverpool, England .........-------++-s00+-- 753 60 22; 
oT. . ; 768 60 2 
Birkenhead, England ; 750 8 26 
rkenhe BARRE no cccinns ccvcccccensassss 
a 750 85 
Greenock, Scotland ............--++-<++++--- 635 604 20 
GOO, FINE ote yc bementnascseeeccosesccosess 721 59 23 
Bpesia, Italy ....0ccccnccsccccscccocs senses se asst 106 33 
aranto, Italy .......cccccceccccccccsecccees 688; 105 323 





It appears that the dry dock at Puget Sound, in the State of 
Washington, taking all the elements of measurement into consid- 
eration, the length 606 feet, or, to be accurate, 6053 feet, the width 
92 feet, and the depth of 30 feet, is one of the largest dry docks in 
the world. 

PROPOSED RECESS. 


Mr. GORMAN (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.). Will the Sen- 
ator from Washington yield to me to move a recess until 8 o’clock? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move, then, that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a 
recess until 8 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). The 
Senator from Maryland asks unanimous consent that at 6 o’clock the 
Senate take a recess until8 o’clock. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow .rs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
followin bills, with amendments in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray; and 

A bill (S. 2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

‘ 4 ap 8. 577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
; an 

A bill (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. 
Sweeney. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 1503) to establish harbor regulations for the District of 

olum bia ; 
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A bill (8. 1639) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; 

A bill S 2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Tassin; 

A bill (8. 2799) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State, for the purpose of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
and of the Kansas State Normal Institute thereon, and for a public 


park; 

A bill (H. R. 5301) to pension David H. Sexton for services in 
Oregon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett; 

A bill (H. R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Wear Crawford; and 

A bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Washing- 
ton, who will have an opportunity to conclude his remarks when 
the Senate reassembles, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that I am to proceed with my re- 
marks at 8 o’clock? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Maryland 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


LANDS IN ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to the pub- 
lic domain, lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not 
needed for naval purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether any of the lands are open to settlement under the home- 
stead law, and near a city, and what is their special value? 

Mr. McLAURIN. As to the lands that are near a city, it is pro- 
vided that they shall be sold at a higher rate than those which are 
not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Are the other lands of any special value? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They are not covered with live-oak timber 
or anything of that kind? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; nothing of that kind. It is just pine 
wood land. 

Mr. VILAS. Does the bill provide that the lands shall be offered 
at public auction? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. VILAS. It ought to do so. 

Mr. McLAURIN. It provides that the Government shall fix the 
price at which the lands shall be sold. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


APPLICATIONS FOR PENSIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senate to allow me to call up a bill 
that everybody favors and nobody opposes. I ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8122) to further 
amend section 9 of the act for the relief of certain volunteer and 
regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico, passed 
March 2, 1889. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope there will be no objection. This is a 
very just measure. I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 9 of 
the act for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the 
late war and the war with Mexico, approved March 2, 1889, so as to 
remove the limitation of time within which applications for relief 
may be received and acted upon under the provisions of that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RECESS. 


Mr. Bate and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the order of the Senate may be com- 
plied with. It is Go’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BATE. I have been recognized, and I ask the Senate to pass 
@ bill which should have been passed last night. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought a recess was ordered for 6 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theregular order being demanded, 
and it having been agreed that the Senate should take a recess from 
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6 a to 8 o’clock, the Chair announces that a recess is now 
taken. 

The Senate accordingly (at 6 o’clock p, m.) took a recess until 
8 o’clock p. m. 


AFTER RECESS. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Amessage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 117) granting permission for the erection of a bronze statue 
in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, 
M. D., LL.D. D.C.L 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
8479) making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes; insisted upon its amendments numbered 47, 65, 97, 
125, 144, 148, 149, 150, and 200, upon which the committee have been 
unable to agree; agreed to a further conference asked for by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Ho_Man, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. PICKLER managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (8.1921) for the removal of snow and ice 
from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Wash- 
ington‘and Georgetown, and for other purposes; agreed to a further 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hearn, Mr. RicHarp- 
SON of Tennessee, and Mr. HARMER managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension 
to French W. Thornhill. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to ths 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the 
persion of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8127) to provide increase 
of pension to Hosea Brown, of the war of 1812. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North 
Carolina; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late Myron B. Wright, late a Representative from the State of 
Pennsylvania; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 454) for the relief of Washington College (now known 
as Washington and Lee University), located at Lexington, Va. ; 

A bill (8S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry E. Seaman; 

A bill (8. 1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 
Eastman. 

A bill (8. 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; 

A bill (H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justice of United States courts 
in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take proof in land 
cases, etc. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6430) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. Pin- 


ney; 

A bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; 

A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 8127) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. 8727) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 


THORWALD OLSEN. 


Mr. BATE. With the consent of the Senator who has the naval 
appropriation bill in charge, I wish to state that the bill (H. R. 4012) 
for the relief of Thorwald Olsen is on the Calendar, and was over- 
looked inadvertently last evening by the clerks. It belongs to the 
category of cases that were disposed of by consent last night and 
jastice requires that it shall be disposed of now. I ask that it be 
taken up. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. MURRAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1692) granting a pen- 
sion to William J. Murray. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on page 1, 
line 10, to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and insert “twelve,” and on 
page 1, lmes 10 and 11, to strike out ‘“‘said Murray having become 
totally blind by reason of said service.” 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES F. HOLLY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2199) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles F. Holly. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 6, 
to strike out the word “infantry” and insert the word ‘cavalry,’, 
and in line 7 to strike out “ fifty” and insert “ thirty-six.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2511) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 1, 
line 7, to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘thirty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is a bill that I have felt a great deal of 
interest in. It ought to have passed at $50 a month, as it was 
passed by the Senate, but in view of the fact that we are so near 
the end of the session, [move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS M. CHILL, 


Tho VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 577) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas M. Chill. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, 
to strike out ‘‘twenty” and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR VANCE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 

current resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the eulo- 
ies delivered in Congress upon Hon, Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the 
tate of North Carolina, be printed as required by law. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 

eration of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 

and agreed to. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WRIGHT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives: : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the eulo- 
= delivered in Congress upon Hon. Myron B. Wright, late a Representative 
rom the State of Pennsylvania, be printed as required by law. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to. 

STATUE OF PROFESSOR GROSS. 
Mr. QUAY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the joint resolution (S. K. 117) tin rmis- 
sion for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in Soa or 
Prof. Samuel D. G M.D., LL. D., D. C. L., having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
. 8 QUAY 


M ’ 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
FRANKLIN BARTLETT, 
S. M. ROBERTSON, 
ROBT. ADAMS, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
MUNICIPAL REGULATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on the 


amendment of the House tothe bill (S. 1 for the removal of snow and ice from 
the sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in cities of Washington and George- 


town, and for other P egeamm, having met, after full and free conference, have 


w 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate to the amendment of the House with the following 
amendment: Strike out the word “thirty” in said amendment and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘ sixty;” and that the House agree to the same. 


CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

EPPA HUNTON, 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


JNO. T. HEARD, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

A. C. HARMER, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
AMERICAN UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the 
act to incorporate the American University. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HALE. What is the bill? 

Mr. HUNTON. I will state to the Senator from Maine that it is a 
bill to amend the act incorporating the American University. Itis 
to make the original incorporators the trustees to manage the busi- 
ness until it is regularly arranged under the original act. 

Mr. HALE. It is not the bill in reference to the incorporation of 
a new university? 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no; itis the old incorporation. It has passed 
the other House, and has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIENS OF JUDGMENTS AND DECREES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up the bill (S. 6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the 
United States,” approved August 1, 1888. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments: In line 10, page 1, after the word “ county,” to insert 
‘‘or the same parish in the State of Louisiana;” in line 13, page 2, 
after the word “the,” to insert “clerk of the;” in line 14, strike out 
the words “‘ has a” and insert ‘‘ be required by law to have a,” and 
in line 15, to strike out the word ‘‘keeps” and insert ‘‘ keep,” so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate the 
liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States,” approved Au- 
gust 1, 1888, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sxc. 3. That nothing herein shall be construed to require the docketing of a 
jolene’ or decree of a United States court, or the filing of a transcript thereof, 

n any State office within the same county or the same parish in the State of 
Louisiana in which the judgment or decree is rendered, in order that such judg- 
ment or decree may be a lien on any property within such county if the clerk of 
the United States court be requi by law to have a permanent office and keep a 
judgment record open at all times for public inspection in such county or parish.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. < 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GORDON. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2721) to amend the river and harbor act of August 7, 1894, pro- 
viding for the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga. 

Mr. GORMAN. If it does not lead to any debate I will yield, but 
I give notice now that I must object to any bill after that is con- 
sidered. 

Mr. GORDON. I will make the ong tion that if after the bill 
is taken up it leads to discussion I will agree that it shall be laid 
aside until the appropriation bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. It can only be taken up by laying aside the naval 
appropriation bill. 

r. GORMAN. If the bill will lead to any debate the Senator 
had better ask the Senate to take it up later, or after the naval 
appropriation bill is disposed of. He will accomplish his purpose 
bette 


r. 

Mr. GORDON. I do not know that it will lead to debate; but if 
the Senator from Maryland thinks it is better to call it up later, I 
have no objection. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. It can not be gotten up now, except 4? ae 
mous consent, without displacing the naval a ill. 

Mr. GORDON. If there is no objection to taking it up, will it be 
consistent with our rules, may I ask the Senator from Maryland, to 
lay the bill aside informally, if it leads to debate? 

r. HARRIS. I take it for granted that the Senator from Georgia 
can get the bill up so soon as the naval appropriation bill has been 


Mr. BERRY. I object to any unanimous agreement as to what shall 
be done just as soon as the appropriation bill is disposed of, because 











1895. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





3069 





it was promised my colleague this morning that he should have an 
pam to call up a bill which it is very important to have 
assed. 

Mr.GORDON. Then I give notice that Ishall move to take up the 
bill. It is a bill of great importance—of public importance, one in 
which my State is very deeply interested—and I have not troubled 
the Senate with any other bills, and I shall move to take it up when 
the appropriation bill is out of the way. 

* The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Georgia for that purpose. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr.GORMAN. I trust now that we shall proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bin (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to reduce the appropriation for dry dock, 
Puget Sound naval station, from $275,000 to $200,000. 

r. SQUIRE. Mr. President, by the indulgence of the Senate I 
should hke to say a few words on the subject of the committee 
amendment. I desire very much to have the attention of the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs, as well as those of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave to go to the room of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for a moment. Wil the Senator from Washington 
allow me to make a single observation before he proceeds? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. In regard to the paragraph beginning in line 12 of 

age 21 of the bill relating to Key West, I desire to state for my col- 
fos gue and myself that we shall insist upon the amendment of the 
committee being disagreed to and the provision remaining in the 
bill for Key West. But it is evidently too late now to make any 
protracted controversy upon the subject, and unless the House shall 
disagree to it when it comes to it we shall have to abandon the idea. 
I shall ask a disagreement upon the paragraph next succeeding 
that,to which the Senator from Washington [Mr. SquiRE] pro- 
poses to address himself, 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, very wisely the Congress passed 
a law, which was approved March 2, 1891, authorizing the con- 
struction of a dry dock on Puget Sound, to cost not to exceed 

700,000. This was in addition to the $10,000 appropriated for the 
purchase of land, whereby a quantity of land was acquired, but 
not sufficient for the purpose. It was considered to have been a 
very good purchase. There ought to have been seven or eight 
hundred acres purchased. It could have been purchased at a very 
moderate price at that time. But there was a feeling that the ex- 
treme far West ought to be thankful for what it could get, and 
be were very glad to get the provision which we obtained at that 


e. 

As I stated, it was provided that the dry dock should not cost 
more than $700,000. The reasons which prevailed at that time 
were these, as [remember them. I do not intend to dwell upon 
this topic, although it is a very favorite one with me; that is, the 
development and expansion of the great region of the Pacific 
Northwest. The new State of Washington, which came into the 
Union in the year 1889, had shown marvelous development and 

owth. As indicated by the census of 1890,it had then a popu- 

ation of about 350,000. It had in a comparatively short space of 
time, from a Territorial condition, having twenty-five, thirty-five, 
fifty-five, and in 1880 seventy-five thousand people, expanded 
into a great State having a city, as shown by the census, of 43,000 
population, and several cities with a population in that vicinity. 

en it was taken into consideration that the State had great 
resources as relates to the cereal production; as to wheat, having 
a capacity of production of 200,000,000 bushels per annum, accord- 
ing to the best statistics obtainable, when this area should be prop- 
erly cultivated; having great forests of merchantable timber, sur- 
passing anything in the known world in that regard; having more 
valuable forests than all that is left of the Northern belt of forests, 
excluding the Southern pine. This one State has more valuable 
timber than all the forests of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin, 
= es that clear through to the eastern shore of Maine, com- 

ined. 

It has vast coal mines. It has more than 1,000,000 acres in super- 
ficial area of deposits of coal, and those great deposits of coal are 
now — developed. It has wonderful resources in the line of 
steel-producing iron—iron ore that is capable of producing the 
best Bessemer steel. It has the flux, the lime, the coking coal, all 
these indicating a great future empire, and the Congress of the 
United States very wisely decided, in the year I have mentioned, 
to establish there a great dry dock, the foundation for a great 
navy-yard. It is now denominated in naval parlance the Puget 
Sound naval station. 

I may say in passing, and I think I ought to say it in justice to 
the people there and to the men who have invested their money in 


great enterprises, that Puget Sound the most important 
and most numerous transcontinental railway connections of any 
part of the United States on the Pacific Coast. There are four dis- 
tinct transcontinental lines terminating on Puget Sound, entirely 
independent of each other. Thereis the Union Pacific, proceeding 
by the way of Granger and Portland, and the Pacific branch of 
the Northern Pacific to Tacoma and thence toSeattle. Then there 
is the Northern Pacific Railway proceeding from St. Paul through 
to Seattle and Tacoma and Portland; and there is the Great 
Northern. ear proceeding from St. Paul through to Everett 
and Seattle; and there is the Canadian Pacific Railway, proceeding 
to Vancouver on the coast of British Columbia, which is connected 
by two distinct systems of railway coast lines with Seattle, mak- 


| ing four distinct transcontinental lines. 


I speak of this fact because very few people are aware of the 
enormous developments in that part of our land. 

I take this opportunity, having been for the last two years 
until recently the only Senator from the State of Washington, to 
do what I feel it is my duty to the people of that State to do, to 
call attention to the development of this region. I am not going 
into it with any statistical matters. I will present it in passing. 
I wish to state that the Congress of the United States evidently 
saw that there was to be the seat of a great future empire. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Washington kindly 
inform me of what section of the country he is speaking? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam speaking now of that part of the State of 
Washington immediately bordering upon what is known as Puget 
Sound. I also refer to the resources of the entire State. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam speaking of it with reference to the great 
dry dock that has been already established there by the Govern- 
ment, and with a view to the continuation of the work on the dry 
dock. 1am speakingof it especially with the view of the desire I 
have that the amendment which has been incorporated in the bill 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations shall not be adopted. 
I wish to state for the information of the honorable Senator from 
Colorado, and of the Senate, that in acting as the Congress of the 
United States did in starting this great work on Puget Sound in 
1891 and in pursuing it for the past four years they have made no 
mistake, and that that work should go onto completion as speedily 
as. possible. 

Mr. President, the dry dock which is now in processof construc- 
tion there is no new matter. But we have presented to us here 
propositions in reference to new dry docks at Boston, and Ports- 
mouth, and Algiers, in the State of Louisiana. In this case, how- 
ever, it is no new proposition. It is one that has already been 
adopted, a contract has been entered into bythe Navy Department, 
and a large amount of money has already been appropriated. 
Altogether there has been appropriated the sum of $480,000, aside 
from some other small appropriations, one amounting to $10,000, 
as I stated, for the land, and the other, about $6,000, for miscellane- 
ous matters which came under the charge of the officer in com- 
mand there during the process of construction. 

The United States Government has entered into a contract with 
a firm of contractors to construct the dry dock, and it has made 
inadequate appropriations heretofore. In the year 1894 it appro- 
priated only the sum of $45,000, and I recollect having a distinct 
understanding with the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the House, Mr. SayERs—I suppose I have a right to refer 
to that—as to accepting and being contented with the small ap- 
propriation of $45,000, referred to on page 266 of the publication 
in regard to appropriations, new offices, and so forth, which ap- 
propriation was made in the appropriation act for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, approved on the 26th day of July, 1894. 

The people of that State, and I as their representative in part, 
were content with the appropriation of $45,000, with the distinct 
understanding that it would barely run the business of construct- 
ing the dock up to the 3d day of March, 1895. In accordance with 
that understanding the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives has made the requisite appropriation for the 
completion of the dock. 

I have some figures to refer to, but before I do sol wish to speak 
of one other feature and characteristic of this great enterprise on 
the part of the Government. I will ask attention for only a mo- 
ment on that point. 

This is the greatest dry dock that has ever been constructed or 
commenced by the United States Government. It is the greatest 
dry dock that exists on the continent of America. It is among 
the Soe dry docks in the world. It is one of the twenty-one 
dry docks of the world which are superior in all respects. Ihave 
prepared at some expense of time a statement in regard to the 
greatest dry docksof the world. Ishallnottake thetimeof the Sen- 
ate to read it, but I will, with the consent of the Senate, put it in 
the Recorp. It will be seen that the dry dock at Port Orchard on 
Paget Sound is the only dry dock in America that stands among 
the first. 
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Length. | Width. Depth 
Feet. Feet.* Feet. 
Port Orcharfl, Wash —~...__................ 606 92} 30 
St. Johns, Newfoundland ................... 610 66 24 
SerGney, MMBtTAA... ncn cnn nnn nwneeo senses 638 84 a2 
CPrOmnRER, SIRO . nc esc co ccee anes I Wictitcnn ca ceul 30 
I Tw sissies sven eipittaitterviorsin lintel oo sikeuciencienis oe = 
Tilbury, England _..................-....... i = = 
Worthfiest, Mngiend .................-.....4 650 65 22 
Portemouth, Mngland....... ................ = ™ = 4 
¢ 30 
ne Pia a See 747} 60 26} 
Liverpool, England ia 0 >t 
ve IE 6 < tere nevoniddinsamniead } 
768 - 60 224 
930 60 233 
Birkenhead, England ......................- 7 48} 263 
750 85 26} 
Greenock, Scotland ......................... 635 604 20 
CN I cist aceideendsitinlitairenilicinincnstpliageaagedivcenitl 721 59 28 
a on cel Ol caenicelila nites dstiahnmies nied 705} 106 83 
I icinbtneh tata icwdmacne dace cod 683} 105 324 


Tt appears that the dry dock at P Sound, in the State of 
Washington, taking all the elements of measurement into consid- 
eration, the length 606 feet, or, to be accurate, 605% feet, the width 
924 feet, and the depth of 80 feet, is one of the largest dry docks in 
the world. : 

[The honorable Senator here yielded the floor ona motion for an 
executive session. | 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, at the time I was interrupted by 
the motion for an executive session I was speaking about the com- 

ative importance of the dock that is being constructed at 
Port Orchard on Puget Sound. I spoke of the dimensions of that 
dry dock. I spoke of itas being the largest dry dock in America. 
I spoke of it as being relatively large in respect to the greatest 
dry docks of the world, after which I presented a list of 21 dry 
docks, including the three great docks in Liverpool, the dry docks 
at Birkerhead, the dry dock at Sidney, New South Wales, and 
‘the great dry dock at Viadivostock in Siberia. 

It seems, Mr. President, that the Navy Department conceived 
it would be advantageous to the people of the United States that 
the original plan should be altered for the proposed dry dock, and 
after the commencement-of the work the length of the dock was 
changed; that is to‘say, the plan was changed so that it is to be 
50 feet longer than was ee and there were other 
modifications made. But notwithstanding all these modifications, 
the amount thus far expended is far below the estimate that was 
made for the dock originally. Even now the amount to be ex- 
pended for its completion under the contract is far below the 
amount originally intended to be appropriated by Congress, 
which was, as I have stated, $700,000. 

I wish to make the point right here that, considering its size and 
character, this is the cheapest dry dock ever constructed in the 
world, This is due to the enterprise of the contractors and the 
low price of material. It is no question of appropriating $1,250,- 
000 to begin with, asin the case of the proposed dry dock near 
the mouth of the Mississippi River. The whole amount is only 
about $700,000, of which $480,000 has already been appropriated 
an( expended. 

Before I go into the exact figures, as I propose to do in a few 
‘moments, I desive to mention one or two other considerations that 
have occurred to me as a reason why the people of the United 
States should take great interest in the development of this coun- 
try and the development of its shipping interests and all that re- 
lates to naval affairs on the northwest Pacific coast. 

In the first place, we have a comparatively small-sized dry dock 
at San Francisco, which has already been adverted to by the 
Senator from California [Mr. Perks]. There are really at 
Mare Island, Cal., two dry docks. I read from the work pub- 


Fished by the Na re me entitled ‘Coating, Docking, and 
Repairing Facilites of the Ports of the World, with a of 
Different Kinds of Coal,” that the dry docks at Mare Island were 

cted in 1892; one, a granite dock, having a length of 5293 
feet, a width of 78 feet, and a depth of 274 feet; the other, called 
a “sectional wood ” dock, having a length of 350 feet, a width of 
92 feet, and a depth of 16 feet. 

Thus it will be seen that at present the Pacific coast is without 
adequate facilities fer the accommodation of shipping with refer- 
‘ence to the dry-dock capacity, and this is an important reason why 
‘there should be no delay in ee e work on the dry 
@ock at Port Orchard, on Puget Sound. ‘ 

‘Of couree I shall be giad to unite with my friends, the Sen- 
ators from California and others, in giving to the Pacific coast in 
Oalifornia additional resources in this ion in due season, 
‘but we have now to deal with what is immediately before us. 

‘The dry dock at Port Orchard, as I have . is great in its 
capacity. There is great need of this dry dock for the entire Pa- 
cifle coast and especially for the northwest Pacific coast. I may 


be permitted to state in this connection something in regard to 


the commerce of the extreme northwestern of the Pacific 
coast. I think very few people in the United States understand 
the importance of this:part of our great commonwealth. It seems 
that Puget Sound as a collection district is third im the whole 
United States in the number of arrivals and departures of vessels. 
This is owing very largely to the fact that we are nearly adjoining 
the great region of British Columbia on our north. [ff is also ow- 
ing to our great shipments of lumber to all parts of the world, 
even to Europe and Australia, and to the New England States. 
From the ports of Puget Sound we ship lumber to Maine, the 
great inuaben genteing region of the East, in the form of ship 
spars. We also'’send wheat to Liverpool. This region of the 
country is very little understood with reference not only to its 
present output, but with reference to its great capacity. 

There are great indications as to the future of this commerce. 
We have the shortest lines of communication to the Orient. It is 
well known that the arcof the earth’s surface grows smaller as we 
go to the north, so that the exact distance from the ports of Puget 

und to the ports of Yokohama, Nagasaki, and Shanghai are 
shorter than they are from any other port on the Pacific coast. 
The ocean windsand currents alsofavor this northern ocean routeto 
AsiaandtoJapan. Wehavealreadylinesof steamships established. 
The Northern Pacifichas a line from Tacoma. The Great Northern 
Railroad is about to establish a line of steamships from Seattle, 
and thereare already existing well-known lines of steamships from 
Vancouver, in British Columbia, only a few miles on the north— 
practically from Puget Sound—to the ports of Japan and China. 

All this shows that it is a great country and has a great future, 
and it is sometimes wonderful to me that people are so ignorant 
about it. Theregion of Puget Sound deserves a page in this speech 
of mine to-day. There was an admiral of the American Navy, 
Admiral Wilkes, who wrote of Puget Sound as follows many 
years ago: 

No can % 
aiNcthing com marpese the honuty,ot thee waters and thet safety. Wot 
Canal that can in any way interrupt their navigation by a 74-gun ship. Iven- 
ture yn in saying that there is no country in the world that possesses 
waters equal to these; they cover an area of about 2,000 square miles; the 
shores of all its inletsand hays are remarkably bold, so ae so that a ship’s 
side would strike the shore before her keel would touch the ground. 

The country by which these waters are surrounded is remarkably salubri- 
ous, and.affords every advantage for the accommodation of a vast commer- 
cial and military marine, with convenience for docks and a great many sites 
for towns and cities, at all times well supplied with water, and capable of 
being well provided with everything by the surrounding country, which is 
well adapted for agriculture. 

The Straits of Juan de Fuca are 9 miles in length and have an average 
width of 11 miles. At the entrance (8 miles in width) no danger exists, and 
it may be safely navigated throughout. 

No part of the world affords finer inlands, sounds, or a greater number of 
harbors than are found within the Straits of Juan de Fuca, capable of receiv- 
ing the largest class of vessels, and without a danger in them that is not vis- 
ible. From the rise and fall of the tide (18 feet) every facility is afforded for 
the erection of works for a great maritime nation. 

The country alsoaffords as many sites for water power as any other. 

Mr. President, these lines were penned many years ago by a dis- 
tinguished officer of the American Navy, and since the time when 
those lines were written (I think it was in the year 1841), when 
that country was almost an unknown region, a vast forest oniy 
accessible by water and only investigated by pee see traveling 
about in canoes from place to place, that region become better 
known. If now has cities of importance and a great population. 
I well remember when Icame to Washington, D. C., in the winter 
of 1884, I met Gen. Philip H. Sheridan. Hewas very much inter- 
ested in the country from which I then came, I then happened 
to hold the office of governor of the Territory. He was interested 
and conversed with me on the subject. 

He described ‘his trip from Fort Steilacoom, on the shore of 
Puget Sound, tovarious points, including Seattle, Bellingham Bay, 
and Port Townsend. e told me he went in a canoe and traversed 
hundreds of miles in that sound with only one individual be- 
sides himself; and he was then. as he stated to me, impressed with 
the great future of that country. As I talked with him General 
Terry came in and asked me about the productions of that coun- 
a He said he had done me the honor to read the report which 
I had made as governor of the Territory, in which I described the 
character of productions; and then he said to me, ‘‘ When you tell 
me that that country, the Yakima valley, raises lima beans I know 
what that means. That one statement gives me a glimpse into 
its horticultural capacity.” 

It is a country rich m resources, beautiful in all that relates to 
prolific culture of good crops, vegetables, grasses, fruits—the 
most delicious fruit in the world—and the climate there is some- 
thing almost oe belief. I have gone out into the lobby of 
the Senate Chamber and examined the weather charts from day to 
~~ during the 1} period of distress from storms and severe 
cold here and davies in the Hast and other parts of our coun- 
try, even omg as far as Florida. I have noticed on the 
charts during all that time when we were suffering from bliz- 
zaras that the temperature on Puget Sound has not been below 
the point of freezing, yet it is in the latitude of Quebec, on the 
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Atlantic coast, and all this winter, or most of the time, the tem- 
perature was reported from 40° to 46° above zero. Ithas the most 
equable climate in the world, as the summer heat is not excessive. 

Mr. President, I seize this opportunity of saying to the Senate 
and to the people of this country that it is.a country where men 
can keep out of doors more days in the year than in any other 
part of the United States. I have passed whole winters there 
wearing ordinary clothing, without an overcoat, and noticed the 
workmen working on buildings and at other outdoor employments 
in the midst of winter, in the months of January and February, 
when the roses and violets were blooming in the open air, and-we 
would send these flowers sometimes encased in some apprepriate 
way to show the people of the East the climate of Puget Sound 
during the midwinter months. 

Iam told that I am at liberty to speak frankly and plainly on 
this subject to-night; I do not wish to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate unnecessarily, but I think the people of our country ought to 
know something about it, and when I am talking about this great 
improvement, it occurs to me incidentally to mtroduce some of 
the points of information which might otherwise go unnoticed. 

e have.a class of people there who come from all the States of 
the Union, from the States of the South—from Georgia, from Ala- 
bama, from Kentucky, from Virginia—and from New England, 
and the Middle and Western States. It isacomposite Poovle, and 
Sees people, representing the best elements of American 


e. 

Mr. President, there are to be great developments on Puget 
Sound. If we are to believe the views of officers of the Army, of 
the Fortifications Board, of the General of the Army, the Secre- 
tary of War, and the general commanding the Department, we 
are to have great fortifications there. There is to bea great mili- 
tary post established on the coast of Puget Sound for the defense 
of our country. 

As I stated before, we join the possessions of Great Britain. 
Great Britain has her development already. She has her dock- 
yard there at a place called Esquimalt, near her city of Victoria, 
on Vancouver Island. As you all know, the city of Victoria is 
the capital of British Columbia. That is the great rendezvous 
for the British naval squadron on the Pacific. There is already 
established there a magnificent dry dock and naval station. We 
want to attend to our interests alongside of this great power. It 
is already developing its naval and military resources there, so 
near to us that the modern cannon could convey a shell from 
their shores ‘to ours across the Strait of Fuca. 

By the action of Congress it is also settled that we are to have a 
ship canal connecting the waters of Puget Sound with the waters 
of Lake Union and Lake Washington, desp fresh-water lakes. 
This is a work of national importance, a work which will call! for 
an expenditure of about $3,000,000, one of the most magnificent 
works which has been contemplated in any country, a work which 
will make the harbor of Seattle equal to that of Liverpool, per- 
haps I may say equal in capacity to the harbors of London and 
Liverpool combined, upon which harbors has been spent perhaps 
$100,000,000, yes, $200,000,000, within the last century. 

By a moderate expenditure for the construction of this canal 
we shall bring vessels from the Pacific Ocean into fresh-water 
lakes, and thereby derive the great benefit which will arise from 
having the docks established on those fresh-water lakes, thereby 
relieving vessels from obstructive marine growths and from the 
ravages of those marine insects such as the teredo, which are so 
destructive to shipping and to wharves. 

I shall not enlarge upon this subject. These lakes, I may say, 
are surrounded by vast forests of merchantable lumber, vast mines 
of coal. suid other great resources for the development of that 
country. I mention this incidentally, because this decision on 
the part of the Government with reference to this proposed fresh- 
‘water harbor and fresh-water channel has an intimate relation to 
the subject of the naval station at Port Orchard, which is in the 
immediate vicinity. It will be a great adjunct to the naval sta- 
tion and dry dock, because the vessels there constructed or re- 

aired can immediately gointo fresh water and thereby be shielded 
— the ravages of the teredo worm and other marine insects 
and the corrosive action of salt water and the growth of barnacles. 
In that respect it is an important adjunct to the Navy, because 
vessels constructed or repaired, great vessels, those harbor-defense 
vessels like the Monterey, can go from the salt water into the 
fresh water and remain there ‘‘in ordinary,” at:much less expense 
‘to the Government, until their active services may be required. 
I wish this point to be observed: Et is an important feature with 
reference to this dry dock that we are to have this adjunct of ac- 
cess to the fresh waters of Lake Union and Lake Washington. 

Mr. President, I ought, I suppose, to speak about the proximi 
of the State of Washington to the Territory of Alaska. We all 
know what Alaska means to the United States; we have all heard 
a great deal about the seal fisheries; we know something of its 
mineral resources, and I believe that region is destined to be of 
great importance. I think no greater act. no more advantageous 


and statesmanlike act, ever occurred in the life of that great pre- 


mier, William H. Seward, than when he advocated the purchase 
of that great:district of Alaska. The wisdom of that purchase has 
already been proven. The State of Washington is the nearest of 
the possessions of the United States to the district of Alaska. and 
the commerce between the United States and Alaska must neces- 
sarily in a large part pass between Puget Sound and Alaskan 
waters. 

Mr. President, as I said before, I do not want to take up tee 
much time, but it is a rare opportunity to speak on a subject 
which issonear tomy heart. I have not adyerted to many things 
which perhaps I ought to mention in passing, for example, the 
fisheries. We have had great interest manifested on the subject 
of the fisheries on the Atlantic coast. There have even been 
great international disputes in regard to the fisheries—great dis- 
putes between the United States and Great Britain as to the fish- 
eries on the banks of Newfoundland. 

Let me say, and be very gentile about it, that all the fisheries so 
far as I know—and I have paid some little attention to that sub- 
ject as ‘a member of the Committee on Fisheries in this body—all 
the fishery interests of the United States on the Atlantic coast are 
small as compared with the interests of the people and of this 
Government in the fisheries on the Pacific coast, and the indica- 
tions are great as to the future development, so far as marketing 
the product of those fisheries is concerned, and all point to the 
north shore of the Pacific Ocean along the region of Washing- 
ton and Puget Sound, and its affiliated waters, and the-shores of 
Alaska. But, Mr. President, the people of this country have no 
idea of the resources that are possessed on the Pacific Coast. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido noi iike to hear the Senator boast of the fish 
over there in the Pacific in comparison with those in the East 
The fish on the Pacific coast are entirely without education. You 
can not find a salmon there who knows enough to rise to a fly. 
ta 

Mr. SQU . [suppose if weattribute to intellect the charac- 
teristic of the salmon not to rise to a fly, we should say he had 
done very well in not rising to the fly. The fact about it is that 
the salmon of the Pacific coast have so much upon which to feed 
in those waters they are not eager to rise tothe fly. [Laughter.] 
There is a prodigality of food in those waters, and it is not neces- 
sary for the salmon to jump at every hook; but we catch them in 
great quantities, and there are no salmon superior, I venture to 
say, to those on the Columbia River and those on Puneet Sound. 
= ship car load after car load of salmon and other tish to the 

ast. 

I wander along the docks in the city of Seattle, and I see an 
Italian there—the Italians go everywhere in the line of fish vend- 
ing—having spread out before him perhaps two or three hundred of 
those magnificent fish. Iask the price of them—great fish. per- 
haps 2 or 3 feet in length—and he tells me he will sell them to me 
at two for a quarter. I should like to know what there is com- 
parable to that on the Atlantic Coast. A laboring man whom I 
stopped on the street one day, who was carrying a fish, said to me, 
““One of those fish answers for my family for two days.’ 

Mr. President, the'time will come when the people of the United 
States will wake up to the resources of this country. I speak not 
of salmon alone, but I could go on and give you page after page 
relative to the fisheries of that section of country. 

I made an investigation of the subject of the ‘food fishes of the 
State of Washington, and I found there were salmon there in great 

uantities, so numerous that they dash themselves to pieces upon 
the rocks as they are trying to urge their way up stream, and 
color the waters with their blood. This was during the days of 
the year when the spring run of salmon habitually occurs. I 
found that there were in the waters adjacent to our shores not 
only the salmon, but the halibut, the true cod, the green cod, the 
rock cod, the black cod, the eulachon smelt, herring, etc., and of 
edible mollusks the oyster, clam, holothurian or beche de mer, 
which may be found of commercial value, as well as other varieties, 
the skate, cuttlefish, squid, etc. 

The salmon of the Pacific coast is perhaps the most valuable 
for transportation to the East. The salmon which is the most 
popular is the hook-jawed, the oncorhynchus. a Greek derivative 
meaning hook-jawed, from a peculiar growth which takes place 
in these fish, especially the male, after they ascend the river to 
spawn. 

Of all the anadromous salmon of the Pacific, the spring silver 
salmon of the Colmnbia River, oncorlynchus quinnat, isacknowl- 
edged the best in size, flavor, and richness, far surpassing any sal- 
mon, except, perhaps, the king salmon of Alaska, which is thunght 
to be of this species. As I have stated, there are already commpa- 
nies and individuals engaged in shipping these fresh fish to the 
East by the carload. The product of the fish-canning industry 
has amounted to millions of dollars per annum. 

LT have barely touched on the subject. I have said nothing as 
yet of the precious ores of the State of Washington. We have 

a largedevelopment in that direction. There are smelters 
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at Spokane, at Tacoma, and at Everett. 
ple are very much interested in the development of both gold and 
silver mining; perhaps I may say the people are divided on the 
subject of the free coinage of silver, but they are all interested in 
the development of these precious ores. e are going to show 
you something important in that direction. 

I have not alluded to the more recent development of the State 
as to population. I only refer to the population in 1890. I be- 
lieve the population of that State has increased at least 40 per 
cent. At that time the ——— of Seattle was only 43,000. 
Seattle now has 67,000. So I may speak of the city of Tacoma, 
the city of Spokane, and of other towns in the State, showing 
that that State now probably has a population of 500,000. The 
vote for members of Congress in 1892 was about or nearly 90,000. 
There has been no falling off in population, but there has been an 
increase, and the indications are from that vote, and from the 
assessors’ and school census taken there year after year, that the 
population of the State of Washington is now in the vicinity of 
450,000 to 500,000; in other words, there are as many as in the great 
Centennial State of Colorado. And yet people are ignorant about 
it and ask me for information concerning it, and that is the reason 
why I thought it best to make these remarks. 

Mr, President, the day is not far distant when the shores of 
Puget Sound will be as densely populated and as prosperous as any 
part of the United States. There are those living to-day who will 
yet see the population of its cities and towns and their commercial 
interests multiplied many times over. 

Mr. President, we now come to the immediate 
and I desire to speak about it in a way which I 
the attention of the Senator in charge of this bill. 

The total amount thus far ay er as I have stated, for the 
dry dock at Port Orchard, on Puget Sound, is $480,000. The ex- 

nditure up to March 1, 1895, is $465,563.70, leaving a balance on 
cand of $14,436.80, which balance has without doubt, been all 
expended, and it is doubtful if enough remains to pay the vouchers 
for February. The balance of obligation under the contract ex- 
isting between the United States and the firm engaged in buildin 
the structure is $181,615.05. The amount of appropriation neede 
at present to pay the contractors is $167,178.75. 

. President, there are two characteristics of this committee 
amendment to which I desire to refer. The first is in line 7, the 
words ‘‘to be immediately available,” which it is proposed by the 
committee amendment to omit. I wish tosay that if this amend- 
ment is carried there can be no payment made for work done be- 
tween this time and the Ist day of July, 1895. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I interrupt the Senator by saying, in 
the interest of expedition, that I take it for granted that the com- 
mittee were not aware of this fact and therefore the Senator in 
charge of the bill will consent to withdraw the amendment. __ 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I take it for granted that this 

oint must have escaped the attention of the committee. The 
retary-of the Navy has stated in a communication addressed 

to the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] that 
if this part of the amendment should be adopted the result would 
be a suspension of the work, and probably the prostration finan- 
cially of the firm engaged in this contract with the Government. 
It will be impossible for those people, in these hard and stringent 
times, to go on with that work for any considerable period with- 
out receiving their pay. The contract has been entered into on 
the part of the Government, and the Government is bound to carry 
it out and make its payment; and yet it is impossible for the pay- 
ment to be made unless there shall be an appropriation for that 


urpose. 
. Do the people of the United States, does this Senate, does 
Congress desire that the work shall be absolutely s nded and 
abandoned? Does it desire to ruin the contractors who have en- 
aged in this work in good faith? Does it desire that there shall 
be a suspension of this work after expending so many hundreds 
of thousands of dollars, and in the face of all the necessities for 
the existence of this dry dock, of which Congress was fully advised 
and to which it fully consented and agreed? 

Mr. CHAND Let me understand the Senator. When 
does he say the work will stop? 

Mr. os Immediate nf 

Mr. DLER. Then there would be March, April, May, 
and June, nearly four months, during which the work at this dry 
dock would be ies? 

Mr. UIRE. y. The honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire has stated it correctly. If the saoenee ‘*to be made 
immediately available” is stricken out of the bill, as the commit- 
tee eneaee in their a can be no payment made 
for this work until after the 30th day of June, 1895. That is a 
most serious question, and it is one which is too important to be 

lided over carelessly. The Secretary of the Navy has submitted 
is estimates to this Congress, and the House of Representatives 
has conformed to those estimates. As I said before, the chairman 
of the House Committee on Appropriations informed me during 
last July, wnen the Committee on Appropriations was making up 


In that country the peo- 


uestion in hand, 
ope will receive 


its budget, that if I would consent to the appropriation of only 
the sum of $45,000 the House of Representatives would cheerfully 
and gladly provide a sufficient amount for the continuation of 
this work before the 3d day of March, 1895. I consented to it 
individually on that condition, as I could not have done as a Sen- 
ator representing the State of Washington, unless there had been 
some reasonable understanding of that character. 

Mr. President, it does not seem to me possible that there can be 
such a degree of lack, I might even say of sense of duty on the 
ra of any legislative body, much less the Senate of the United 

tates, as to adopt an amendment which will shut down this im- 
portant work just at this critical juncture, when there is only the 
sum of $14,436.30 remaining for the payment of the bills for the 
month of February, a sum which is admitted by the commodore 
in charge of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, is pronelsy insuffi- 
cient to pay the bills of the last past month of February. So 
much for that part of the amendment. 

Mr. President, I now desire to speak of the amendment in line 
8, striking out the words “ and seventy-five;” in other words, re- 
ducing the appropriation, which was agreed upon in the House of 
Representatives, from $275,000 to $200,000, cutting out the $75,000. 
As to that, it is expected that the contractors will finish .their 
work this fall; it is believed that they wil! finish if by the month 
of August. Before they can be paid, the contract provides—and 
I want the attention, if I may be so favored, of the Senator in 
charge of the bill—that before the contractors can be paid, within 
30 days after the completion of this dry dock, a test must be made 
by docking a ship. This can not be done unless the entrance is 
dredged. Let us understand this matter. clearly. 

The sum of $42,500 is necessary for dredging the passage from 
the sound into the dry dock. The contract requires that within 
thirty days after the completion of the dock a vessel shall be put 
into it to test the dock, but that vessel can not be put into the dock 
unless this passageway be dredged. What position will the Gov- 
ernment be in if it refuses to appropriate the necessary money to 
do this dredging? In the first place, it can not test the value of 
the work; in the second place, the work will be of no use to the 
United States, because no ship can go in there, and in the third 
place, the Government will be subject to an action on the part of 
the contractors for damages for failing to test the dock in accord- 
ance with the terms of the contract, and thus to entitle them to a. 
final payment for their work. 

So much for that. Now come the other items, and I will get 
through with the list ina moment. The Secretary of the Navy 
has submitted an estimate of $5,006 for an office building. There 
is no office building there. One officer, Lieutenant Wyckoff, who 
had charge of the work, entirely lost his health in co uence of 
being compelled to live on shipboard whilein charge of the work. 
Thus it seems that there should be an office building, which it is 
estimated will cost $5,000. 

The next item is ‘‘clearing the station,” as it is termed in the 
technical parlance. The ground, of which there are about 190 
acres, is covered with brush and trees. It should be cleared, 
and an estimate of $12,320 is submitted for this purpose. I take 
it that needs noargument. The next item is for officers’ quarters, 
oor This station is more than a mile away from the nearest 

ouse. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Washington allow me? 
I should like to ask him a question. The provision as it came 
from the House is “for continuation of dry dock.” As to the 
dry dock, which was authorized in 1891, and ee through 
the efforts of the distinguished Senator from Washington (Mr. 
Squire], there is a limitation of $700,000 for its completion. But 
no provision was made, I understand, for the dredging, notwith- 
standing the contract. Now comes an eee under that 
head, of continuing the dry dock and also for dredging and for an 
office building, the cost of the office building being fixed at $5,000. 
How is that divided between the work on the dock itself and the 
dredging? What the committee saw in the amendment was that 
probably here was an opening for a large expenditure, with no 
estimate on the dredging account. 

Mr. SQUIRE. In the first place, if the Senator from Mary- 
land wi rmit me, I will explain the last item which I men- 
tioned. I felieve I spoke of the officers’ quarters. Iam informed 
by the Bureau of Docks that the place is more than a mile away 
from the nearest house, and there is now no habitation for those 
in charge of it to occupy, thereby rendering the dock liable to 
deterioration and decay for lack of proper care. Then there is 
one other item—for wharves, $10,000. A proper wharf will be 
needed in connection with the docking of vessels. The next is 
for superintendence and inspection, $10,001.25. There is another 
item still—for roads, $5,000. Those roads are required immedi- 
ately for the transportation of supplies and materials. 

r.GORMAN. Are those the-estimates of the Department? 

Mr. SQUIRE. They are. For the information of the Senator 
from Maryland and the Senate, I ask that the letter from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks and the ans 
estimate of the Department be read. With that I shall conclude 
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my remarks by saying that I think no one who looks into this sub- 
ject carefully can fail to perceive that the appropriation in totois 
absolutely necessary. e would be derelict in our duties as Sen- 
ators and as sensible A le men did we not make the entire ap- 
propriation as required by the Department. 

e Secretary read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 1, 1895. 

Sir: In reply to your note of this morning, I lain the qoeemmenge ng 
statement of amounts needed for the Puget yand dock; from whi 
be seen that should the $75,000 be stricken from the ap: ropriation as it passed 
the House we would not be able to complete the dredgi ging nece: to en- 
able vessels to enter the dock, and the contract provides that the Govern- 
ment shall within thirty days after its completion test the dock. This will 
require a vessel to be docked. This place is more than a mile away from the 
nearest house and there will be no p for those who will have nen of it 
to live, thereby rendering the dock Hiable to deterioration and decay for lack 
= pogpee oe care. A proper wharf will be needed in connection with the dock- 

of vessels 

These latter items can not be provided unless the amounts estimated for 
one passed by the House are appropriated and rendered immediately avail- 
able. 

The contractors will probably have the dock completed by this fall. 


Very respectfully, 
— . E. O. MATTHEWS, 
Chief of Bureau Yards and Docks. 
Hon. WATSON C. SQuIRE, United States Senate. 
DRY DOCK, PUGET SOUND ($700,000). 





OE in. nh cecddilinedaaiaddnodusdenbiaendicecupedahditin $491, 465.00 
Allowance for lengthening 50 feet .....................-...-.----.--- 23, 771. 32 

Modification wall pump house ..............-----..--.---2----------- 6, 982. 2 
a conning ee ca a ea i ak Nae 187.00 
a2 ED NII. «didn nsidd cdedisaetdseiainacmouaiieibes anie cnaiilesae 69, 545. 85 
cations at NE a .cctinintehilaiiitin mn: ‘cetiiiniiasidiae acnataiitincndatia 16, 000. 27 | 
_ 60%, 951. 64 64 | 

Expenditures to March 1, 1895. 

DEE Bip CORR ORRIN civic diaries ndidnns coan ctbiictccccingees cocccccseesence 426, 336. 59 
Inspection and superintendence, etc ... 24,911.32 
Land, 190} acres, purchased -...........- , 512. 50 
Surveying, PE SE Ey NO Sntitlaicantinicdesadktcccsqenaensscces * 803.29 
Total expenditures March 1, 1895 ................-..------.-.-.. 465, 563. 70 70 
DECC CROC wa wc icin Sern ctwie cetesesces ccs wcccaccncscces 000. 00 
ee, ir kc chases dnenn cditaunstwaduneesés 14, ~~ 14,436. 30 30 
Balance obligation coder ES Sienv Gh itiinnanenavcdeswcannanecet 181, 615. 05 
fzerceciticn maoied ender comisads. .... 5. sss... . 222006520... 167,178.75 
I I CI i ose dovcnnnsbecncwdccesaguedeiecesoonddee 42,500. 00 
ES ae 5, 000. 00 
Required for clearing RISE SSE COLI SC a RS a 12, 320.00 
TO er OEINNET GUP UNO onc cddedinddenccccncsdecscnsacsccncece 28, 000.00 
GE CE NOONE oa sivubdednal bipebtebhoiedatees ceca<cteeeeare 10, 000. 00 
Required for superintendence and inspection .............-...---.- 10, 001. 25 
pe ERR DOR 2). EE Ce eee 5, 000. 00 
The amount estimated for as required ................--.-.--- 280, 000. 00 


Mr. GORMAN. The estimate of the Department is so clear 
that I hope the amendment in line 7 will not be concurred in, 
leaving the amount immediately available. That seems to be 
necessary under the contract. 

_ VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will be 
sta 

The SEcRETARY. In line 7, page 22, it is proposed to strike out 
**to be made immediately available.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.GORMAN. Inline 8 Imove to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out “‘and seventy-five” and inserting ‘ and sixty;” 
in line 8 I move to strike out ‘‘ roadways, five thousand dollars;” 
and in line 9 I move to change the tot so as to make it $260,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the committee 


amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the clause so as to 
read: 
dock, Puget Sound naval station, Washington: For continuation of 


dry dock, dred 4 Soe ay and officers’ quarters, to be made imme- 
diately available, $360,000 all. $980,000 . prc 

The amendment to ‘the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to thank the Senator in charge of the 
bill for his consideration. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 10, to strike 
out: 

Naval station, Key West, Fla.: For purchase of additional lot for coal shed 
rene or so much as may be necessary), $20,000; coaling pier, $40,000; in all, 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator from Maryland, in charge of the 
bill, to allow the amendment to be passed over for the present. My 
colleague (Mr. CALL] is not here. 

Mr. GORMAN. Allright. Let it be passed over for the moment. 

The VICE- PRESIDED Tt. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 23, line 5, before the word “buildings,” to strike out “four” 

insert “two,” and in line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to 
= out “twenty ” and insert "ten 3” so as to make the clause 
Tread: 
New buildings: For quarters for observers, two buildings, at $5,000 each, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 23, line 8, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ thirty-two” and insert “ twenty-two;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

In all, for New Naval Observatory, $22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
laboratory,” to strike out “and 
to make the clause read: 

BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 





pase 23, line 13, after the word 
epartment of instruction ;” so as 


Medical Department: For surgeons’ necessaries for vessels in commission, 
navy-yards, naval stations, Marine Corps, and Coast Survey, and for the civil 
establishment at the several naval hospitals, navy-yards, naval laboratory, and 


Naval Academy, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 19, after the word 
“abroad,” to strike out “for care, maintenance, and improvement 
of the United States Naval Museum of Hygiene ;” so as to make the 


| clause read: 
Naval hospital fund: For maintenance of the naval hospitals at the various 
| navy-yards and stations, and for care and maintenance of patients in other hos- 


pitals at home and abroad, $20,000 


" 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 14, after the word 
anaes, to insert ‘‘in cases of death or desertion,” and on page 
26, line 2, before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘two hun- 
dred and eighty-four” and insert ‘‘one hundred and seventy-five ;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


Provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: For provisions, and com- 
muted rations for the seamen and marines, which commuted rations may be paid 
to caterers of messes, in cases of death or desertion, upon orders of the com- 
manding officer, commuted rations for officers on sea duty and naval cadets, and 
commuted rations stopped on account of sick in hospital and credited to the naval 
hospital fund, subsistence of officers and men unavoidably detained or absent 
from vessels to which attached under orders (Curing which subsistence rations to 
be stopped on board ship and no credit for commutation therefor to be given), and 
fresh water for drinking and cooking purposes, $1,075,000; labor in general store- 
houses and asters or in navy-yards, including : a chemist at $2,000 per 
annum, $100,000; in all, $1,1 

The amendment was aed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 16, before the word 
“station,” to strike out ‘‘naval” and insert ‘‘torpedo;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Torpedo station, Newport, R. I. 


In general storehouse: One clerk, at $1,200. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee amendment should be dis- 
eed to. The committee did not understand the matter. It is 
for all the stations there and not for the torpedo stations. I hope 


the amendment will be rejected. 
tion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why should the amendment be rejected? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The general storekeeper is not for the torpedo 
station alone. He is for all the purposes at that station. It is 
sim ply a question of designation. 

GORMAN I understand that is a change of law. We 
wow followed the act precisely. It stands that way in all the ap- 
propriation acts. 

r. ALDRICH. It may have stood—— 

Mr. GORMAN. As tothe term naval station, if the Senator 
will examine the acts, it is called torpedo station. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right, but heretofore there has 
been no general naval station there, and the storekeeper has been 
the storekeeper for the torpedo station. Thereisa general station 
fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury. This storekeeper is de- 
sired ie all of the three establishments at Newport. 

Mr. GORMAN. It will enable the Secretary Of the Navy toas- 
sign to any duty there. Ithink the Senator had better let it re- 
main and not change it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We had better pass it over, and I think I can 
explain to the Senator from Maryland satisfactorily that the 


It is only a question of designa- 


amendment should not be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. We will pass it here if the Senator desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next guanine nt of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 29, line 16, before 
the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “ sixty-eight thousand seven ” 
and insert “ sixty-seven thousand five;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

In all, civil establishment, Bureau of Suppliesand Accounts, $67,581.09; and 
no other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such 
service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 6, after the word 
‘*room,” to strike out ‘‘one million” and insert ‘‘nine hundred 
thousand,” and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘of which sum one hundred thousand dollars shall be immediately 
available;” so as to make the clause read: 

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 


peatanetion a and ay of vessels: For preservation and completion of ves- 
sels on the stocks ordinary; purchase of materials and stores of al 
; steam steerers; pneumatic steerers; steam capstans, steam windlasses, 
one other steam auxiliaries; labor in na ‘yards and on foreign stations; pur- 
chase of machinery and tools for use in ops; wear, tear, and repair of ves 
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sels afloat; general care, increase, and protection of the Navy in the line of 
construction and repair; incidental expenses, such as aie ae freight, 
foreign postage, telegrams, telephone service, ——e pro- 
fessional magazines, plans, stationery, and instruments room, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 3, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and fifteen ” and insert 
‘*two hundred and forty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase, handling, and preservation of all material and stores, pur- 
chase, fitting, repair, oa preservation of machinery and tools in navy-yards 

and stations, an running yard engines, $240,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 10, before the word 
**hundred,” to strike out ‘“‘ three” and insert “ two;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Steam machin special): To continue work on new machinery to replace 
present ee ae ~ of United States steamship Ghisaen, $200,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 11, to strike out: 

To commence new machinery to sad present engines and boilers of 
United States steamship Hartford, $100. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to io ik the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland fora moment. There are a great many peo- 
ple who would like to know what the policy of the Government 
is to be with rd to the old steamer Hartford, which belongs 
to the renowned class of the Constitution, the Kearsarge, etc. I 
am glad to fe on a previous page that there is no interference 
with the authority of the of the Navy ‘‘ to cause neces- 
sary repairs and preservation of the United States steamship Hart- 
ford, ” but I see on page 33, the amendment now under consider- 
ation, that the provision ‘“‘ to commence new machinery to replace 
present engines and boilers of the United States steamship Hart- 
ford, $100,000,” has been stricken out. I want the Senator to tell 
us what the plans are as to the future of that ship. 

Mr. GOR . The Senator wasprobably absent during the 
morning when I stated that at the last session we put in a 
sion for the repair of the ship and as that it should be 
used as a training ship on the Pacific coast, 

Mr. HALE. I have the clause of the act here. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be glad if the Senator would read it. 

Mr. HALE. It reads: 

For epee of hull of United States steamship3Hartford, to be used as a 
training ship when repaired, $150,000. 

We settled it then. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When you sayas a training ship, do you mean 
= it is never to sail again, never to move from its present an- 
chorage? 

Mr. GORMAN, There is a sentiment about this matter, as the 
cence ayer ae y well, and a desire on the part of the De- 

rtment to fit up 
arge expense, six or seven hundred thousand 
what she cost y. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the estimate as large as that? 

Mr.GORMAN That is about the estimate. 

Mr. ert I take it that the provision “to commence 
new machin present engines” was estimated at the 

ay 


request of the 
r. GOR. We have confined eepercen ts a suffi- 
cient unt to put her hull in good condition for a while. We 
can think over matter hereafter and get more light and de- 
termine whether to put her in commission for service; but to at- 
tempt to make this appropriation and to appropriate fora battery 
for her also would be aes going away ahead of the time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I d be very glad to comply with a 
Secretary’s wishes, so far at least as to repair her engines su 
ciently to let her be enabled to move. Takould be ttre ead $0 
have on this side of the continent. 

Mr.CHANDLER, The ee ee 
training ships not moving. training ships do move. The 
—_e go to sea. They do not jase Ieee tediaatin bat ah 

ee ees the apprentices to sea. I 
suppose that the Hartford is capable of doing ee 
is not, us the Senator from Maryland present engines. 

; — from d says, that question will 
an 


LEY. Iam perfectl meee 
— "I have visited them Y 


Mr. CHANDLER. The en ‘eainien as if they did not move. 
oe caine ta dete eaeeeetoastinle teumta ryt wena Bag it 
con er a 
caus She would not ew come around the Cape back 
to the Adlantic side under sail 





dollars—about 


Our. u 


The amendment was 
The reading of the bi a aoninal: The next amendment of 
the Committee on App: was, on page 36, line 8, after the 


word “‘the,” to strike out: Superintendent of the United States 
Naval Academy ” and insert “Secretary of the Navy,” and in 
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line 16, after the word “President,” to strike out ~-‘ Provided, 
That when the Superintendent is the accuser or ———< the 
court shall be convened by order of the President;’ 

the clause read: 


That the Secretary of the Navy shall have power to convene general courts- 
martial for the trial of naval cadets, subject to the same limitations and con- 
ditions lone pow existing as to other general courts-martial, and to approve the 

and execute the sentences of such courts, ‘except the sentences 
oe and dismissal, which, after having been approved by the Super- 
ent, shall not be carried into effect until confirmed by the sident. 


“The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 1, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out: 


And hereafter officers of the Marine Corps traveling under orders without 
troops shall be allowed the same mileage as is now allowed officers of the 
Navy traveling without troops. 


So as to make the clause read: 


ene For mileage of officers traveling under orders without troops, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 4, after the word 
‘‘closets,” to strike out ‘‘and for per diem of enlisted men em- 
ployed in connection with electric lights and heating apparatus;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


pre 
= — 


Fuel, Marine Corps::For heating barracks and q for ranges and 
stoves for cooking, fuel for oueend men, and for sales to officers, maintain- 
ing electric lights” and for hot-air closets, $19,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
— next amendment was, on page 43, after line 11, to strike 
ou 


Alteration and repair of marine barracks and other public buildings, re 
of eset ak rr , relaying walks and gas and water pipes, at navy-yard, 


The amendment was to. 

_ next amendment was, on page 43, after line 15, to strike 
ou 

For erection of officers’ quarters at Sitka, Alaska, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 20, to strike out: 

wi Fagg dg barracks I lasaieant = north side of a. rais- 

" unde: i ouse 
Dwain 

The amendment was avail to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4 45, line 23, before the word 
“‘seagoing,” to strike out “three” and insert “two; ;” so as to read: 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

That for the = of further increasing the naval establishment of Ge 
United States th dent is hereby orized to have ructed by 
= two conqnings coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 

Mr.GORMAN. I desire before this amendment is considered 
to change the amendment beginning on e 45, for the increase 
of the Navy. In the hurry at the Printing or by mistake of 
the clerk one or two provisions were left out on page 46. In line 

, after the word ‘‘ made,” I move to insert ‘‘ one seagoing battle 
ship;” so as to read: 

And three torpedo boats, at a cost of not a $175, inane, age and, sub- 
ject to the provisions hereinafter made, one 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 47, line 2, after the first word ‘*‘ one,” 
I move to insert “ torpedo boat,” and the words “ boat” 
after the second word “one” in the same line; so as to read: 

One of said torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific 

, or in the waters connecting therewith, and one to: io Tin on the 
River, and one torpedo boat on the coast of the of Mexico. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 48, after the word “ boats,” line 9, I 
move to insert: 

And one of the foregoing battle ships to be built on the Pacific coast. 

And in line 10, after the word ‘ boats,” to insert ‘or battle ship.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SzoretTary. After the word “boats,” line 9, page 
sert ‘and for all ine foregoing battle ships to be built on the Pa- 
cific coast;” in line 10, after the word ‘‘ boats,” to insert “‘ or battle 


Provided, That if it shall a to the satisfaction of the President of the 
United States, from the biddings for the contracts for either of said torpedo 
boats, and one of the hottie chine bo be, Sam & pon the Pacific 
coast, when the same shall opened and ¢ cintined Wy Wa’ thst ee ee 
SS ee Soe constructed at a fair cost at the 
places fixed in the proposais and biddings, ete. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state the object of theamendment. The 


Committee on Appropriations reported for two battle ships and 
this is to insert a provision that one of the two battle ships shall 
be built on the Pacific coast fous appropri fo Na 


by accident 


Mr. HUNTON. I beg to suggest that Senate has not jet 
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ate to the amendment reducing the battle ships from three 
wo. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have corrected the amendment so that it 
may be in full before the Senate as the committee intended it 


should be. 

Mr. HALE. On page 35 I offer an amendment. 
the word “each,” I move to insert: 

Any assistant professor at the Naval Academy who has served as such for 
five years shall have the title and pay of a professor. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Iask that we may go back for a moment 
before taking up the question of the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What is the 
situation of the matter with reference to the increase of the Navy? 

Mr. HALE. We have not reached that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been reached. 
- Mr. GORMAN. We havenottakenit up yet. We havepassed 

over. 


In line 1, after 


MEMORIALS, 


Mr. STEWART presented a resolution of the legislature of the 
State of Nevada; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution No. 4, relative to the construction of the Nicaragua 


Whereas the construction of the Nicaragua Canal would be of tand 
infinite benefit to the people of the Pacific States,as it would aff greater 
protection to this coast in time of war. open new lines of trade and commerce 
and cheapen transportation to foreign and Atlantic seaboard —— 
thereby enabling the people of this State to obtain all household, mining, 
other — at greatly reduced rates; assist in building up new enterprises 
in our § ; strengthen and maintain those now in existence; large 
oa our population, thus enhance our wealth and multiply our resources; 
an 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a bill 
providing for the use of the credit of the General Government in the con- 
struction of the Ni: Canal, and which bill prescribes, among other 
things, ae the es, tates shall own absolutely 70 per cent of the stock 


ime Company, previcusly organized under an 
act of a of the United States, and that the President of the United 
States shall appoint not less than 10 of the 15 directors of said company, and 
that the United States Engineers shall direct and control the work of con- 
struction of said and after constructed that the United States, by 
reason of its ownership thereof, shall fix the tolls thereon: Therefore, 

Be it resolved the senate (the assembly concurring), That our Senators in 
Congress and are hereby, instructed and our member of the House of 
Representatives of the United States be requested to earnestly support the 

of this measure. 

Resolved, That his excellen 
each of our Senators and our 


the governor be requested to forward to 
E these 
resolutions. 


presentative in Congress a copy of 


R. aj | 
Presiden oe the Senate. 
. J. MAESTRETTI, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


EN, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 

T. L. HOPP . 

ia a: Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 

me ya _ JOHN E. JONES, Governor. 
A true copy. Attest: 


(SEAL: ] EUGENE HOWELL, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. STEWART presented a resolution of the legislative assem- 
bly of the State of ada; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
as follows: 
Senate concurrent resolution concerning the payment of the bonded indebt- 


of the Pacific railway companies to the United States, and other 
matters pertinent thereto. 


Whereas the indebtedness of the Pacific railway companies to the United 


States is a matter of interest and im: to the whole ple; isa matter 
that demands calm consideration the exercise of good 1 judgment 
on the of the representatives of our Government: Therefo; 


par t re, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the concurring), That we demand the 
collection of the indebtedness of the railway companies to the United 
States as it matures, upon the same principle that individual demands are 
usually enforced, and we instruct our Senators and request our Represent- 
ative in Congress to vote for such a bill as will dispose of this very i = 
tant question to the best interests of the whole people of the State of Ne- 
vada, and the whole people of the United States, and in accordance with 
law, and in justice to all: And be it further 

Resolved, t we demand the enforcement of the interstate-commerce act 

where, so that unjust discrimi may be ——, and we re- 
uest and demand of our Senators Representatives ineCongress that 
y use their influence and ability to consummate such pu ‘ 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor of the State Nevada cause 
to be transmitted a duly authenticated copy of this resolution to each of our 
Senators and to our Representative in 

R. SADLER, 


President of the Senate. 
A. J. MAESTRETTI, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Speaker of the 
T. L. HOPP , a 
Caief Clerk of the Assembly. 
JOHN E. JONES, Governor. 


UGE Secretary of Slate 


Approved February 8, 1895. 


Atruecopy. Attest: 
(SEAL. ] 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7249) for the relief of Abner Aber- 
crombie, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8888) granting a pension to Williamson Durley, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whem was referred the bill (H. R.4704) for the relief of Basil 
Moreland, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committes on Public Lands, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S. 2803) fixing times when, regu- 
lating the manner in which, and declaring the character of the 
accounts between the United States and the several public-land 
States relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other disposi- 
tion of the public lands made and to be made therein by the 
United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified to the 
Treas t for payment, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. . Isubmit a report from the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor favorably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtLom in the chair). The 
report will be received. 

The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 5556) concerning carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and their employees. 

Mr. BRICE. I understand that the report which the Senator 
from South Dakota makes is a report purporting to be made by 
the Committee on Education and Labor upon a bil! which had 
been referred to that committee by order of the Senate, but which 
order I entered a motion to reconsider and it is now pending. I 
do not understand that the Committee on Education and Labor 
is in possession of the bill nor that it has a right to make the 

ri 


re b 
. KYLE. I wish to state that the bill was referred properly 

to our Committee on Education and Labor, and the notices for a 
committee meeting were sent out before there was any motion to 
reconsider. A meeting was called and the committee considered 
the bill this morning, and the bill was directed to be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
Senator from South Dakota had no right to report the bill pend 
ing the motion to reconsider the reference. 

r. BRICE. I make that point against the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inclined to sustain 
the point of order that the committee had no right to make a re- 
port on the bill pending that motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8388) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House has agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial e of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs, 
Catherine P. Culver; 

A bill (H.R. 1581) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 
a a R. 6585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore Eng- 

; an 

A bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of 

Columbia, and for other purposes. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate numbered ¥1, 114, 115, and 116 to the bill (H. 
R. 8388) i ee to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1496, and 


for other pergente, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 114 and agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
f the matter od by said amendment insert the following: 
“Provided, That for a deficiency in the police or firemen’s relief fund the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed to 
deposit with the Treasurer of the United States, out of the receipts from 
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fines in the police cuur t, in order to meet such deficiency, a sum not to ex- 
ceed $4,000 for the police fund and $2,500 for the firemen's relief fund.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ For the enforcement of the provisions of the act to prevent the spread of 
scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of Columbia, approved December 
20, 1890, under the d tion of the health officer of the District and the Super- 
vising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service, and for the establish- 
a = maintenance of a disinfecting service, $10,000, to be immediately 
available.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the eeeanat 

“For the erection and equipment by the Commissioners of the trict of 
Columbia on the eastern Po of reservation 13, city of eee of a hos- 

ital for the treatment of persons suffering from smallpox, including a disin- 
— plant and a high masonry wall around the hospital site, $18,000, to be 
immediately available: Provided, That hereafter no other building for use as 
a public or eaves hospital for contagious diseases shall be erected in the 
trict of Columbia within 300 feet of any building owned by a private indi- 
vidual or any other party than the one erecting the building. All private 
hospitals in the rict of Columbia shall be required to secure a permit 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and the said hospitals 
shall be at all times subject to inspection by the health officer of said Dis- 
trict, or his deputy, and any person or persons re er permit such in- 
spection shall each be subject to a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $200 
a9 ano foe etna, ei 
n e Senate agree e same. 
A. P. GORMAN, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
% B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Managers oaths part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the diteres votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8767) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and ju: expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their ve Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 29, 30, 31, 82, 33, 34, 
85, 37, 47, 48, 51, 57, 78, 86, 88, 90, 91, 96, 99, 104, 105, 106, 107, 109, and 123. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 18, 15, 16, 17, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
27, 28, 38, BO, 40, 41, 42,'43. 44 . 50, . 55, 56, 59, 60. 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 67, 
69, 70, Ti 7, 73, %4, 6, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 87, 89, 92, 93, 94, 95, 102, 103° 
110, 112, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 121,’and 124, and to the same. 
t the H recede f: its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out, on page 9 of 
the bill, in line 13, the word “ twenty-four " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘“twenty-five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of the matter inserted by said amendment. strike out the tollow- 

: “except in case of sickness; * and the Senate agree to the same. 
mt to the amendment of the 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
said amendment insert the follo ° 
“For the a. of eight clerks, at $900 each, under the direction of 
L of Congress, necessary for the execution of the copyright law, 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendnent as follows: 
At the end of line 5 of the matter inserted by said amendment insert, after 
the words ‘or so much thereof as may be necessary;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 53, and to the same with an amen t as follows: In 
lieu of the sum insert ‘ $33,500;" and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ieanina to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 58, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inse: by said amendment insert the following: “* And 
the Secretary of War shall, upon the 
State, f : to such Wega : pe of the y A vy vet of ay 

ent or com under such regulations as Secretary o: 
ar may pcenerine, 04 the expense of such State; and the Senate agree to 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of oe eee inserted ae = 7“ following: ‘‘ Four 

8 


clerks, at each (now bens on the rolls nmsion Office as prin- 
cipal e ;” and the Senate to the same. 

t the recede from its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 79, and an amendment as follows: 


to the same with 
Tn lieu of the sum insert ‘ $110,420;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 97, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
insert “‘$11,000;" and the Senate agree to the 


from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 98, and agree to = e with an amendment as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 100, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert *"$10,500;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


its disagreement to the 
ares to the same with an amendment as follows: 


Seat ie ek ate “$12,500; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 108, and 


to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro 


insert ‘* $263,100; and the Senate agree to the 


Saroe. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 111 of the bill, in line 16, strike out the word “ forty-nine” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ fifty-four; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“The Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized to prepare and publisha 
bulletin of the Department of Labor as to the condition of labor in this and 
other countries, condensations of State and foreign labor repo: facts as to 
conditions of employment, and such other facts as may be deemed of value to 
the industrial interests of the country, and there shall be printed one edition 
of not exceeding 10,000 copies of each issue of said bulletin for distribution by 
the Department of Labor.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreeaneut to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 122, and agree to the same wiia an amendment as follows: 
store the matter peqpesed to be stricken «:. by said amendment, amended 
as follows: On , in line 18 of the bill, strike out the words “the person 
so appointed " and insert in lieu thereof the ete 

“ ided, That the weigher and measurer of the Navy Department may 
be appointed outside of said Department, and that such weigher and meas- 
urer shall give bond and be paid as heretofore provided by law. The per- 
son so appointed under this section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 125, and agree to the same with afi amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the number proposed-insert “ eight; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the number proposed insert “ nine;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following words: 
“except vessels carrying traffic in bond on transfer ferries; and the Senate 


“ree the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 

ate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 

lieu of the number proposed insert ‘‘ten;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the number proposed insert “ eleven;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ALEX. M. . 

WILLIAM J. COOMBS, 

NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire at this time to submit a confer- 
ence report upon the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 5 to the bill (H. R. 8234) makin 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, having met, after full and free conference have been unable 

agree. 


JO. C. S. BLACKBURN, 
CALVIN. S. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


CHA 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it will be remembered by 
the Senate that when the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill was under consideration here there were 15 amendments pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations. One of them, the 
amendment numbered 5, was the amendment making an appro- 
priation of $500,000 to begin the construction of a submarine cable 
to the Hawaiian Islands. When the conference was ordered upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses it was found that the 
conferees agreed upon all the amendments except this one. 

I neednot remind the Senate that at that time I opposed as vig- 
orously as I could the Senate amendment which is now under con- 
sideration. b raised every ae of order to which I thought it 
was obnoxious. After full debate the Senate determined to re- 
tain thatamendment. The joint committee of conference agreed, 
asI have stated, upon all the disputed points except this one. 
The House conferees reported the action of the conference. 

The House refused to accede to this amendment after elabcrate 
consideration on a yea-and-nay vote by a majority of 38. The 
conferees came together again, and although a majority of the 
managers of the conference upon the part of the Senate were 
opposed to this appropriation, carrying out the instructions and 
acting in obedience to the wishes of the Senate, we endeavored 
again aoe the House to recede from its disagreement. In that 
we failed,and the conferees of the House of Representatives a 
second time reported their inability to agree with us upon this 





ru 
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Hawaiian cable amendment. After tong debate, upon a yea-and- 
nay vote, the second taken, the House refused by a majority of 36 
to accede to the amendment as submitted by the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, we are in the last hours of this Congress. 
Whatever is to be the action of the Senate upon this matter must 
be taken now. This conference report must be disposed of, and 
if this bill is to be engrossed and sent to the Executive for his 
consideration, the conclusion must be reached to-night. 

I speak for a majority of the managers on the part of the Senate 
when I say that not once, but twice, we have endeavored to carry 
out the instructions and the wishes of this Chamber against our 
own convictions as to the merits of this amendment. We have 
failed. I do not believe in the face of the record made that the 
House of Representatives will ever recede from its disagreement 
to this amendment. 

Conscious as I am that my colleague from Ohio [Mr. Brice |. 
member of this conference committee, and I have done all that 
was in our power to obtain from the other House concessions to 
the will and wishes of the Senate, anxious that this bill shall be 
passed, unwilling to have it fail and thereby stop the appropria- 
tions forevery ambassador, every minister abroad, and clog and 
lock the wheels of our commercial relations with all foreign pow- 
ers by striking down our consular service, I am compelled to 
move that the Senate recede from this amendment which it has 
proposed, that the conferees on the part of the Senate may be dis- 
charged, and that this amendment may be withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kentucky will state, will he 
not, that that action of his, in which his colleague, the Senator 
from Ohio =. BRICcE], — does not include me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. thank the Senator. I should state, and 
am glad to state, that in making this motion I make it on the part 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BricE] and myself, the majority 
of the conferees on the part of the Senate. The Senator from 
Maine, who is one of those conferees, was the originator and the 
mover of the amendment which is pending now between the 
Houses. He will doubtless insist that the Senate adhere to this 
amendment. I speak only for a majority of the managers upon 
the part of the Senate when I move that the conferees of this 
body be discharged, and that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 5. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, there are many and forcible 
reasons why the Senate should recede from this amendment, in ad- 
dition to those which have 8g mre so ably by the chairman 
of the conference committee [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

This proposed a of $500,000 is to begin the construc- 
tion of a cable to Hawaii, which will cost from three to four mil- 
lion dollars. But suppose it costs $3,000,000; the interest upon 
that amount would be $100,000 a year, while the business of the 
cable would not bring revenue enough to pay for the rent of the 
offices at each end of it. We will suppose, for instance, that the 
637 Americans, or persons of American descent, who live upon the 
Hawaiian Islands should send two messages a day at $5 for each 
message, the revenue would only be $3,600 per annum, and we 
can not presume or hope for any greater revenue from this cable. 
In fact, this is but a scheme to connect Claus Spreckles’s sugar 
plantation in these islands with his sugar refineries in San Fran- 
cisco. 

In addition to that, I believe we should enter a protest against 
building a cable almost for the simple and sole purpose and in the 
interest of the annexation of those islands. 

The cable is not necessary from a commercial standpoint; it is 
not necessary in the matter of news, for it is well known that if 
we do not build this cable England will build a cable from the 
western terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railroad by the way of 
those islands to her Australian possessions. Therefore, wes 
be able to communicate with those islands, and every commercial 
interest will be as well served. 

It seems to me that the advocates of this cable are influenced 
more by the fear of England than by any other thing. But it is 
well to remember that there is nothing to fear from England. I 
am tired of hearing Senators aoe this floor, whenever they wish 
to put through a measure which they advocate, talk to the Ameri- 
can people about the fear of England. England is the most vul- 
nerable nation upon the globe. Half of her wealth is afloat upon 
the waters of the earth, and if she entered into a contest with the 
United States we would sweep her commerce from the seas; and 
the wealth and genius and the —— of our people would do 
her such vast damage that she would never recover. There is no 
danger of war with England. Besides, if she should build the 
cable and engage in a combat with us, the first thing we would do 
would be to send our legions of men to overrun and capture 
Canada and capture the cable which she had built, and overrun 
and take control of her property. . 

Do we fear annexation by England? If England should secure 
the Hawaiian Islands, I think they would be an element of weak- 
ness, for they would be hard to defend. The water is deep; there 
are fourteen islands in the group; the largest ships can sail close to 





their shores anywhere, and a swift cruiser could destroy this so- 
called Gibraltar of the Pacific in a day, destroying every village 
and every plantation; and dodging around through the deep chan- 
nels between the islands, she would be hard to capture, thus 
— a large fleet for their defense. 

his fear of England is absurd and ridiculous. The argument 
is one which has disgusted me often. It has been used when the 
Nicaraguan Canal project was before the Senate, and no matter 
what the scheme may be which may be advocated upon this floor, 
the fear of England is set up before our eyes—this bugaboo of 
sophomores, who are everlastingly “‘ hoisting” the American flag, 
and dying before they will allow it to be pulled down! The season 
of this spread-eagle oratory has long passed away in the Congress 
of the United States—we listen patiently to it when it breaks out, 
and congratulate the orator who has secured applause by alluding 
to the flag. 

If England should bombard New York to-day she would de- 
stroy as much English as American property. If England should 
destroy the banks and insurance companies, and. for that matter, 
some of the New York newspapers [laughter], she would only be 
destroying the property of those who are more in sympathy with 
the people of England than with the people of the United States; 
but, further, if she should destroy American property, we could 
recoup out of the vast sums which we owe England and leave 
her to settle with her own people. So, fear of England is the most 
absurd and ridiculous proposition ever presented upon this floor— 
it is mere ranting, rot, and roorback! 

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations has pre- 
sented the only argument besides the fear of England yet presented. 
He says it is very essential that we should have the Hawaiian 
Islands as a port from which to protect the seals in Bering Sea. 
In the first place, Honolulu isas far from Unalaska as San Fran- 
cisco, and 800 miles further from Unalaska than the ports on 
Puget Sound. Unalaska, on Unalaska Island,is the chief harbor 
at the main entrance into the Bering Sea from the Pacific Ocean 
from the eastward, and it is already our property. That is a mag- 
nificent harbor, always free from ice, and capable of accommo- 
dating the commerce of the world. From that port, near to our 
own coal mines, our operations are carried on in Bering Sea. So 
that argument answers itself; but yet I am inclined to enter some- 
what into that question. 

In aspeech afew days ago, advocating the building of this cable, 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan] said: 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to present any pictures of imagination 
here, for if I were to draw upon my weak and impoverished imagination to 
the full extent of my capacity I should not by any means be capable of de- 
scribing to the Senate the value and importance of the fisheries of the Bering 
Sea. I will just AL. (and if any Senator desires me to prove it here- 
after I will brin the evidence of it in the most tangible form), that 
the fisheries of what we call the Bering Sea, as compared in value with the 


fisheries of the northeastern coast, are not less than five or six times greater 
than those ever were. The fisheries that we own there to-day are worth 


more for food and for other sea productions to the people of the United 
States by five times than the fisheries of the northeastern coast, including 
those around Newfoundland. 

The Senator further said: 

Notwithstan some recent efforts to produce the impression upon the 


minds of the people of the United States that the fur-seal fisheries in Bering 
Sea are unprofitable and are actually destroyed, and without adverting at 
all to the methods by which they say the destruction has been wrought, I 
undertake to dispute that proposition out and out. We have there a nursery 
of fur seals protected by two lines of protection, which, if the Government 
of the United States wi negereng to its plain powers and duties execute, 
the fur-seal fisheries of the Pribilof group of islands will be worth to us in the 
course of fifty years $300,000,000. 


*” * - 7 * * * * * 
The representations which are made to alarm the American mind intoa 
belief that those fisheriesare not valuable, and that therefore some man may 
as well come in and ket them, had better be looked at witha good deal 


of caution. I insist, Mr. President, that including the fur seals, or even with- 
out including the fur seals, we have not such an important fishery interest 
in the world, and no nation has one so important as we have in the Bering 
Sea. It will draw fleets of ships there. 

And all this for the tae ona of showing the importance of a har- 
bor in the Hawaiian Islands, from which we can gather this vast 
crop of wealth, a harbor which it requires 2,000 miles of extra 
sailing to reach, where there is no coal whatever, and which would 
be utterly useless; worse than that, those islands would be an ele- 
ment of weakness to us in every respect. 

But let us see if we have such valuable property in Bering Sea 
that it is necessary to acquire the Hawaiian Islands. I refer to 
the official report made by the Secretary of the Treasury in rela- 
tion to this subject, in which he says in obedience to a request 
made by the House of Representatives dated January 23, 1895: 

The alarming increase in the number of seals killed by pelagic sealers and 
the further fact that in four or five weeks the vessels in Bering Sea, only 
about one-third of the total number, killed more seals than were taken in the 
four months’ sealing on the American side of the North Pacific, emphasize 
the conclusion expressed in my annual report to Congress that long ! 
the expiration of the five years, when the regulations enacted by the Tribu- 
nal of Arbitration are to be submitted to the respective Governments for re- 
examination, the fur seal will have been practically exterminated. 

My answer to the first inquiry is, therefore, that the operation of the arti- 
cles of the Bering Sea Tribunal for the regulation of the fur-seal industry of 
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Alaska has not resulted in saving the fur-seal herd from that destruction 
which those articles were intended to prevent. 

With reference to the present condition of the fur-seal herds on the Pribi- 
lof Islands, I have to report a dangerous decrease. Information on file in the 
Department indicates a falling off of at least one-half during the past four 
seasons. It thus appears that the condition of the Alaskan fur-seal herd is 
most critical. All facts point to its s y extermination unless the present 
regulations, enacted in the award of the Paris Tribunal, are cha at an 
early date, so as to afford a greater measure of protection to the herd. 

In reply to the inquiry concerning the revenue derived by the Government 
from the fur-seal herds during the past season, and the expenditures during 
the same period in executing the requirements of the Paris award, I have to 
state that 15,000 seals were taken on the Pribilof Islands in the year last past, 
and 1,031 remained on hand from last year. The amount to id by the 
lessees of the islands, cere the provisions of their contract, on or 
before April 1 next, will be $214,298.87, the items being as follows: 


tes Government tothe North American Commercial Company, 


dated March tae find an alarming decrease, year by year, in the num- 


ber which could be 





In his speech of Friday, February 8, 1895, the Senator from Ala- 
bama says that there is a very valuable whaling industry in Ber- 


EE actin darth Cntinedtiickh phosdaietndovendplirgsiibhd Goacowecunin whee $60,000.00 | ing g a“ : al l day.” Th hal 
Tx of Sper kin CL. KL cos... 00 g Sea, and “ getting more valuable every day. e whales 
Senes & ik ges acon T6081 ee 12 298.31 have been run out of Bering Sea ever since 1866; there has been 


no whaling there to mention since that date. The whales have 
all been hunted since 1865 in the Arctic Ocean above Bering 
Straits, in the open lanes of water in the ice floes of that region, 
between Herald Island and Point Barrow. There has been no 
whaling in the North Pacific Ocean to speak of since 1860; and all 
this misinformation and all this imagination to bolster up the 
miserable project of annexation! In proof of this I refer to the 
reports of the United States Fish Commission. 

he chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations says that 
**the fisheries of Bering Sea are five times as extensive and valu- 
able as those of the northeastern coast, including those around 
Newfoundland.” The Fish Commission reports declare that there 
is no fishing in Bering Sea that amounts to one-hundredth of 
em value of the Atlantic fisheries returned at Gloucester, ais 

one. . 

The salmon fisheries of Alaska, so famous, save two small can- 
neries,are not on the shores of Bering Sea at all; anal at the 
mouths of the small rivers on Kodiak Island and in ks Inlet, 
and along the coast of the North Pacific Ocean between the Alas- 
kan peninsula and Sitka. 

The Senator from Alabama says that we have been confronted 
with some “ recent efforts to prove that the fur-seal fisheries in 
Bering Sea are unprofitable and are virtually destroyed. Without 
adverting at all to the methods by which they say the destruction 
has been wrought, I undertake to dispute that proposition out 
and out. We have here a nursery of fur seals, protected by two 
lines of protection.” 

The distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, in his report from 
which I have read, stands as a witness against the assertion of the 
Senator from Alabama. Under date of January 21, 1895, he tells 
the House of Representatives that the rules and regulations of the 
Paris Tribunal are a flat failure. Secretary Carlisle declares: 

From these figures it becomes evident that during the present season there 
has been an unprecedented increase over preceding years in the number of 
seals killed by pelagic sealers, both in American and Asiatic waters. 
inerease has cav an alarming decrease in the number of seals on the 
islands, as hereinafter explained. A significant fact in this connection is the 
unprecedented number of dead pups found on the islands this season, which 
presumably died of starvation, their mothers being killed at sea. Our nt 
counted over 12,000 on the accessible portions of the rookeries alone. e es- 
timates, upon said count, a total of nearly 20,000. It should be remembered 
that at the close of the season of 1893, when pelagic sealing was prohibited 
in Bering Sea, less than 1,000 were found on Se Paul Island—no count having 
been made on the Island of St. George. 

The alarming increase in the number of seals killed by pelagic sealers and 
the further fact that in four or five weeks the vessels in Bering Sea, only 
about one-third of the total number, killed more seals than were taken inthe 
four months sealing on the American side of the North Pacific, emphasize 
the conclusion expressed in my annual report to Congress that long before 
the expiration of the five years, when the regulations enacted by the Tribunal 
of Arbitration are to be submitted to the respective Governments for reex- 
amination, the fur seal will have been practically exterminated. 

My answer to the first ing is, therefore, that the operation of the ar- 
ticles of the Bering Sea Trib for the regulation of the fur-seal industry 
of has not resulted in saving the fur-seal herd from that destruction 
which those articles were intended to prevent. 

This is a wonderful ‘“‘nursery of fur seals;” this is protection 
with a vengeance! Twenty thousand infants starved to death 
last season in this “‘ nursery” of the Senator from Alabama, “ pro- 
tected with two lines of protection!” When the Senator finds a 
third line of such protection the seals will all be enabled to 
decently starve at once, and that will make the sense of the Sena- 
tor’s statement complete as to the value of our fur-seal fisheries. 

Secretary Carlisle does not draw on his own imagination, but he 
has his reports from the officers of this Government and from the 
officers of the Fish Commission who have visited the seal islands 
during the last year. 

The long and the short of the whole matter is that we were 
cheated in the Paris Tribunal. Perhaps I should not say that we 
were cheated, but our diplomats were certainly outwitted. It 
seems to me in the face of these facts, in the face of the ultimate 
destruction of the seals, in the face of the fact that our regulations 
| have only hastened that destruction, that it is not a physical com- 
bat with England that we ought to fear; it seems to me that the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations ought rather to 
shun a mental combat with Great Britain. We have no reason 


+ As provided by the modus vivendi. 


As to expenses, I have to state that the honorable the Secretary of the Navy 
reports that the expenditures incident to the presence of the United States 
naval vessels in Bering Sea during the past year was $158,188.25. The expenses 
attending the presence of the revenue steamers Bear, Corwin, and Rush ag- 
gregate $40,116.24. The amounts named do not include the pay of officers or 
men or the rations supplied tothem. Of the $1,500appropriated to enable the 
Secretary of the to pay the necessa oe of enforcing the 
provisions of section 4 of the act approved April 6, 1594, under which two ex- 

rts were employed to examine and classify pelagic seal skins, the sum of 

)has been expended. The salaries and expenses of the agents of the seal 

ds, whose duties would require them to be present on said islands with- 

out regard to the Bering Sea controversy, have not been included in prepar- 

ing this answer to the resolution. The aggregate expense would, therefore, 
seem to be $198,554.49. ‘ 

To this must be added $150,000 for salaries of officers and men 
and rations, for salaries of seal-island agents and expenses, $20,- 
000; for support of seal-island natives, $19,000, and for Fish Com- 
mission steamer, $15,000, making a total annual expense of $402,- 
000 for the purpose of carrying out the regulations of the Paris 
Tribunal, and which returned to the Treasury but little over 
$200,000 last year, and which will not return $50,000 this coming 
season. Meanwhile, the Canadian hunters, under the license of 
these Paris regulations, will finish what we have left in two or 
three more seasons of this ‘‘ protection” secured by the Bering 
Sea Tribunal, and for which the Senator from Alabama appears 
as the wise and prophetic interpreter. He is the only man, how- 
ever, who has the hardihood to still declare them worth the paper 
upon which they are written, His associates at Paris have re- 
tired from public view in silence and in shame. 

Besides all this, it is clearly shown by the reports that over 
20,000 pups starved w the rookeries last year, their mothers 
having been butchered by the Canadian butchers in Bering Sea 
during the last season. 

This certainly is a splendid ‘‘nursery” of fur seals! It is very 
important and very necessary that we should acquire the Hawai- 
ian Islands in order to reap that enormous deficit of $200,000 a 
year alone upon this industry, which the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury declares so Se the case, and the 
net result of this pretentious diplomacy at Paris, the wonderful 
efficacy of the ‘‘two lines of protection,” which the Senator from 
Alabama secured at Paris, is well exhibited by the following fig- 
ures furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury: . 

The following table, compiled from official reports of the collectors of cus- 
toms of United States eae British-Canadian ports, verified by reliable esti- 
mates and returns of the London trade sales, ge the total pelagic catch of 
seals in the Hosts Seciie Coase, oan Sere from the Ametionn to the 


vi 
Asiatic shores, for the years 1890 to 1804, usive: 







The following figures show seals 


ow kn 
can herd in Bering Sea, all included in the above table: 





The balance unsccounted for ia. the shove tebles, making w the totals 
enumerated in the first table, is believed to consist largely souls killed off 


Russian coasts and Su Un- 
doubtedly it contains some skins taken the American which should 
be added to that catch. That this number of seals was killed and 
sold in London is established beyond a doubt. 


* Bering Sea closed under modus vivendi. 





Zarate te the seals killed on the Pribilof Islands under the lease of the 
United § 


pes na 


1895. 





to fear her armed men and her gunsand ships of war, but it seems 
we have reason to fear her diplomats. 

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations proposes, 
in the face of all this overwhelming evidence furnished by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President of the United States, 
that the American i shall sit stupidly down and as stupidly 
submit to the further destruction of the entire seal herd. The 
seals which are left upon those islands, or which will there 
next summer, are worth at least from ten to twelve million dol- 
lars, and if we had passed the bill which I have had referred to 
the Finance Committee it would settle this whole controv 
and be in the interestsof humanity, of decency, and national self- 

ct. 

Iam utterly disgusted with this business after an examination 
of the whole matter and after a review of the abortive operations 
of the Paris Tribunal, which alone cost this country about $230,- 
000. I believe it is time to end this whole miserable business and 
get it out of our sight. The only people who have profited are the 
arbitrators and their clerks and attachés, the lawyers who muicted 
us in outrageous fees for imbecile advice, and the poachers who 
have stolen the seals and ruined our property, while we are called 
upon to pay them for doing it. 1 will sayfurther, the reason why 
the Paris Tribunal failed was because we gave away our case be- 
fore we entered into the arbitration. 

On the 2d of March, 1889, the Senate passed a bill for the better 
protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, to which the House 
adopted this amendment: 

That section 1956 of the Revised Statutesof the United States was intended 
to inelude and apply, and is hereby declared to include and apply, te all the 


waters of Bering Sea in Alaska embraced within the boundary lines men- 
tioned and described in the treaty with Russia, dated March 20, 1867. 


To this amendment the Senate refused to agree, and the present 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations said, in sub- 
stance, upon this floor, that we were not readyto insist upon that 
contention, and yet our arbitrators went to Paris instructed to in- 
sist upon a close sea within the boundaries of Bering Sea. They 
were instructed also to insist, second, that the seals were a special 
property; that as such we had a right to protect them wherever 
they were. 

The first position they were driven from at once by reference tothe 
records of the Senate, and obliged to abandonit. Whenwe aban- 
don that position there is nothing left but to protect our property 
without arbitration. The absurdity of claiming property in wild 
animals was so apparent that our agents at Paris were soon driven 
from that position. Of all wild animals the fur seal is one of the 
very wildest. There is not one and never was one that was do- 
mesticated. There is not one in any zoological garden through- 
out the world. They voluntarily starve themselves to death when 
in captivity. But, worse than that, if we could claim a 
these wild animals, then the Canadians might equally as well claim 
property in all of the salmon which swim up those rivers of Alaska 
which empty into the Pacific Ocean through the ‘*30-mile” strip 
between the foot of Mount St. Elias and Fort Simpson, British 
Columbia, a stretch of coast 500 miles long, and streams too numer- 
ous to mention. 

Each year the salmon pass up over our territory and up to the 
headwaters of these streams in British ground to spawn, and 
there they raise their young. The seals coming up from the 
Southern Pacific in June and July go on the Pribilof Islands, in 
Bering Sea, and there rear their young. 

If we could maintain our claims in these seals wherever they 
are found, then England could maintain her right to property in 
the salmon, for it is well known that the salmon always returns 
to the place of its birth, and we would be liable for catching a 
single salmon in that great expanse of the ocean and in that strip 
of Alaska through which these riversrun. The Senators from 
Maryland would violate an international law if they killed a 
eanvasback duck on the Chesapeake which the summer before 
had its nest in Canada. So we were forced from that position. 
There was nothing left but to devise some mutual agreement or 
regulations which might save our fur-seal herd from indecent and 
cruel slaughter. 

After much confabulation by the tribunal, of which the Sena- 
tor from Alabama was a member, these regulations were agreed 
upon, and published on the 16th of August, 1893, at Paris, to the 
world. The entire personnel of the American case broke out into 
loud and joyous nociiin , declaring that they had won a great vic- 
tory for the seals; that these re; tions had saved these valuable 
interests of our Government on the Pribilof Islands from ruin. 

How they have saved the seals is now well known, and the 
shameful failure of the Paris Tribunal is universally understood 
in this country. 

I have thus fully discussed the argument based upon our inter- 
ests in Alaska because it was presented by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and is the only argument I have 


heard except the fear of England. Take a map of the Pacific 
Ocean and you will find that the Hawaiian Is are within 18° 
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of the equator, that the Aleutian Islands are in 65° north latitude, 
that Port Townsend is at the entrance of Puget Seund in 49° 
north latitude, and that the distance from Port Townsend to 
Unalaska, at the entrance of Bering Sea,is but 1,500 miles, while 
the distance from Honolulu to Unalaska is 2,086 miles. You will 
also see that the shortest route for ships from San Francisco to 
Japan or China goes within 100 miles of Unalaska, the distance 
from San Francisco to Yokohama, Japan, being 4,536 miles, and 
from Port Townsend 4,202 miles, as against 5,550 miles by way of 
Hawaii to Japan from San Francisco and 6,100 miles from Port 
Townsend to Japan. If we are going to build a cable in the Pa- 
cific we should build it from Port Townsend toJuneanu ani Sitka 
and Unalaska and thence to Japan, saving over a thousand miles 
of cable and reaching our own possessions, accommodating our 
own people. 

Mr. President, I propose to show the character of the people 
who inhabit the Sandwich Islands; I propose to show that they 
are unfit and incapable of self-government, and that no such ch- 
mate ever produced a great race of men. A few great men have 
been produced as near the tropics as the Hawaiian Islands; but 
you can notin the world anywhere produce a dominant race of 
men near the tropics. The people who live in that latitude are 
only fit to be governed by others of hardier birth; for them equal 
ouliioae is impossible. I propose to show by the missionaries 
themselves that the people who inhabit those islands are utterly 
worthless, utterly incompetent, and not capable of self-govern- 
ment. I propose to show by the official reports the character of 
the contract laborers, that they are the scum of the world; and 
then I propose to show that the dominant invaders, the men who 
rule that country to-day, the 630 Americans, are also unfit to live 
in a republic. 

I have in my hand the report of C. M. Hyde, the only resident 
missionary of the Board of Foreign Missions, and here is what he 
says about the native population of the Hawaiian Islands: 


Here is one incident of recent occurrences: The acting pastor of a church 
on Maui found that the Sunday-school superintendent was drinking heavily 


of sweet-potato beer and was often drunk. He brought the case before the 
deacons, but oa decided that they would do nothing about it, for two rea- 
sons assigned: (1) Sweet-potato beer was the common food of the people; (2) 


drunkenness was so common that it could not be treated as an offense. 
Thereupon the pastor on the succeeding Sunday proceeded to read a long 

lamation after the fashion set by the Provincial Government, deposi::¢ 
he Sunday-school superintendent for reasons assigned, as unworthy of h's 
official posttion. 

The people of Kaumakapili Church in this city who do not like the well 
known opposition of their pastor to the late Queen and her misrule, presented 
a petition for his removal. The chief reason assigned was that they had not 
paid him his salary in full for the last two years, and this violation of their 
contract they acknowledged and made it the basis of their petition that he 
should be removed from the pastorate. 


He says further: 


The number of superannuated missionaries has constantly diminished till 
now there are only three surviving, only one of these a inined preacher. 
The management of the churches has fallen entirely into the hands of the 
native pastors, with no direct continuous personal supervision. What | can 








do by correspondence or by chance visits and what Mr. Emerson can do by 
similar means (only in his case these are official and in some places semi- 
annual)—this constitutes all that we two workers can well do for the 57 
Hawaiian evangelical churches, with their membership of 5,427 communicants 





out of a total population (native) of 34,458, with only one foreign pastor ( Rev. 
H. H. Parker. of taatainine Church, Honolulu) among the whole number (4) 
of pastors. The native churches are growing poorer and feebler each year, 
less able and willing to support the native pastorate. 

The old system will net work in its want of adaptation to the present civ- 
ilization of the country. 


Rev. Mr. Hyde, in describing the character of the people of the 
islands, makes the following further statement: 


We can not trust business interests to the decision of a Hawniian jary. In 
the management of the Kamehameha estate, of which I speak from personal 
knowledge as one cf the trustees under the will of the late Mrs. C. B. Bishop, 
we are forced to put up with an inefficient administration of much of the 
property, because no Hawaiian jury would be likely to give us a verdict ac 
cording to the law and evidence. Take what occurred at the last session of 
the circuit court in Kau. A Hawaiian jury brought in a verdict standing 10 
to2. The judgesaid that it was proper; according to the law 9 to 3S would be 
accepted as valid. On the next case, when the jury came to a decision they 
were unanimous. But some sapient juror remarked that the judge hud just 
said a verdict of 9 to 3 was valid, so they talked and talked till finally three 
jurors changed their votes, and then their verdict was reported to the judg 

Rev. S. E. Bishop read to the Honolulu Social Science Associa- 
tion in November, 1888, a paper on the cause of the decline of the 
race of Hawaiians. He says: 

Yet it is the strange fact—in view of the amiable and attractive qualities of 
Polynesians, the distressingly sad fact—that, simultaneously with the arrival 
of white men in these islands, the Hawaiian people began 


a and that this waste has continued up to the present with s ts 
At the date of the discovery, Captain Cook estimated the po 







lation at historians have leaned to the more moderate estimate 
of 250,000. father, who was one of the first party of white men to travel 
around Hawaii in 1824, then observed such evidences of recent extensive de 


population in all parts of that island that he very decidedly supported the 
estimate of Cook. There are now less than 40,000 pure Hawaiians surviving. 
The later counts have been taken with reasonable accuracy. 


* « * * * _* * 


Tt may be said in general that chastity had absolutely no recognition. It 
was simply a thing unknown and unthought of asa virtue in the old domestic 
of Hawaii. A woman who withheld herself was counted sour and ungra- 
This did rot exclude more or less of marital proprietorship, involv- 


en 
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ing an invasion of the husband's right in enjoying his property without his 


consent. There was no impurity in it any more than among brute : 


* * * * * * * 

There can be no doubt that the advent of foreigners in large numbers was 
attended by an immense increase of debased and bestial living. Ten thou- 
sand reckless seamen of the whaling fleet annually frequented these islands 
and used it as their great brothel. is enormously aggravated and inflamed 
the normal unchastity of the people. In the presence of the white hordes 
life became hideously brutalized. To multitudes of young women, gathered 
into the seaports for profit, from half the households in the country, life be- 
came a continuous orgie of beastly excess. All the former slender limita- 
tions and restrictions upon an in riminate commerce fell to pieces. The 
stormy and reckless on of the white man, exulting in his unwonted li- 
cense, imparted itself to the warm but slu: h Haw nature. Life be- 
came a wasteful riot of impurity, propaga from the seaports to the end of 
the land. There was thus no defense against the new and trying conditions 
of life through any existing sentiment of the sacrednessof chastity. The in- 
evitable consequence was depopulation. The population of brothels and 
slums has no internal power of multiplying. 


Then he goes on further in regard to drunkenness among the 
people: 

With the foreigner came the products of the still. Only then did drunk- 
enness begin to reign. Drunken orgies were an essential part of the beach- 
comber’s paradise on Hawaiian shores. He found the Hawaiian an apt dis- 
ciple, save that, like all savages, he did not know how tostop. _ The story of 
the early missionaries is one of constant impediment in their labors from the 
inebrity of the King and chiefs and of frequent annoyance and disturbance 
from the riotous orgies of the common oa. . : sR 

The contribution of drunkenness to depopulation was mainly indirect, al- 
though powerful. It tended to «wverturn and destroy whatever re ns of 
wholesome social order and domestic life survived the general wreck conse- 
quent upon foreign intercourse. It stimulated the ons; it solved the re- 
maining bonds of self-restraint; it flung prudence to the winds; thus it en- 
hanced the effectiveness of the causes perey described. Intemperance 
is always a chief ally of impurity. The gin mill and the brothel are close 
partners. 

Now I propose to read a portion of the address of the Rev. Mr. 
Bishop, who spent his life among these people, and my apology 
for reading it is that inasmuch as there is a great effort to annex 
those people to this country, and perhaps make the islands a State 
of this Union, the people of this country have a right to know the 
character of the population we propose toannex. Under the head 
of ‘‘ Wiveless Chinese” Mr. Bishop says: 

This is an evil of recent growth, which acts most perniciously upon the 
social life of Hawaiians. There are some 20,000 men of the lowest class, 
without their women, distributed throughout the islands in close contact 
with the natives, and in many districts outnumbering the Hawaiian males. 
The effect is necessarily very destructive to the purity of native families 
although not more so than the presence of a s: ar number of unrmarri 
whites would be. There is no doubt but that many native households in all 
parts of the country are maintained in comparative affluence by the intimacy 
of Chinese with their females. Some of the heads of these families are mem- 
bers in qs standing in the Protestant churches, whose oe native 
pastors lack the energy and authority to deal with the offen ers, while the 
moral sentiment prevailing both within and outside of the church is too fee- 
ble to put them to shame. 


That is the character of the 40,000 natives upon those islands. 
What other population have we to deal with? The contract la- 
borers who have been ge ye there from different parts of the 
world to serve a length of service stipulated in the contract. 
Those men came there without their families. On those islands 
there are nearly 60,000 males and 31,000 females. The predomi- 
nance of males exists in every single race. The contract laborers 
are little less than slaves. e Portuguese are not Portuguese 
after all, and while they speak the aueeeee of the Portuguese 
they have been recruited from the eira and Azores islands, 
and are a mixture of races—P ese and blacks and the other 
races of Africa. They are the lowest of all the population upon 
the islands except, perhaps, it be the natives themselves. 

These contracts provide for compelling the laborer to work faithfully by 
fines and dam: suits brought by the planters against them, with the right 
on the part of the lanter to deduct the and cost of suit out of the 
laborer’s wages. ey provide for com the labo 
with the planter during the contract term. 
enforced by civil remedies and penal laws. 

They ——— the natives and deduct the cost from their pay, 
if they will not work. The total American male population is 
1,298. The total American population, males and females, is 1,900. 
The report of Mr. Blount, who examined this question somewhat, 
goes on to say: 

The character of the le of these islands is and must be overwhelmingly 
Asiatic. Let it not be ed that the Chinese, Japanese, and Po ese 
spoctar ip chet of Japanese imigrante ou March 198, f Spent that 3 
saots of Japanese a have been brought ‘here’ b " e Hawaiian 
Government, Lge yion 0. Of these, 2,517 have returned to amen 8,592, 


ll 
having worked out their contract term, and 9,626 are wor 
out their con: term. More than 75 per cent may be said to locate here 


permanently. ae 
mechanics, 


rer to n 
ey are sanctioned by law and 


are 13,067 Chinamen engaged in various occupati 
laborers, 1,479 farmers, 133 fishermen, 74 drivers and teamsters, 
ters and ranchers, 776 merchants and traders, 164 clerks and salesmen, 
essional men and Scar apn oe 1,056 in various other occupations. 
e number of merchants and traders in the entire country is 1,238. Of 
this number 776 are Chinamen and 81 are Americans. 
The t part of the retail trade seems to be conducted by Chinamen. 
20,536 laborers on sugar plantations only 2,617 are Chinese. Of this lat. 
ter number only 396 are contract laborers. 
; =, “on population in 1884 amounted to 9,377 and in 1890 to 8,602, a 
OSs ‘ 


It appears that the number of females in = ion to the num- 
ber of males is constantly decreasing. In th 


e proportion of OnE rida 


females was 45 per cent, in 1872 44 per cent, in 1878 41 per cent, in 
1884 36 per cent, in 1890 it was 34 per cent, and it has very much 
decreased since that time, as large numbers of contract laborers 
have been brought into the islands. That is the character of the 
contract-labor population of Hawaii. 

Now, we will turn our attention for a moment tothe character 
of the so-called Americans on those islands. Those Americans 
are the sons of missionaries who went there seventy years ago. 
They are the sons and nephewsand relatives of those missionaries. 
They are the men who have controlled that Government, who 
have ruled the monarchy with an iron hand for the last fifty years. 
They are the men who dethroned and set up a king, formed cabi- 
nets, dictated the policy, and absolutely ruled those people. They 
know nothing about a republican form of government. They 
have no sense or idea of anything but a tyranny. 

In 1887 they forced a constitution from the King of those islands 
which disfranchised his own people and in addition provided that 
any foreigner could become a voter and participate in the Govern- 
ment without releasing his allegiance to a foreign country, thus 
enabling those Americans and the other foreigners to claim pro- 
tection of the consuls of their country or the shipsof their country 
in that port while participating to the full extent in the control of 
the local Government. How did they secure that constitution? 
They secured it by threatening to assassinate the King. Twenty 
of the very men who to-day form the Government, which they 
call a republic down in those islands, got together and swore to 
an oath that any five of the number drawn should assassinate the 
King if he did not submit to their constitution. The King yielded, 
disfranchised his own people, and set up a Government in which 
themen [have mentioned were the dominantand controlling factor. 

What reasons were there for the last revolution? The Queen 
insisted upon adopting a new constitution which would give her 
own people a voice in the Government, which would give her own 
people, who had had the fostering care of the fathers of these sons 
of missionaries, a voice in that Government. The excuse for the 
revolution was, then, that the native Hawaiian desired a voice in 
his own behalf. When the Queen insisted upon it—that is all 
there is of her offense—they called upon the sailors of the United 
States, and only with their aid could they have overturned the 
os 

What did they put in its place? Anabsolute despotism. Their 
constitution provides, first, for a property qualification which 
disfranchises every native. It is a property qualification which 
would disfranchise 12,000,000 of the voters of the United States. 
Second, a provision that no man can vote unless he can read 
and write the English language. With that they shut off the 
contract laborers and all other foreigners but the English. So 
their entire voting population is less than a thousand out ofa 
total population of 90,000. Yet they tell us they have started a 
‘‘sister Republic.” I do not blame them for what they have done, 
because it is the only form of government that can be maintained 
there. But I do say it is no reason why they should be admitted 
into this Union, or called a “‘ sister Republic!” 

I do not care to give the character of these rulers, these domi- 
nant invaders, simply upon my assertion, and I will read to the 
Senate what appeared in the New York Times a few days ago: 

At last Friday's prayer meeting— 


A week ago last night— 


At last Friday night's prayer meeting in Plymouth Church Mr. Thomas G, 
Shearman, in his characteristically forceful way, had something to say con- 
demnatory of missionary work in waii which has led to considerable dis- 
cussion in religious circles. 


This is pertinent from the fact that the missionaries who went 
to Hawaii were missionaries of the Congregational Church, and 
Mr. Shearman is a leading member and a founder of the greatest 
Congregational Church in this country. The Times continues: 


Mr. Shearman’s remarks were not reported in the local papers, and as some 
misstatements have been made concern what he really said, the New 
York Times gives what he has to say about the matter. 

‘More than a year ago— 


Said Mr, Shearman— 


“I told Dr. Abbott that in my opinion the proceedings in Hawaii reflected 
great discredit not only upon the American name gaeray: but especially 
upon our American missionaries and the Congregas. onal Church which had 
sent them th and seemed generally disposed to sustain the actions of the 


missi es 

“ At that time, what appeared to be Dr. Abbott's opinion?” 

“He never told me what he thought about it, and expressed doubts as to 

e ness of my information, and mentioned some names of persons 
who had been to Hawaii and approved of the action taken there. He was 

to any interference by the United States, although admitting, as I 

understood, that it was due to the intervention of the United States troops 
that the Queen and the native authorities had been deprived of power. 

as at the time when there was an active controversy whether the 
United States should intervene or not. I rather desired to on the sub- 
ject at that time at some of the minor church meetings, but deferred to Dr. 
Abbott and to the advice of some friends who, however, agreed with me in 
my general views. I remained silent for much more than a year, but there- 
cent establishment of court-martial in Honolulu, and the violent measures 
taken to suppress an incipient rebellion, determined me to speak without con- 


7 evening, therefore, I rose and said I proposed to speak mv mind 
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on a subject which I would not name, leaving it to Dr. Abbott, who led the 


meeting, to say whether I should speak then or a week later.’ 


“And what did Dr. Abbott say to that?” 

‘*He very courteously expressed his preference that I should then, 
which I did. I said in substance that while it would not seem advisable to 
bring into the church meetings a purely political question, yet where ve 
moral questions were involved and action taken which affected the honor 


and good faith of the Christian churches of our own order, it was proper to 
bring such subjects into a church eA 

“T said that had Mr. Beecher been still alive I felt partoctiy certain that he 
would long ago have expressed from Plymouth pulpit most emphatic opin- 
ions upon this subject; that he would never have allowed a weaker race to 
be practically enslaved by white Americans—especially Congregationalists 
and sons of Congregational missionaries—without ae a protest which 
would have been heard all over the land. I did not expect Dr. Abbott to do 
all that Mr. Beecher would have done, but thought some member of Plymouth 
Church should take the responsibilit of saying, as well as he could, what 
Mr. aaer would certainly have said with much more eloquence and far 
more effect. 

“I then said in substance that seventy years ago the American Board of 
Foreign Missions sent a few Congregational missionaries to the Sandwich 
Islands, who were received by the people with enthusiasm. They did not 
rent have to convert the people, for they were all ready for conversion. | 

“The chiefs and the people throw away their idols and embraced Christi- 
anity withall their hearts. So complete was their trust in the missionaries 
that practically all samen was placed under missionary control, and 
the missionaries and their sons or their nephews had ever since had the 
practical government of the islands. What had been the result? 

“They found 130,000 peor there, and now they papers that there are only 
34,000. But of these 34,000 they recently reported that 18,000 were members 
of Congregational churches—a larger proportion of church members than 
can be found in any other Protestant country inthe world. The missionaries 
boasted that those natives were better educated, better behaved, and more 


peaceable, orderly, and religious, in proportion to their numbers, than the | 


people of many parts of the United States. - 

“The triumph of religion, and especially of Congregationalism,in Hawaii 
was made the subject of endless boasts by missionaries and managers of mis- 
sions, and was made the ground of appeals to American Christians for fresh 
subscriptions and aid for missionary work. 

“Suddenly their whole tone changed. The missionaries’ sons and some re- 
turned missionaries vehemently asserted that the native Hawaiians were 
filthy and ignorant and adebased, licentious, and idolatrous race, utterly unfit 
to be trusted with liberty, but must be kept under the control of a firm and 
unscrupulous, but pious, Congregational despotism. 

“ Assuming this to be true, then the result of between fifty and sixty years’ 
unbroken missionary government in these islands has been that the popula- 
tion has been reduced in number by three-quarters, and that these three-quar- 
ters are as debased, licentious, and brutal as they were when the missionaries 
began their labors, and that the whole missionary enterprise has been a dis- 
graceful failure. . ; 

‘** Meanwhile there are some other facts, which the missionaries do not men- 
tion, but which can not be disputed. During the fifty years the government 
of these islands was under missionary infiuence most of the natives were de- 
prived of their rights in the land, excepting about 27,000 acres, and all the 
rest was divided among the King, the chiefs, and the families and friends of 
the missionaries. 

“The missionaries’ sons and their associates boast that they own four-fifths 
of all the property of the islands. Nearly all the rest is owned by the de- 
scendants of the former chiefs. The great mass of the people own nothing. 
The missionary government, finding that the natives would not work for less 
than 25 cents a day, oomgeenes of the want of labor, and insisted on the im- 

ortation of scores of thousands of the scum of the human race, including 

Yhinese and what are called Portuguese, amongrel race, who never saw Por- 
tugal, but who speak something resembling the language of that country. 

“In this manner the missionaries’ sons cut down the wages of the native 
Hawaiians, and compelled them to work on their sugar plantations at such 
rates as seemed good to their masters. 

** Before the missionaries gained control of the islands leprosy was unknown. 
But with the introduction of strange races leprosy established itself and 
rapidly increased. An entire island was very properly devoted tothe lepers. 
No Protestant missionaries would venture among them. 

“For this I do not blame them, as no doubt I should not have had the cour- 
age to go myself. Buta noble Catholic priest consecrated his life to the serv- 
ice of the lepers, lived among them, baptized them, educated them, and 
brought some light and foe ys into their wretched lives. 

“Stung by the contrast of his example the one remaining missionary, a rec- 
ognized and paid agent of the American Board, spread broadcast the vilest 
slanders against Father Damien. He said that Father Damien was dirty.” 


This is the same gentleman, Mr. Hyde, an extract from whose 
report I read a short time ago: 


“*Much good missionaries can do among a wretched and de ed people if 
they hold themselves aloof from those who are dirty! Did the A es take 
care never to touch the dirty hands or sit against the dirty clothes of their 
early converts? 

“He accused the good father of vile practices. But the vileness was inthe 
Congregational missionary’s mouth, not in the Catholic missionary’s life, and 
under threats of exposure and legal punishment the Congregational mission- 
ary sneaked out of theaccusation. Yet, after he had oe himself in the 
eyes of every decent man, he remains, if I am correctly informed, still the 
well-paid, well-housed, comfortably-cared-for agent of the American Board 
in Hawaii. Of course, he is an ardent annexationist. 

“ And now the ae same men who by hundreds and. thousands have pro- 
tested with pious indignation against the Southern States for their practical 
disfranchisement of the Southern negroes, who are by the confession of their 
own best men vastly below the moral standard which the Hawaiian mission- 
aries have until lately boasted as the peculiar attribute of their converts, are 
fat = enthusiasm over what, with bitter irony, is cailed the Hawaiian Re- 
public, 

“A republic, forsooth, in which no man can vote unless he has property 
which would be equivalent to the possession of $5,000 in Brooklyn, and in 
which no one can vote for senator who is not worth $3,000, which is equiva- 
lent to $20,000 in Brooklyn. 

“But even with this restriction of the suffrage our republican missionaries 
are afraid to trust their republican voters. Accordingly they did not dare 
to allow the people under any limitations whatever to elect the ident, but, 
having got possession of the constitutional convention, they a pointed Mr. 
Dole President, to hold office for six years, and just so much longer as the 
Senate and Assembly should fail to agree on a successor, restricting the 
choice even then to such persons as should be agreeable to a majority of the 
comm, ) ined ee at about of the eee the ae 

“Nor do they stop here. apenas ws severely puni anyone who 
dares to speak disrespectfully of any of their high mightinesses. Anyone, 
whether a native or an American, who dares to say that this republican gov- 


ernment is not republican, or that any of the missionaries’ sons who deign to 
vern the barbarous Christians of Hawaii is not well fitted for the post, is 
ble to a sane Saree of imprisonment and a heavy fine. 

“And yet, after all, though they have the Government afd the laws and the 
courts and the juries all in their own hands, they are afraid to trust any of 
them, and, on the first sign of alarm, and before a blow was struck, they shut 
up all the courts and proclaimed martial law. And this is our pious Congre- 
gational missionary Republic. This is the fruit of seventy years of Congre- 
gational teaching and missionary government. 

“And now it is proposed to annex this island, with its barbarous, idolatrous, 
dirty, debased, Con; tional heathen, Christian idolaters, and the 100,000 
Mongolians and -breed Portuguese to boot, and to bring it into our Re- 

ublic as one of the States of our Union to help govern us. Already one 
rench of Congress has voted to expend $500,000 in beginning to lay a cable 
for this purpose, which, of course, will involve us in about $3,000,000 more, in 
addition to that already incurred, to enable Hawaiians to plant sugar ata 
cost to this country o ,000,000 taken out of the public Treasury and put 
into the pockets of the planters to enable them to employ Mongolians and 
half-breed Portuguese. 

“But we are to ay many millions more in annexing them. We shall 
have to build war ships to defend our possession when we get it. 

“TI consider this the most dangerous and disastrous proposition that has 
ever been made in this country. If successful it will launch us upon an era 
of colonization and of petty, disgraceful foreign wars. It will bring into our 
Union sham republics, which will still further corrupt our already corrupt 
Government, and speedily destroy all reality in republican institutions. 

“We are on the brink of mt and a very little effort is needed to 

ush us over. If I were standing alone on this continent I would oppose and 
enounce this whole scheme of foreign wars, annexation, and colonial projects 
to the very last.” 

Dr. R. M. Raymond said he indorsed what Mr. Shearman had said, with 
the exception of some criticism cn the Navy. Dr. Abbott did notagree with 
Mr. Shearman on questions of fact, but he did agree with Mr. Shearman in 
his opposition to annexation. 


I have read this, Mr. President, because it has been asserted that 
it was an attack upon missionary effort for anyone to describe the 
results of their efforts among those people. I do not propose to 
make any such attack. I believe the missionaries failed, as the 
missionary effort will always fail under like circumstances, for 
the reason that they failed to recognize what I believe to be a fact, 
that a form of government and a form of religion is a necessary 
adjunct of the social compact, and that every race, be it civilized 
or barbarous, has the best form of religion and the best form of 
government it is capable in the aggregate of maintaining; and if 
— undertake to give a religion of a higher civilization to a bar- 

arous race you must accompany it with that civilization and a 
full understanding of it, which is impossible. Therefore, while 
those props adopted outwardly the forms of our religion, they 
were unable to comprehend its meaning or appreciate our civ_h- 
zation, while they imbibed our vices and faded away. 

I have now shown the utterly worthless character of the native 

pulation and the worse than worthless character of contract 

abor; and I have undertaken to show by the testimony of leading 

Congregationalists in this country that the dominant invaders 
who now rule those islands are also incapable of enjoying a re- 
publican government, and are only capable of maintaining a des- 
potism. I will read from a California paper, the Call, of San. 
Francisco, on the 17th of this month: 


CONFESSION BY TORTURE—HOW THE HAWAIIAN GOVERNMENT ELICITED 
TREASON TESTIMONY. 
SAN FRANcIsco, February 17. 

The Call prints the following from Honolulu: 

“The success of the Government of Hawaii in conducting its treason cases 
was due to the incriminating evidence given by Capt. William Davies, of the 
steamer Taimanolo. Davies was arrested on the morning of January 5. He 
is an American citizen and refused any information, and while protesting his 
innocence demanded an interview with the United States minister. This 
was refused. Davies was then given to understand that if acomplete con- 
fession was not forthcoming he would be strung up by the thumbs. But he 
did not flinch, and his legs were bound below the knees and his thumbs were 
lashed with a whipcord to iron bolts in the stone wall of the prison yard so 
that the unfortunate man’s toes just touched the ground. Davies wasstripped 
to the waist, while Marshal Hitchcock, Attorney-General Smith. and Surgeon 
Cooper, with a stenographer, awaited the statement which they believed 
would be forthcoming. Davies did not weaken. Sweat oozed from every 
pore. The tendons of the victim’s limbs stood out like strands of rope, blood 
vessels knotted on his arms and legs, swelling as if ready to burst with con- 

ested bleod, restrained in its course by his abnormal position, until at last 

e fainted. Dr. Cooper used salts of ammonia to revive the captain. As 
soon as he revived two negro convicts suspended him again by the thumbs. 
This inhuman operation was begun at noon, and it was 6 o'clock in the even- 
ing before Davies, more dead than alive, made the statement that respited 
him from the inhuman barbarity of his persecutors. 

‘** Another case of torture was brought to light in the military inquiry. A 
young native was handcuffed at the wrists. Then he was placed in a tank of 
ice-cold water. He was kept there until circulation of the blood in his ex- 
tremities had almost ceased, and Dr. Cooper declared that action of the 
heart was almost suspended. He was then taken from the tank and, after 
being restored from his condition of semiconsciousness, the torture was 
again administered until he confessed.” 


And these are the people who talk about having set up a ‘‘ sister 
Republic” in the Southern Pacific. Then, with a population ut- 
terly worthless, what advantage are we going to gain by annexing 
those people? Oh, Senators say that our trade relations are large 
with the Hawaiian Islands, that more American ships go there 
than of any other nationality, and that more of their commerce 
comes to our ports than goes to any other part of the world. Re- 
markable, is it not, that this should be the fact when we impose 
a duty upon the products from every other country and admit 
them from the Sandwich Islands free. As long as you pay such 
a bonus as that out of the Treasury of the United States you can 
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the commerce of those islands, no matter who owns them. 
at was the result im this direction last 


the present rate have been $3,600,000. We in 
1893 to those islands $2,827,000 of our products, nearly a million 
dollars less than the amount of duties which we remitted. 


will print with my remarks, $55,000,000 to these people, more than 
the total value of all the trade we have had with them. And yet 
Senators talk about the commercial advantage! There is no 
anes on the broad earth—no people so low and contemptible and 
oo that they would not send their products to us under 
advantages. 































Hawaiian Islands. 
Year. Exports to. Imports from. Excess 
Duti of im- 
Domestic. Foreign. Total. ports. 
tent =i ae 
1878....| $1, 446 653 \$1, 736, 009 |$2, 641, 429 678, 880 | $942, 731 
1879... oe ir eT Tene 3, 243, 988 &, 257, 988. 883, 020 
1880__..| 1,985,506 | 100,664 | 2,086,170 | 4,565,918 4, 606,444 | 2,520,274 
1883. . 2, 64, 53 83, 489 | 2, 778, 072 517, 737 5, 533, 000 | 2, 754, 928 
1882_...| 3,272,172 78, 608 | 3,350, 775 621, 690 7, 646, 294 | 4,295, 519 
1883....| 3,683, 460 92,605 | 3,776,065 195, 937 8, 238, 461 | 4, 462,396 
1884....| 3, 446, 024 77,329 | 3,523,353 900, 000 7, 925,965 | 4, 402, 612 
1885....| 2,708,573 78,349 | 2, 787, 922 817, 067 8, 857, 497 | 6,069, 575 
1886....| 3,135,800 76, 799 | 3,192, 698 T41, 924 9, 805, 707 | 6,613, 000 
1887_...| 3,520,503 | 101,436 | 8,622,629 892, 889 9, 922, 075. | 6,300, 046 
1888....| 3,025,808 59,305 | 8,085,208 050, 688 11, 060,379 | 7,975,176 
1880_...; 3, 336,040 39, 621 | 3,375, 661 882, 910 12,847,740 | 9,472, 079 
1800__._| 4,606,900 |} 104,517 | 4,711,417 309, 758 12,313,908 | 7,602,491 
1801__..; 4,985,911 | 171,301 | 5,107,212 865, 648 13, 805, 507 | 8, 783,385 
1802__._| 3,662,018 | 119,610 | 3,781, 628 062, 076. 8, O75, 882 | 4,204, 254 
I ds... 305, 855, 000 
$US, CUBR. .. nc ccccencnnccccoccencnnsceweceresennueusees pounds... i 
Va ta sia eshondiinde ii udetaath adi bamesliaahiniaaaepilcmennandulitnininds tdci $8, 282, 000 
I a sch dieN Rleniioen ei iaecnhirnthliiciomsensidlectininil aap itiinnccshtidhchncicts 
I = $9,087, 000 
MEIOP EH, DURE... incencencicsticnscmeeen coc ccdbaesweccevcensnameccoaccoses , 087, 
ee 3, 600, 000 
Ee rit aden veniereneennunenbetennahnnotsenahnyhenmamn on chanbmpetits 2, 827, 000 
For what purpose do we then desire theseislands? Senators say 
for a coaling station. 


There are no coal mineson the islands and the coal must be car- 
ried there in ships. But why should we carry coal there and then 
send ships to burn it? Is it to attack the coast of Asia? 

The distance from Honolulu to the nearest point on the coast 
of Asia is over 4,000 miles, and a battle ship can only carry coal 
enough to sail 7,000 miles. So a ship coaling at Hawaii could not 
go to the coast of Asia and return for more coal, much less remain 
to fight a battle. Australia is still farther away. 

These islands, then, do not command any portion of the surface 
of the earth. And no ship goes there on its way from the United 
States to amy ether country in the world. These islands are not 
on any of the ocean routes of the world. If we own them we 
must Jefend them, and they would be an element of weakness. 
In case of war it would be to our advantage to abandon them at 


once. 

But to advocate their annexaticn is a favorite theme of those 
who do not argue any — or give reasons for their acts, but 
ar ae uly style o. oratory and beard the British 
10m In n. 

Mr. President, it is late in the session and I will draw my re- 
marks to a conclusion, but I wish to of one more thing be- 
fore I do. Is it the desire of the jingoists m this Chamber that 
they shall have the ure of seeing this worthless population 
represented on this ? Limagine I see the Senator from Ha- 
waii pleading for an additional es for the relief of 1,200 

on the floor of the Senate that we must repeal 
our contract-labor laws because of the declining sugar industry 
carried on by contract labor. It seems to me we already have 
enough; that we can not afford to add more of the dark- 
skinned races to our population. With the of the South, 
the Chinese of the Pacific ee, oe eer 
‘dagoes East, ve every problem we are a 
solve will be to us in the near future; and that it is our 
duty rather to add this unfit population to ours to maintain 
t area and pass those laws which will giveevery man an 
eq o ity and promote the more even distribution of 
wealth out our borders. ‘ , 

Our duty is to educate and elevate the r tion we already 
have, and thus te our institutio =. In the past every 
republic has sown seeds of its final destruction by 
the desire for conquestand for glory. Let us profit exam- 


and pursue a course that will make the masses 
rous rather than dazzle and allay the mutterings of misery and 
i a the march of armies and the of conquest. 
E. Iam not concerned, Mr. Presi , to discuss the 
pro ee nee Sates te See eens Doe 
Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew] has given so much attention this 
evening. Still less is it nec for me to say anything in de- 
fense of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who is quite 
able to defend himself. But I will say this much, that although 
his diplomacy may not reach to the high intellectual standard of 
the Senator South Dakota, I think if we were to follow the 
Senator from Alabama in the —— of the United States 
- _ make very greatly for the are and the development 
country. 

f£ am not concerne’ either, Mr. President, to enter into the dis- 

Dake oe ‘ial ae “| Siaee a aie a. 
ota sO a y newspaper extr: ight. 

do not think that these are the vital questions involved here so far 
as the — of the United — eo reeeeee Those a 
even were y a race of savages, even 
ar weee dace cae peak one be ab tethaeapennes 
from their position. On that ground and on that ground alone 
we ought to control and possess them. That they have —_— 
commerce and fertile soil merely adds to the desirability of our 
taking them. 


The main thing is that those islands lie there in the heart of the 
Pacific, the controlling point in the ecommerce of that great ocean. 
It has always been the policy of the United States to keep control 
of the Sandwich Islands, and from that policy there has never been 
known change or departure by any party of any name until within 
the last two years. 

It is now proposed to take the first step toward finally establish- 
ing our control in Hawaii by beginning a cable to those islands. 
To my mind it isthe most important thing involved im any #& 
priation bill before Congress, for I consider that upon those islands 
rests a great part of the future commercial progress of the United 


The sea cere has been one of the controlling forces in history. 
Without sea power no nation has been really great. Sea power 
consists, in the first place, of a proper navy and a proper fleet; 
but in order to sustain a Navy we must have suitable posts for 
naval stations, strong places where a navy can be protected and 
refurnished. 

I will, with the permission of the Senate, now ask leave to pre- 
sent a map, because I can save time by so doing. It will save my 
rehearsing a long list of names which describe very imperfectly 
the situation which I desire to depict as illustrating what is to me 
the controlling feature in the question of the Sandwich Islands. 
[A map was brought into the Chamber. See page 3083.] 

That map illustrates the point which I desire to make m regard 
to these islands. These red crosses [indicating], one here at Cape 
Breton, one here at Halifax, Bermuda, Jamaica, Santa Lucia, 
Trinidad, are the British naval stations on the Atlantic coast of 
the United States—six powerful, strong places and naval stations. 

he upper black line [indicating] is the tonnage of the British 
war ships in the Atlantic, and that lower black line [indicating] 
is the tonnage of American war ships. Here, these crosses repre- 
sent British naval stations in the East and about Australia. 

Now, everyone can see here at the Falkland Islands is a British 
naval station ae . Here is another at Vancouver. Here 
is another at the Fiji Is s. In that great triangle marked by 
these three points [indicating] Great Britain does not hold a naval 
station. There in the center of that triangle [indicating], in the 
heart of the Pacific, where I am now Paap lie the Sandwich 
Islands. They are the key of the Pacific. If we are ever to build 
the Nicaraguan Canal it would be folly to enter upon it if we were 
not prepared to take possession of those islands. ere is the ton- 
nage of the British war ships in the Pacific [i ing]. Thereis 
the tonnage of the American war ships [indicating]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Onequestion. I should like to know how 
long those war ships of ours would prevent the British war ships 


from taking those islands. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, we can not hear. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please resume 
their seats and cease conversation, and Senators interrupting will 
address the Chair so that they may be heard. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from South Dakota uires how 
long I think those war ships of ours would prevent British 
war ships from taking those islands. That is a curious question 
to come from a Senator a large part of whose speech was 
to sneers at fear of land. 

But, Mr. President, for my part I fear England so little that I 


think if the flag of the United States were to be once hoisted over 
the Sandwich the nation does not now exist that would be 


ee eee an oe 


pro pore. The Chair admonishes the 


galleries that any demonstration of approval or disapproval is in 
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this project to annex Hawaii to the United States. My attention 


violation of the orders of the Senate. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will proceed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is on account of the military 
and strategic importance of the Sandwich Islands that I so greatly 
desire their control by the United States. They are particularly 
important, as I have said, if we once open, as I hope we shall open, 
the Nicaragua Canal. All the great routes from San Francisco 
and from Vancouver, all the great routes to the East, to and from 
the Nicaraguan Canal, pass those islands. Those islands came 
here and offered themselves to this country. They were refused. 
We now have an opportunity to unite them to us, and the first 
step isa cable. In the hands of this country they would rapidly 
increase in population and they would be a source of wealth and 
strength. 

I have no desire to see this country enter on an unlimited career 
of acquisition of colonial possessions. That is not necessary to us. 
It is not consonant to the principles of our Government. But, Mr. 
President, as I have said once before, in speaking on this subject, 
we hold the citadel of our greatness here on this continent within 
the borders of the United States, but we should not neglect the 
necessary outworks. That red line [indicating] which goes down 
the Atlantic coast shows the foresight of England. Does anyone 
suppose that that naval station at the Bermudas was placed there 
because England did not have enough naval stations? She putin 
there because it is only a little over 600 miles from New York. 

I have no idea that England desires to go to war with this coun- 
try. I do not think she does; but we may as well look facts in 
the face. This country is the rival and competitor of England 
for the trade and commerce of the world. The English-speaking 
people have been the great ee race of modern times. 
Our own colonies sprang from their loins; and since we parted 
from England her statesmen have never failed to recognize that in 
men speaking her lan: e and of her own race she was to find her 
most formidable rivals. She has always opposed, thwarted, and 
sought toinjure us. She desires to keep her control of the great 
pathways of commerce. She desires to put us in a egarsn where 
we can not fight, if we wish, except at a great disadvantage. 

I have said that I do not fear a war. Ido not think we have 
any reason to. England is quite as well aware as we are that 
though she might bombard a few of our coast cities her great 
territory of Canada in the event of a war would pass from her 
never to return. It would be as the Sultan said after the war in 
which he met the great disaster at the battle of Lepanto, but in 
which he got possession of the Island of Cyprus. He said: ‘‘ You 
have singed ~ beard, but I have cutoff your arms.” Weshould 
cut off one of England’s arms, in the case of a war, by taking Can- 
ada, and I have no idea that she would precipitate it. 

But, Mr. President, to neglect our Navy and the outlying islands 
which ought to belong to us puts us in the position where all 
the advantage is on her side and none on ours. The control of 
these great points in the highways of commerce is the control of 
the sea power. It was thesea poms in history that enabled Rome 
to cr Hannibal, perhaps the greatest military genius of all 
time; it was the sea power that enabled England to bring Napo- 
leon’s empire to ruin; it was the sea power more than anything 
else that crushed the rebellion in this country by blockading every 
port of the Southern States. It is the sea power that is essential 
to the greatness of every great people. 

We area — people; we control this continent; we are domi- 
nant in this hemisphere; we bave too great an inheritance to be 
trifled with or parted with. It is ours to guard and to extend. 
We do not want too great a rival posted too near our coasts, and 
there in the one place where the hand of England has not yet 
been reached out to throw away those islands is madness must 
seem so to any man who looks beyond the present moment or who 
sees in this question anything but a mere matter of population or 
money. 

It matters not whether this cable costs four millions or forty 
millions; the question is whether we shall maintain the true 
American policy of the United States. It has been the policy of 
Marcy and Seward; it has been the policy of both parties; it is 
the American policy; and closely joined with it is the question of 
the Navy, which will come before us later. 

Mr. President, I desire an extra session as little as any man in 
this body, but I would never vote to strike out that cable as the 
first step toward the development of American commerce, toward 
the taking of what belongs as of right to the American people in 
their onward march. I would never vote to strike it out if it 
meant ten extra sessions. It is part of a great policy. Itis nota 
mere appropriation of $500,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think that this question can be 
viewed in a cool and deliberate light, notwithstanding the anima- 


tion or animosity which seems to have inspired the minds of some. 


persons in regard to it, and notwithstanding the apprehensions also 
that may exist in the minds of some, as has been expressed upon 
the floor of the Senate frequently, that there is a hidden scheme in 


as a member of this body was drawn to this subject of our rela- 
tions with Hawaii more particularly, I think, by the first message 
of President Cleveland than by oe else I have ever read 
or heard, and from that time until this I have maintained the 
opinions that the President of the United States then expressed 
upon the subject of our relations to Hawaii. I will read from his 
message of December, 1886, and I desire the Democrats in this 
body to listen to what the President of the United States said upon 
that subject in that state paper: 

I express my unhesitating conviction that the intimacy of our relations 
with Hawaii should be emphasized. Asa result of the reciprocity treaty of 
1875, those islands on the highway of Oriental_and Austr ian traflic are 
virtually an outpost of American commerce and a stepping-stone to the grow- 
ing trade of the Pacific. 

Now, I pause a moment there, Mr. President, to inquire whether 
it is ops for the Government of the United States to have tele- 
graphic communication by cable with one of the ‘‘ outposts of 
American commerce and one of the stepping stones to the grow- 
ing trade of the Pacific.” If nothing pis had been said or done 
by the Senate of the United States or anybody else, except that 
simple declaration of the President of the United States in 1886, 
I should consider that as an American, and also as a Democrat, I 
was quite in the line of my duty when advocating communica- 
tion with that outpost of American commerce as a stepping stone 
to the trade of the Pacific. 

The President proceeds: 

The res Island groups have been so absorbed by other and more 
Te overnments that the Hawaiian Islands are left almost alone in 

he reas of their autonomy, which it is important for us should be pre- 
served. 

I stop again to comment a moment upon that. It is very im- 
portant, says the President, that the autonomy of the Hawaiian 
group should be preserved. Why? Because ‘‘the Polynesian 
groups have been so absorbed by other and more powerful Gov- 
ernments.” That is the reason for it, and that is the reason to- 
day which underlies this proposition to lay this cable at the ex- 
pense of the Government of the United States. The President 
goes further, and still punctuates with greater emphasis our duty 
in this regard. He says: 

Our treaty is now terminable on one year’s notice, but propositions to abro- 
gate it would be,in my judgment, most ill advised. 

This declaration has never disturbed me, and I have cordially 
agreed with the President in his urgent objection to the abroga- 
tion of that treaty. But recently the demand for its abrogation 
on this side of the Chamber seems to isolate the President from 
the support of some of his most devout friends. 

The President of the United States in 1886 did not desire, but 
he thought that it would be extremely ill advised, to terminate 
this treaty upon notice of one year. hy? Not because of the 
commercial advantages to us in the reciprocal trade which that 
treaty created, but because of the necessity of this outpost to the 
traffic of the Pacific Ocean, this commanding attitude which we 
have acquired in that territory in favor of the promotion and pro- 
tection of our trade in that vast body of water. The President 
proceeds: 

The paramount influence we have there acquired, once relinquished, could 
only with difficulty be regained, and a valuable ground of vantage for our- 
selves might be conve into a stronghold for our commercial competitors. 

Who could state a stronger argument than that in favor of this 
cable? Who has ever stated or attempted to state a stronger ar- 
gument than thatin favor of this cable—that once we relinquish our 
vantage ground in Hawaii, gained under that reciprocal treaty of 
1875, it could only be regained with difficulty?—which means, Mr. 
President, that it could only be regained atithe expense of war be- 
tween ourselves and the power which might thus finda lodgment 
or a foothold in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Then the President proceeds with his exhortations upon this 
subject to Congress, that we will support his very just and intense 
argument: 

I earnestly recommend that the existing treaty be extended for a further 
term of seven years. 

He was afraid that Hawaii might terminate the treaty, as she 
had and still has the right to do, and he urged upon Congress 
active intervention to forestall such an event on the expiration of 
the ore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
will please suspend until other Senators cease conversation on the 


floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Senators, Mr. President, will some day, and 
perhaps not a very distant one, be very quiet and very silent, and 
very solemn, too, when they reflect upon the breaking down of 
this the only project now before the people of the United States 
which attracts their attention and their confidence; they will be 
very solemn and very considerate when they have found that by 
their inattention to the existing state of affairs, which they ought 
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to see as clearly or more clearly than I, they have neglected an 


opportunity which is presented to us of accomplishing that which 
. Cleveland so earnestly recommended in his message of 1886. 
I will repeat his words to those who may now consent to listen: 

I earnestly recommend that the existing treaty stipulations be extended 
for a further term of seven years. A recently signed treaty to this end is now 
before the Senate. 

The importance of telegraphic communication between those islands and 
the United States should not be overlooked. 

What kind of telegraphic communication? To whom was this 
message directed? Not toa private corporation in existence, or 
one that the President advised should be chartered for the pur- 

of laying this cable; it was addressed to the Congress of the 
nited States. It was an exhortation to us in connection with 
his preceding remarks, in which he portrayed the consequences 
which might result to us of war and diene ter whenever we shouid 
neglect to hold to the advantage we had in Hawaii, in which he 
says: 

The importance of telegraphic communication between those islands and 
the United States should not be overlooked. 

It was a caution to us, a signal of warning to Congress, that 
the powers of the Government were needed and should be exerted 
to lay this cable. 

Sir, I have not overlooked it; I have not forgotten it; I have not 
abandoned that ground; I have not felt disposed to yield Hawaii 
or our trade in the Pacific to Great Britain or any other country; 
I have not felt that the United States in its commerce or even in 
the security of its coasts was safe when Hawaii might become sub- 
ject to a foreign country, or when any foreign sovereign power 
might acquire dominion in those islands. 

We went on, Mr. President, and ratified that treaty negotiated 
by President Cleveland, in which this policy of exclusive guardi- 
anship was extended for another period of seven years, and in that 
ratification the Senate amended the treaty and it was a by 
both governments, to the effect that we should acquire there an 
absolute right to Pearl Harbor for naval purposes. I think I am 
not at all extravagant in saying that this is one of the best harbors, 
if not the very best harbor, in all the islands of the Pacific Ocean, 
and certainly the most important in respect of its commercial and 
military strategic value, to any oe which may possess it. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to wander back into history to see 
what we have lost by failing, refusing, indeed, to accept those out- 

stsin the sea which the Senatorfrom Massachusetts | Mr. LopGE] 

pointed out to-night, where the flag of the British Govern- 
ment now floats, above many of the strongest citadels in the world, 
put there for the mere p of threatening our coast and hold- 
ing us in commercial and military subordination. It is not a 
pleasing subject for discussion, and to live under the guns of those 
outposts in the Atlantic, threatening our country, is not a pleas- 
ant thing to me. 

I need not go back over that. On former occasions I have had 
the opportunity of presenting my opinion upon that question and 
drawing attention to it without the aid of the chart which the 
Senator from Massachusetts has displayed here to-night. I think 
there is not an American heart that will beat in this country in 
a thousand years to come which will not regret that we did not 
secure those outposts of the sea on our Atlantic coast and thereby 
make our country what it ought to be, one that is capable of 
self-defense without exposing its actual citizenship and its cities 
and its accumulations of — to the destruction of war. It 
is not well to be forced to a defense of our country on the shores 
of the oceans around us. 

There never was a more fatai mistake than that, and the pol- 
icy of Great Britain thus to surround us has gone on until we 
find that there is a cordon of those great military outposts, where 
is deposited every possible element of sea power, coal, which is 
contraband of war, munitions of war, powder, s, and all that 
belongs to naval equipment'and armament. All these are stored 
up in vast masses in those fortified islands, which are intended to 
be used against us, and which, when occasion shall present, will be 
used against us. They were made for no otheruse than that. No 
man in this world can point to a reason which could have caused 
the British Government to build this line of outposts around all 
our borders except and only that. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has pointed out that 
Great Britain has closed the circuit around us on every side with 
the exception of a triangle, which he indicated upon the map, of 
which the Hawaiian Islands are the center. And now from Van- 
couver where she has shipyards and fortifications, she has built 
a line of railroad clear across the continent to Nova Scotia. She 
pro now, with our consent, to extend her authority, not her 
cable merely but her dominion, to the Hawaiian Islands. I shall 
read presently the proposition in which she distinctly announces 
her determination to acquire sovereignty there if she can get our 
consent to it. 

Well, Great Britain can go on, if her colonial policy justifies 
her in that course, and acquire sovereignty in any part of the 


world where we do not have it, or where it is not our duty to ob- 
ject; but when it becomes necessary that we should, by our con- 
sent, give —— ty to her over a part of the country, wherever 
it may be situated, that is necessary as an outpost of our com- 
merce, a stepping-stone to our trade in the Pacitic Ocean, or that 
is necessary for the military defense of our coasts, [ shall not be 
found to claim, Mr. President, the honor of American citizenship 
when I can bow and stoop and say to her ‘‘Here is the scepter; 
take it and use it.” That is what is required of us now, and the 
opposition to the construction of this cable means only, and can 
y mean, that we shall yield to the request of Great Britain, 
communicated to us by the President and the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment, that she shall have dominion in the Hawaiian Islands. 

I am not here for the purpose of advocating the annexation of 
Hawaii. I have said before with all sincerity and solemnity that 
if I were a Hawaiian under the present circumstances and condi- 
tions I should never consent to annexation to the United States. 
She has a destiny higher and better than that, and I do not con- 
sider that it is so great a privilege to come in, even to the Senate 
of the United States, which sometimes, we know, is converted 
into a bear garden, and bring her worthy gentlemen to represent 
her in this body. I do not know any inducement we can offer to 
Hawaii to bring her over to us, or to send her statesmen here to 
wear the that some men in this body disgrace. I do not 
know any advantages we have to offer to her that will make her 
soil richer or more productive, her institutions more permanent, 
nor her independence more complete than that which she already 
possesses and for which she holds our positive and solemn guar- 
anty. I will read a statement of that guaranty as adopted by the 
Senate of the United States. On May 31, 1894, we resolved— 

That of right it belongs wholly to the people of the Hawaiian Islands to 
establish and maintain their own form of government and domestic policy; 
that the United States ought in no wise to interfere therewith; and that any 


intervention in the political affairs of these islands by any other Government 
will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the United States. 


The acquiring sovereign dominion over an island in the Ha- 
waiian group by a foreign Government seems to be a sufficient 
‘*interference in the pe itical affairs of these islands” to be re- 
garded “as an act unfriendly to the United States.” 

That is as strong as we could express it. Itmeansan act of war 
that we will accept as such, if any Government in this world dares 
to interfere with the affairs of Hawaii by acquiring territory there 
contrary to the provisions of the treaty which Mr. Cleveland in 
the messageso highly lauded. That resolution commits the Senate 
of the United States at least to the proposition that it is casus belli 
so far as we are concerned, for the President said: 

The Ap Island groups have been so absorbed by other and more 
powerful Governments that the Hawaiian Islands are left almost alone in the 
enjoyment of their autonomy, which it is important for us should be pre- 
served. Our treaty is now terminable on one year’s notice, but propositions 
to abrogate it would be, in my judgment, most ill-advised. The paramount 
influence we have there acquired, once relinquished, could only with diffi- 
culty be regained, and a valuable ground of vantage for ourselves might be 
converted into a stronghold for our commercial competitors. 

He means evidently that we could only regain ‘‘ our paramount 
influence” in Hawaii, once it is lost, with such difficulty as is in- 
volved in war. 

The President of the United States and the Senate of the United 
States are in perfect accord in that policy, and it would be con- 
temptuous in any man to say either that the Senate or the Presi- 
dent was insincere in the statement made in that message I refer 
to and the response to it in the resolution which the Senate adopted 
and in the treaty it ratified. 

The President had a long time then to reflect upon this question. 
In 1888 he took it up again. The cable had not yet been provided 
for. The appropriation we made for the survey of the ocean to 
find a bed for the cable had not as yet become a law. With great 
urgency upon these questions he says: 


In the vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific bor- 
ders, no feature presents stronger recommendations for Congressional action 
= = estab ent of communication by submarine telegraph with 

onolulu. 


Now, what does that mean? It means an urgent address to the 
Congress of the United States that they should pass a law to ac- 
complish this purpose. He does notindicate that acompany must 
be chentenal that private stock must be subscribed. He indi- 
cates that there is a great. governmental purpose to be executed 
by the Houses he was then addressing in his annual message, by 
laws which they should enact. He proceeds to sustain his re- 
quirement u us to establish communication by submarine tel- 
egraph with Honolulu by saying: 

The geographical tion of the Hawaiian group in relation to our Pacific 
States creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of interest which 
our present treaties were intended to foster, and which make close communi- 
cation a logical and commercial necessity. 

If there is any logical and commercial necessity for which Con- 
gress can = or should not provide, I am not possessed of the wit 


it. 
Mr. President, I thought that was good doctrine coming from @ 
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good, sound Democrat. I thought it was all the better because it 
was following in the line of our traditions and precedents from 
the days of Marcy on to that time and on down to a very recent 
period. In pursuance of those recommendations the Co of 
the United States passed an act which was approved on March 2, 
1891. It was an appropriation act, the ‘‘act making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ae June 30, 1892, 


and for other | ores ar wel It was precisely a similar bill to that 
which we are discussing now. An amendment was put upon it 
in the Senate, and what is that amendment? 

To enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made between 
San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, 
for the pu of determining the practicability of the laying of a tele- 
graphic cable between those —. $5,000. or so much thereof as may 
necessary, and the President is hereby authorized to direct the use of any 
vessel or vessels belonging to the United States in making such survey. 

The President was authorized to take the war ships of the 
United States or any ship belonging to the United States to make 
that survey, and to have it made under his direction by the use 
of the money of the United States, and the report was to be made 
of the proceedings under that act, I suppose, to the President. 

That survey was made, and $25,000, or so much of it as was 
necessary, was expended in making it. It was made under the 
orders of the President of the United States. Now, for what 
purpose? Was it to enable some private corporation to get the 
advantage of the survey and goon and make money out of it? 
Or was it the committal of the Government of ‘the United States 
to the proposition that for public purposes it was our duty and our 
right to make the survey? Who can find a flaw in the logic of 
this argument; who with the nicest powers of discrimination will 
undertake to say that this survey money was appropriated to en- 
able a private corporation or some body of individuals in the 
United States or elsewhere, for personal profit, to obtain a char- 
ter and to go on and lay the cable in pursuance of the Govern- 
ment survey? 

We need not argue to such absurd conclusions, merely to avoid 
the pain of being inconsistent, as that a survey is no part of the 
actual work of laying a cable. 

The Government started this project and'should now finish it, 
unless the reasons that caused us to survey the route for the cable 
no longer exist. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
whether he considers that the logic of the employment by the 
United States Government of the engineer officers of the Army to 
make surveys for the routes of the Pacific railroads committed 
the United States to building those roads? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. No, Mr. President, be- 


cause we —— stated—— 

Mr. GRAY. t is the logic upon which the Senator is at- 
tempting now to prove that we should build the cable. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Delaware assumes that that 
is the logic without permitting me to say why itis not so, The 
Pacific railroads were built under charters granted to private 
individuals, stockholders. The Government declined to take 
stock in them. It might have doneso. Still it retained two di- 
rectors without any stock at all. Ithas had two directors in each 
of these companies. The Government preserved its connection 
with those companies and its control over their charters, Why? 
Because it was expected and intended, and so the Supreme Court 
has held that it was, and was intended to be a Government in- 
er for the service of the Government of the United 

tates. 

That is the reason. That is why we have two directors in each 
of these boards without any stock, because the Government did 
not intend to relax its hold upon the roads, and the Government 
did organize those companies in virtue of itsown powers. It had 
the surveys made by the expenditure of its own money, because 
there was a necessity apparent before the eyes of the world, which 
from that time to this no sane man has ever denied, of connecting 
ba Pacific coast with the Atlantic coast by railway communica- 

on. 

So the question suggested by the Senator from Delaware, in- 
stead of avoiding or in any wise impinging upon my argument, 
proves it absolutely. If the Senator Delaware has any other 
Celean ce ae kaen sen Se ametner Anakanee, £ be 
obliged to him. 


If the Government of the United States has the constitutional 
power—and I find that all the constitutional seats are vacated to- 
a pe [laughter]—to make a survey and spend $25,000, under the 
orders of the President of the United States, for the Government 
and by the use of Government ships, why has it not the power to 
lay the cable? Why could it not have the cable upon those 
ships and laid it while making the Why can it not do it 


now? What is the use of stic in the bark about a question 
ee as ae neta Se en ae 

o nited States, Congress following his express recom- 
mendation, have made the survey to connect Honolulu with San 


Francisco. We have spent the money upon it, and having done 
that, some gentleman can ie find a bar in the Constitution just 
at that point which compels them to break loose from the sub- 
ject, abandon the survey, give up the cable, refuse to build a 
oe of it or make any provision for its building, because we 

ave no constitutional power to make a wire cable and lay it in 
the sea, after we have madé a survey for it. 

T am satisfied with that exposition of the attitude of both sides 
of this question—President Cleveland and the Congress on the one 
side, and the objectors to the constitutionality of this scheme on 
the other. Iam with the President on this occasion; I am with 
the Congress, and I am with the Supreme Court of the United 
States on this occasion. I am with the spirit of the American 
people, and in accord with the demands they make upon us that 
we shall do something for the advantage and protection of our 
commerce and of our coast. I do not feel at all away from 
home as a Marcy Democrat or a Cleveland Democrat or any other 
kind of a Democrat—except some Democrats that I could name— 
in standing here to-night and advocating the building of this cable. 

Icould add nothing, though I shouldspeak hours here, to the force 
of the argument which Mr. Cleveland has presented in those two 
messages in favor of the necessity that this Government is under 
to build the cable or make provision for its building. So I shall 
not attempt to go any deeper into that question than the President 
has gone, but will turn my attention now to some emergencies 
that have arisen and are existing between this country and Great 
Britain which require that we should act now or never act at all, 
because, be it remembered, that Hawaii is by our resolution a 
sovereign and independent state, and if we give our consent, that 
is to say, if we say we will not make war upon Great Britain in 
the event that she gets a foothold there, then the subject will have 
passed beyond our control and the Pacific Ocean is locked against 
us with our great commerce as firmly as men who are confined 
within prison bars are placed under duress. 

I referred a moment ago to the extension for seven years of this 
price | under Mr. Cleveland's express recommendation. He nego- 
tiated that treaty. He ratified it and exchanged the ratifications, 
and it contained, as I have observed before, an absolute title to 
Pearl Harbor for certain uses, in consideration that we would 
agree to the seven-years extension. We bought it. We did not 
merely take r Hawaii and choke her to her knees and rob her 
of Pearl Har But it was in consideration of that concession 
for seven more years of the reciprocity that she granted to us Pearl 
Harbor. That is the best possession we have in the world, so far 
as it relates to the defense of our Pacific possessions, and so far as 
it relates to the progress and encouragement of our commerce in 
the Pacific. 

Is that possession to be given up? Notatall. The terms of it 
are positive; no condition annexed to it; no surrender in the event 
the treaty is abrogated, as was the casein the prior treaty extended 
by this seven- provision, that in the event of the termination 
of the treaty the suzerainty or control we had over Hawaii should 
cease at that time. What was that control? I have it here, and 
I will read it: 

Tt is on the of waiian Ma: 
treaty Sw lh rl taco lease = ae co = 
ate any lien upon any port, harbor, or other territory in his dominions, or 
grant any special privileges or rights of use therein to any other power, state, 
or government, nor make any ee on any other nation shall obtain 
the same pri relative to the ion of any articles free of duty 
hereby secured to the United States. 

I need not comment for a second upon that very close relation- 
ship of which Mr. Cleveland has spoken here, created by that 
treaty as well as by the traditional arrangements and alliances 
between the people of Hawaii and the people of the United States. 
It is positive; something not to be neglected, not to be overthrown, 
not to be abandoned, not to be surrendered to Great Britain, and 
in all our resolutions on this subject we have taken ground in ref- 
erence to Hawaii that we would not presume to take in respect to 
any other country in the world. What would be thought of us if 
we should say that Great Britain should not cede Newfoundland 
to any other country, or give a mortgage upon it, or permit any 
other country to have port — of a permanent character, or a 
citadel there for the defense of its power in the ocean? 

What arrogant presumption would that be on the part of the 
Government of the United States to pretend that we had any such 
control, moral or political, over Newfoundland as to prevent 
Great Britain from ceding it to any nation of this earth that she 
chose? Not having that right, not presuming to exercise it, never 
intimating that we had any such authority over any other posses- 
sion on the earth, why is it that we say to Hawaii in a treaty of 
reciprocal commerce, ‘‘ You shall not mortgage your lands or sell 
them or donate a harbor to any other people in the world.” Why? 
Because we have for many years re ed and treated Hawaii as 
being under our political ip, and we did not intend that 
the — should do what the guardian would disapprove. That 
was 
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Now, I will over all of the history in regard to the recent Ha- 
waiian disturbances with the single remark that I can not repress 
feelings of deep joy in my heart when I realize the fact that those 
American people who have gone there, and who were, after all, the 
incentive to making these peculiar treaties with Hawaii, have. 
through a process which was unattended with the shedding of 
one drop of blood by them, established there republican institu- 
tions in conformity with our system and have dethroned forever 
the power of monarchy in those islands. My heart does not re- 
fuse to rejoice when I know that any people on this earth have 
taken to themselves those functions and attributes and ers of 
free government out of which has come such a miraculous pros- 
perity as has been developed on this continent within a hundred 
years. : 

There stands that Republic, protected by the gis of the United 
States, protected also by other neutral countries throughout the 
world, secure in her institutions, permanent in her Government, 
with republican form, with republican principles, whatever ma 
be said to the con , the successor of a crown that was pol- 
luted by every imaginable sin of a political and social character 
with which a crown was ever stained. Therefore I rejoice that 
that Republic stands there to-day and that we take her by the 
hand, promise her in our solemn resolutions that no country in 
the world shall acquire sovereignty in her domain or interfere in 
her local affairs. : 

Recently a change seems to have taken place in the sentiment 
of the Administration upon this question. I suppose so; I may 
bein error. Whether that change is to be attributed to that very 
distinguished Democrat who was educated and schooled in Demo- 
cratic principles by the Republican of this country, and who 
became Secretary of State, or w er it took place in the mind 
of the President, who on two occasions in his solemn annual mes- 
sage communicated to us his desire that we should preserve the 
close relationship we held with Hawaii, is a matter that it is un- 
profitable now to discuss, although I dare say that the astonished 
eyes of humanity will not withdraw themselves from that spec- 
tacle for perhaps a century to come. 

What has caused this change? Some effect that the powers of 
the British Government, exercised in Washington, seems to have 
over the destiny of the Administration of the country, to bring 
us within the power and grasp of British influence whenever and 
wherever that is asserted. The Government of Great Britain 
desired communication by cable between her Australian 
sions and her Canadian ions. It was along track to tra- 
verse through the Pacific Ocean, so very long that without some 
resting place for a cable it was impossible, in the present state of 
the art of constructing cables beneath the sea, to construct it. 

Many companies, three or four, capitalized to a great extent, to 
any extent necessary, have been organized, and societies have been 
formed amongst the British colonies for the purpose of laying this 
line of cable from Vancouver to the Australian possessions. They 
held meeting after meeting, and finally they obtained the concur- 
rence of the British Government, and the promise of that 
Government that it would assist in buil the cable, provided it 
could get dominion upon each spot of where the lines were 
broken and were 1 upon terra firma. The British Govern- 
ment came in at once and made herself a party to the project 
through her agents sent to Hawaii and in submitting to that 
Government a proposition to which I shall now call attention. 

On the 28th day of November, 1894, Mr. Hatch, who was themin- 
ister of foreign affairs for the Government of Hawaii, sent a letter 
to Mr. Willis, our minister there, in which he says: 
anes Citatuakicaine tal commdig tenn urougint into ——. alee ar 
which has been made to this 


a Pp t : = Governmen re 
represen Great Britain, Canada, and Australia, involving use of one 
of the SS. a viz, Necker Island, 
French Shoals, or Nihoa ( Island), asa for a transpacific 
cable from to Australia, and, in use and of such 
subsidy as might be upon, of Honolulu to the main line 
by a branch cable to island which might be selected. 


This is a very important document, and if Senators do not want 
to hear it of course I can not a it; but I want to put it in the 
RecorpD for the information of i 
consequences about this matter, and I want the country to under- 
stand who is right about it and who is i 

Now, says Mr. Hatch, proceeding with his letter: 

The matter has excited much interest here, and it is felt by all classes that 
a cable is of the greatest importance to this community. 


That is, Honolulu, Hawaii. Now, notice this statement: 
For many years strenuous atten: have been made w our part to in- 
duce some compan to undertake the enterprise of la ion » colle dvven flen 
Francisco to Honolulu. In 1875 our legislature passed an act to en 
telegraphic cable companies. In 1884 the legislature offered an annual su 
od of fifteen company 


eee eee tra years to any which should es- 
ish telegraphic communication between Honolulu and San Francisco. 
1890 the su oO increased 


° In 
bsidy was to $25,000 per year for years, and 

the exclusive of landing telegraphic ca’ on these islands for a period 
years 1891 was added asa further 


Aside from the extremely accurate surveys which have been made by your 
Government— 


That is, by the Government of the United States— 


nothing has so far been accomplished. 

The opror munity now offered is one to which this conntry can not be in- 
different, if it can be taken up consistently with treaty wubligations, and if no 
more desirable scheme is presented. 

Of course they can not be indifferent to it They want the cable 
and they are going to have it through British influence if we will 
consent to it. 


The proposition submitted by the commissioners above named— 

Commissioners of Great Britain, of Canada, and of Australia— 
contemplates a scheme in which the British Government will be directly or 
indirectly interested. ThisGovernment, therefore, considered itself estopped 
by article 4 of the treaty of reciprocity between the United States and Hawaii 


from any proposition until the views of your Government conld 
be ascer 


The ae of the treaty referred to is as follows: 

“Tt is agreed on the part of His Hawaiian Majesty that so long as this treaty 
a remain in a a as of or create any 

wv any port, r, or territory in his dominions, or grant any 
special pri or rights of use therein to any other power, state, or gov- 
ernment. 

It is desired to submit this matter to your Government in order to obtain 
their views upon the desirability of modifying the treaty of reciprocity by 
exempting Necker Island, French Frigate Shoals, or Nihoa (Bird Island) 
from the operation of article 4 of the treaty. 

T have, etc., 
FRANCIS M. HATCH. 


That is the communication of the Hawaiian Government to the 
United States. It is based upon a letter written by Fleming and 
Mercer to Mr. Hatch, they being the commissioners of the Goy- 
ernment of Great Britain and also of those colonies. 

Now, I will not read the entire letter, but will call attention to 
a certain portion of it: 

We p to inform the British Government of your inquiry whether 
they would accept the sovereignty of Necker Island, or some other uninhab- 
ited island, on condition that no subsidy is required from you. 

Now, what does that mean? Great Britain, in order to get the 

inion, the actual ownership, the sovereignty over the territory 
there upon which she should plant her flag, proposed to Hawaii 
that she would build a cable and would make a connecting line 
from Necker Island down to Honolulu if Hawaii would pay her « 
subsidy of £7,000 a year for doing so. Hawaii said in return. 
“Suppose that we grant you the sovereignty there absolutely, will 
you give up the subsidy you claim of us?” They said, “‘ We will 
submit that to the Government.” As a matter of course that is 
exactly the corner that they intend to put Hawaii into, to tax them 
with a subsidy for building a line from Necker Island down to 
Honolulu, one of the most important stations on the line, and 
then when Hawaii would say, ‘‘ Will you yield the subsidy if we 
will give you absolute sovereignty?” they say ‘“‘ We will submit 
that to our Government.” 

We are pre to recommend to our governments the acceptance of the 
tnsusn chao’ 


the memorandum of agreement, but we can not undertake to 
say ee _ would be adopted if any material alteration were 


We have of course treated our negotiations with you on this subject as 
strictly confidential. 


Well, that is comforting, that the very first thing that Mr. 
Hatch should do on the 28th day of November would be to send 
a copy of a letter to Mr. Willis which is “strictly confidential.” 
That is an amusing feature of this case. He breaks the confi- 
dence, Great Britain not complaining, for the purpose, of course, 
of putting this Government in possession of the fact that when 
—_ — acquired a footheld there it was to be a sovereign 


It is not, however, necessary, so far as we are concerned, to attach any 
character of secrecy to the proposals. 


He need not keep the proposals back, but this letter ‘‘is strictly 
confidential.” 
We have been at great to make these proposals as moderate and as 
table to you as possible, and we do not ourselves see any objection to 
public criticism upon them being invited. You are quite at liberty to make 
any use which you may think proper of this letter. 


_After saying it is strictly confidential, you can make any use you 
please of it. Of course it was intended to come to our ears, and 
1s a notification to us that when Great Britain has acquired any 
foothold there it should be a sovereign foothold. I wil put the 
letter into the Recorp, with the permission of the Senate. 


[Inclosure 2. ]} 
Messrs. Fleming and Mereer to Mr Hatch. 


HAWAIIAN Horet, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, October 17, 1394. 

Dear Mr. Hatow: We inclose a fair copy of the “ memorandum of agree- 

ment” which is the result of our interviews with you, and which records the 

scheme arrived at, subject to the consent of the United States and the ap- 
proyal of the Legislature. 

will explain to our governments that you feel precluded from foilow- 

ing ve our interviews with any actual step in the matter until the consent of 

the United States has been obtained to waive the requirements of article 4 
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of the reciprocity treaty. We presume that you will now take the necessary 
steps with the view of bringing the proposed arrangement to the notice of 
the United States Government, and of ascertaining whether they will give 
the desired consent so as to enable you to proceed with it. 

We all, of course, hope that the Washington Government, on full explana- 
tions and proper representations being made to them, will be able to do this. 
By so enabling the scheme to be carried out they would obtain for the United 
States people the advantage of telegraphic connection with Honolulu, and, 
further, of exceedingly low telegraphic rates both to that place and to Aus- 
tralasia. These advantages would be secured without contributing to the 
capital required for the cable or to the necessarily heavy subsidies or guar- 
anties which will have to be paid by all the countries to which the cable runs. 
All considerations of this kind will no doubt be satisfactorily explained by 

our representative, but we may add that the United States Government 

ave been for some time aware that the Governments of Great Britain and 
her colonies have been discussing the project of a cable across the Pacific 
from Vancouver to Australasia, with a connecting line from an unoccupied 
island in the Hawaiian Archipelago to Honolulu, and there can be little doubt 
that they will quite recognize the commercial advantages whith in no small 
meaeeee wees accrue to the United States from the accomplishment of this 
undertaking. 

It is by no means settled that the satentaking will, if it is determined upon, 
be carried out as a Government enterprise. It may be committed to a com- 
pany with a subsidy or a cere from the Government interested. In 
that case the lease might to the company and not to the British or any 
other Government, and the case would not then come literally within the 
terms of your engagement in the treaty not to dispose of your lands to for- 
eign governments. But marine reames to the circumstance that ‘fore 

overnments” would have a substantial interest in the lease, we are quite 

n accord with your view that it is proper, whatever form the lease might 
take, to obtain the consent of the United States to the arrangement. 

It is understood between us that if the negotiations at Bhan, poe are suc- 
cessful the memorandum of agreement will be submitted to your Legislature, 
and will be subject to their approval. We are of course sensible that_you 
= not guarantee that the Leglasers will consent tothe annual subsidy of 

7,000. 

The explanations which will have to be made to the Legislature on thisand 
all other points will be in very good hands, and we need not be at pains to 
say more here than that the scheme would ae on our part the mainte- 
nance of two Selegrans stations within your territory, one at Honolulu and 
the other on the island leased, at a computed annual local expenditure of about 
£10,000; that the laying of so expensive a cable through the Hawaiian Islands 
would cause a considerable expenditure there out of the capital, and that 
this benefit would not cease with the construction of the cable; for it is con- 
sidered that it would be necessary to keep at least two an ships 
on the route for the renee of ene the efficiency of the cable, one 
of which ships would generally be stationed at Honolulu. It need hardly be 
observed that the oy is asked for not merely in consideration of the low 
tariff, but on the general ground that a heavy yearly deficit will have to be 

e up fora ter or less period by the eee interested. Your Le 
lature will no doubt take this consideration into account in considering the 
question of the subsidy. We do not conceal from you that another feasible 
route for the Canada-Australia cable is under consideration, and that the 
adoption of the Hawaiian route must be justified on financial and commer- 
cial grounds. 

We nee to inform the British Government of P pany inquiry whether 
they would accept the sovereignty of Necker Island, or some other unin- 
habited island, on condition that no subsidy is requiredfrom you. As we ex- 
plained, we have not felt at liberty to entertain that question ourselves, as 
we were definitely instructed not to ask for the sovereignty of any island, 
but only for a lease simply for the purpose of the cable. 

We are sryeree to recommend to our governments the acceptance of the 
terms sta in the memorandum of agreement, but we can not undertake 
to say that the arrangement would be adopted if any material alteration 
were made in it. 

We have of course treated our negotiations with you on this subject as 
strictly confidential. It is not, however, necessary, so far as we are con- 
cerned, to attach any character of secrecy to the p We have been 


at great to e these proposals as moderate and as acceptable to you 
as possible, and we do not ourselves see any objection to public criticism upon 
them being invited. Youare quite at liberty to make any use which you may 


think proper of this letter. 

We have only to express, in conclusion, our appreciation of the t cour- 
tesy and kindness which we have received personally at the hands of your- 
self and your colleagues. 

We remain, etc., 
SANDFORD FLEMING, 
W. HEPWORTH MERCER. 
Now comes the proposal made to Hawaii, which means a total 
surrender of these islands to Great Britain: 


Memorandum of agreement between the Hawaiian Government and representa- 
tives of Great Britain and the British colonies, made in Honolulu in October. 
18%, with regard to the to lay a submarine cable between Canadaand 

Australasia, connected by a branch line with Honolulu. 


Subject to the conditions and stipulations hereinafter set out, the Hawaiian 


Government agrees, if and when the laying of a submarine cable between 
Canada and Australasia shall be determined upon, tolease to the British Gov- 


ernment and its gecgmens, hereinafter called the lessees, either Necker Island 

or French te Shoal or Bird Island, or other uninhabited island, which- 

ever of them the British Government may select. 

It is noted that the Hawaiian Government are debarred by their 

3 thelr a. Tianeanen ia ae vileges to fi —_ 
or gran an be any fore’ Covers. 

ment; and it is therefore lacembent u e Hawaiian ee to ob- 

tain the sanction of the United States Government as a condition precedent 


to the t of the lease. 
The Hawaiian Government further agrees, for the consideration and stipu- 
, to insert in the lease the following covenants: 


lations hereinafter 
1 t and take effect when a contract has 
Canada 


. That the lease commence been 
gahered sate 5 the laying of a cable from to the island intended to 


leased, and shali inure and continue until the cable and the connecting 
line to Honolulu are finally and permanently abandoned. 

That will be forever andaye. It means that Great Britain shall 
have a lease upon those islands, to continue undisturbed and un- 
interrupted until she voluntarily abandons it. That is as good a 
title as you can write upon a piece of parchment. 


2. That exclusive possession free from disturbance shall be 
exemption from all kinds of taantion, oe 
on that 


What is that exclusive possession? Why, it is a 
excludes the United States absolutely from’ the right to go there 


roc- 


not only with a cable line but with anything; her ships can not 
land there without the consent of Great Britain. 

3. Thata convenient landing station and space for the accommodation of 
the belngregh office staff shall be provided at or near Honolulu for the pur- 

pose s ; ying and working a connecting cable between the island leased and 
onoluin, 

If we consent to that they can place their cable station where 
they please. As I remarked when I had occasion to discuss this 
same subject previously when the bill was pending in the Senate, 
they can go to the Pearl Island, upon that tongue of land that runs 
down into Pearl Harbor; they can plant their station there and 
exclude us from it absolutely. So that in consenting to this we 
give to Great Britain the option to revoke our right to Pearl Har- 
bor as a fortified naval station by going there and planting a tele- 
graph office with a sufficient latitude of area for the accommoda- 
tion of their staff. How much that is nobody knows. 

4, That an annual subsidy of £7,000 shall be paid by the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment to the lessees for the period of fifteen years yeyele half yearly intwo 
installments, on the 30th of June and the 0th of cember (or such other 
fixed dates as may be determined upon by the British Government), the first 
payment to be made on the first of such dates as shall occur after cable com- 
munication has been established between Honolulu and Canada. 

This is an enormous exaction—$35,000 a year for fifteen years— 
and is designed as leverage to force Hawaii into a surrender of 
her sovereignty, and Hawaii is made to pay Great Britain for 
dropping that line from Necker Island to Honolulu, which is far 
more important to Great Britain than it is even to Hawaii. Who 
can or will help Hawaii to rise from her knees if we refuse? 

I read further the mild conditions that Great Britain imposes 
on herself under this agrement: 

In consideration for the lease and covenants given by the Hawaiian Gov- 
erment, the following covenants will be required from the lessees: 


1. That a cable shall be laid from the island leased to Honolulu, so as to con- 
nect that place telegraphicaliy with all points on the main cable. 


2. That telegraphic messages shall be sent from Honolulu to the first land- 
ing station on the ian coast at the following rates per word, viz: 1s. in 
the case of private messages; 9d. in the case of Government me s; 6d. in 
the case of press messages, provided always that no less charge shall be made 
than 10s. ($2.50) for eng one = And further, that persons telegraph- 
ing af Honolulu shall e— the full benefits of such rates as may be estab- 
lished by eement with other countries or companies to all points beyond. 

3. That the island leased shall not be fortified or used as a naval station, or 
7 perposs whatever not connected with the working and maintenance 
oO! e cable. 


4. That the island leased shall be surrendered and vacated by the lessee or 
lessees if and when the cable and the connecting line to Honolulu are finally 
and permanently abandoned, and if and when any of the above covenants 
on the part of the lessees is broken. 

Promises are easily repented of and as easily revoked when 
there is reasonable, or even irrational, excuse for increasing power. 

That Great Britain has a conspicuous record for conquest 
through the contract method, beginning with a slight concession, 
the whole world understands. Africa, Egypt, Venezuela, New 
Zealand, and the riparian States bordering on the Caribbean Sea 
have recent records of this ancient and settled policy which show 
that it is intensified as time rolls on. 

Now let us turn for a moment to some opinions on this subject 
which I have extracted from a paper edi by a —_ of this city 
of very _ intelligence, and a true American, and I honor her 
for it. I read an extract from the remarks of Mackenzie Bowell, 
now the Canadian prime minister, at the conference between the 
representatives of England, Canada, and all the southern colonies 
held in Ottawa last July. He says: 

The policy of the Canadian Government is to develop by ovmry possible 

8 


means trade and commerce on the Pacific. To this enda line of 
has already been subsidized, but efforts in that direction are ae by 
com- 


the enormous for telegraphy and by the absence of means 0: 
munication tel phically at intermediate points. * * * 

A cable from to Australia is essential to the successful development 
of commerce on the Pacific. * * * 


Foreign nations whose interests are inimical to British interests recognize 
the necessity of a Pacific cable. France on the one hand and the United States 
on the other have already moved in the direction of establishing one, and 
unless prompt action be taken to establish a British cable aeross the Pacific 
the connection may be formed under f control and worked in the in- 
terest of foreign commerce to the detriment of all British interests, and es- 
——— would this be the case in the event of international difficulties aris- 


Here is + speaking in an open meeting in 
the Dominion last July. If you will strike out ‘‘ British” and in- 
sert ‘‘American ” where it occursin his remarks, and I should re- 
peat them on this floor, some poor wretch who calls himself Amer- 
ican would say that I was a jingo, or else he would say that I was 
distorting the — of the necessity for the cable, or else he 
would say, in the language of some of our wisest and best men, 
“Why, let it all alone; it will work out right in the end.” But 
the British minister understood what he was talking about, and 
the argument that he has made there is absolutely conclusive upon 
us —— to the necessity of our definite action on this very 


tt conference adopted five resolutions. I will read them: 


1. That immediate steps sho..-1 ve taken to provide telegraphic communi- 

cation free from control between Canada and gersphi 

quale be — and ace ~“y od " ble apeed th = avira 
momen rosecu e a thoro 

Ue the cable route between Canada and A 7 
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8. That it is in the interest of the Empire that such cable should be extended 
Australia to the Cape of Good Ho: 


m . 
4. That the Home Government be Feqeented to take immediate steps to 
secure neutral landing ground on some one of the Hawaiian Islands, in order 
— he Reco may remain permanently under British control. 


e Canadian Government be uested to take such atone os may 
be necessary to ascertain the cost of the cable and promote its esta t 
in accordance with the views exp in this erence. 

Lord Jersey, a delegate from England to that meeting, said in 
reply to the argument that there was already a cable to Australia 
and that the cable might be cut by an enemy: 

Tam not anexpert, and Sepeteae, aed peegee expert, it seems to me aston- 


ishing that anybody should doubt wo lines are better than one; even 
ieepmn open a line of communication for one week after a d tion of 
war ht be of enormous advantage to the Empire. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Is that Lord Jersey’s statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, LordJersey’s statement in that meeting. 
meas Mills, at the meeting, representing the Cape Colony, 
said: 

An enemy’s shipmay at any time fish up a cable and cut it; but ifa cable 
ont. serves to enable a communication of a declaration of war to be made it 

repay the cost of its construction and maintenance. : 

Mr. President, I feel perfectly assured that when I quote British 
opinion in the Senate I quote the highest possible authority that 
any man can name. I would hesitate to speak so confidently if I 
could not refer to British authority. American opinion, it seems, 
does not go unless it is thus supported. We pay attention to all 
that they say and all that they do when they are taking care of 
their own country, but it seems we have no regard for either their 
threats or their forecast when it is expressed in their opinions 
so far as our interestsareconcerned. Inour wealth we fancy that 
we are secure against all possible harm. 

We are hugging ourselves todeath. Weare here nursing what 
we suppose to be our absolute security against all outward foes. 
We are so great and so — that we sup that we can afford 
to be entirely negligent of action that is taken by every other 
Government in this world. That is our attitude. And we see 
Great Britain intruding upon the islands of Hawaii and claiming 
sovereignty over those islands, not merely over Necker Island, 

ut over Honolulu and Oahu itself. Wesee the great purposes 
which she has in view in doing this, both of a commercial and a 
military character, and we s hug and caress ourselves with 
the vain assurance that we are always safe, whether asleep or 
awake, against British ae and British power. 

Now, does it take a coward to utter these words, when I say that 
I am afraid that she will go to Hawaii and establish herself 
and her sovereignty? I think not, Mr. President. I think it takes 
a coward to consent not to oe her and stop her from going 
there. That is my opinion aboutit. Weknow what her purposes 
are, declared through her policy and through her representatives, 
and they come to us and ask us to give up a positive right we have 
always insisted upon, so far as Hawaiiis concerned, and to surren- 
der the sovereignty and dominion of one of those islands to her, 
She understands perfectly well that when she goes there and es- 
tablishes herself t she has nothing to do but to remain there, 
as she is remaining in Egypt, long enough to acquire the absolute 
dominion of the country. 

No, Mr. President, this is not an unnecessary alarm, but it is a 
duty that we owe to our country to see that her o- policies are 
not thus circumvented; that her commerce and all of its wealth is 
not thus stolen from her hands; and that the military power of the 
Pacific Ocean shall not be concentrated in the hands of Great 


Britain. 
Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
a question. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 


bama yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Under the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty, in or- 
der for Hawaii to obtain the consent of the United States to the 


granting of any dominion or title or lesser title to any foreign 
power, Great itain included, must it not be a legislative con- 
sent affirmatively? In other words, can that consent under the 
treaty be given in any other way than by an act of Congress? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course not, Mr. sident, because such a 
consent as that repeals thetreaty. There is but one power in the 
Government of the United States that can repeal a treaty and 
that is the Congressof the United States. When we give consent 
to it in any other form than that we simply violate our own Con- 
stitution, for it has been decided that no power here but the Con- 
gress of the United States can repeal a treaty. When you have 
repealed that treaty so far as our dominion over Hawaii is con- 
cerned in any particular you have repealed it entirely. 

After we have given Great Britain consent to go there and es- 
tablish herself in a sovereign right upon any part of that country, 
how can we be heard after that to say that we have still remain- 
ing in other parts of the islands the same power that we had be- 
fore? Is there a divided sovereignty there, one of Great Britain 
holding land in absolute power and right and the United States 
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holding a control over it which Hawaii dare not interfere with or 
dispute? No, sir; when we yield that we yield everything; we 
a to Great Britain, and so it will work out. Yet if the 

ident should make a diplomatic agreement with Great Brit- 
ain to permit Hawaii to cede Necker Island to her, she would take 
possession and Congress would be forced to wage war to drive her 
out. Hawaii has not proposed to change the treaty of 1878, and 
Congress is asked to set it aside. 

Now, Mr. President, I presume that under the monitions of the 
Senator from Kentucky this bill must be stripped of that feature 
for laying a cable, which I favor more than any other in it, or 
else it must not be enacted into a law. I suppose that some Sen- 
ators will be found here to abandon and desert this treaty and 
their country’s rights for that purpose. I apprehend that such 
may be the case; but, sir, if I am ever to sell out the power that 
the United States has got in her treaty rights over that country to 
Great Britain it will be for some higher price than the mere 

uestion of the passing of an appropriation bill. I would not 

ace the future, I would not dare to doit, with all its conse- 
= after this Government has consented that Great Britain 
s 6 to Hawaii and establish that line of cable. We may cut 
ourselves off from this privilege, postpone it indefinitely, or de- 
stroy it; we may by our action here to-day inform Hawaii that we 
are willing that she should go and dispose of her domain as she 
pleases, the treaty to the contrary notwithstanding. Why should 
she hesitate while we play the role of the dog in the manger? It 
is only her love of America that could constrain her and prevent 
her commercial growth. 

Then, Mr. President, it will not be a question of annexation or 
no annexation, but it will be the question of handing over Hawaii 
to the sovereignty of aforeign power. That is the form that it 
takes here, and who votes to-night on the line of the argument 
that has been made, upon the propositions that have been laid 
before the Senate, that we have got no right and will not under- 
take to have a connection with Hawaii, casts his vote, I fear, irrev- 
ocably, too, in favor of the proposition that Hawaii shall be sur- 
rendered into the dominion of the British Government. I can 
not consent to such a possibility; 1 will not aid it. 

With that statement of my attitude I leave this subject in tha 
hands of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I had some purpose of submitting 
a few observations upon this question, but at this late hour, and 
after the thorough - ath ion which the subject has had in the 
Senate, and after about everything which can be said is exhansted, 
I do not pro now to go any further into the question, but only 
to say that I have no expectation that either now in this vote or 
subsequently the Senate is to recede from the position which, by 
a large majority, it took when this amendment was placed upon 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

That attitude was not taken hurriedly nor rashly, but after full 
deliberation; and I have no doubt that Senators who then voted 
believed that it was an act of the highest patriotism and states- 
manship at tie present time that the United States Government 
should embark upon this enterprise. There has nothing been said 
which in any way countervails the resolution which the Senate 
then reached. We are driven by the situation, Mr. President, to 
take this attitude. There is no escape in honor and in patriotism, 
unless we do take this position and insist and adhere to it. 

By solemn treaty stipulation the Hawaiian Government obli- 
gated itself to make no concession of any of its territory to any 
other country without the assent of the United States, and by that 
act solemnly passed into communications and into what the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] has well termed a kind of suze- 
rainty that should now be maintained. We have let the matter 
stand because there has been no menace opposed to that; but to- 
day we are met by not _ the declaration of Great Britain, made 
in her councils, made by her own representatives, that she is de- 
termined to stretch out her hand and grasp what has been well 
said is the last inch of territory which is left for us to maintain 
ourselves upon in order to control or in any way sway the com- 
merce of the Pacific Ocean; the representative of Great Britain, 
accompanied by an agent of the foreign office, appeared within the 
last six months in Hawaii for the purpose of negotiating the terms 
of an ent which would give Great Britain a lodgment in 
those islands. We can not escape now by doubts and quibbles of 
constitutional questions the msibility which is laid at our 
door, and if we abandon it to-day we abandon it forever. We 
can never reassert ourselves there. 

The Senate, acting on this proposition, took this attitude. It 
was emphatically a case where the Senate should act and should 
initiate an appropriation for this purpose. It is indissolubly con- 
nected with the treaty-making power which lies in this body in 
connection with the Executive; it does not appertain to the other 
House. 

‘Itis the result of a solemn treaty which was entered into by 
the sanction of this body years ago with the Government of 
Hawaii, and it is proper that the conference in its future meet- 
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ings should so regard it when it is claimed by the representatives 
of another branch that these things should originate there; that 
this is exceptional, because, as I have said, it is a part and parcel 
of the treaty-making power, in which the Senate joins with the 
Executive. So Ihave no hesitation in saying that the conferees 
can maintain their ground on the part of the Senate, although it 
originated this amendment upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. President, I am not going into tne question whether this 
Government of ours has a constitutional right to build this cable 
and own it and operate it. We can accept the grant of land and 
harbor in Hawaii, and nobody doubts it. We thereby make a 
terminus in that country with which we need to communicate. 

We can expend millions upon millions of dollars upon the build- 
ing up of a navy, the great purpose of which is to communicate 
with foreign countries and with our own possessions, if we have 
any. We can appropriate, as we have, for surveys with the pur- 
pose of laying ana building and owning a cable; and that has al- 
ready been done. Wecan appropriate for the dredging and clear- 
ing out of the harbor which has been granted to us by Hawaii. 
We can in the foreign office hire telegraph lines, and are doing so 
every day, in order to send our messages over them. Yet, with 
all these undoubted and undisputed powers, Senators stand here 
and declare that we can not build and that the Constitution does 
not permit us to build a cable and own it and operate it! Iam 
bound to say; Mr. President, that Iam not keen witted and bright 
enough to make those distinctions. , 

Iam not troubled because this is embarking into, for us, a new 
enterprise. Every great civilized power on the face of the globe 
has built and owned and extended its own cable lines. Great 
Britain has 3,800 miles of these lines which she builds and owns 
and operates; France has 37 cables; Austria has 21; Brazil has 21; 
Germany has 23 or 24; Russia has a dozen and more, and the 
United States alone is the nation which heretofore has kept itself 
so isolated that we have not needed toembark in those enterprises. 
But now, while we are confronted with a seriousness of situation, 
as has been stated so well by the Senator from Massachusetts and 
the Senator from Alabama, it is said that we can not enter into 
the construction of a cable. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to go further. The night is wan- 
ing. Senators have other matters to call their attention. I will 
only say there has not been one thing advanced that should shake 
the attitude the Senate has taken, and I hope that will be main- 
tained, now and hereafter. Iam willing that we shall come to a 
vote at once upon the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky 
that the Senate recede, hoping and believing and expecting that 
we will show upon the roll at least the strength that was shown 
before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 5. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON Sear oo his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi oe ye GEORGE], who 
is detained by illmess. If he were here I should vote ‘‘ nay,” and 
he would vote “ _ 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus], who is 
absent from the Chamber. I will transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and will vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLACKB . lam assured by the senior 
Ohio that if he were present he would vote “ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the Senator from Kentucky must have 
seen the Senator from Ohio after I did. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I saw him since this debate has been in 
prog and he told me—— 

r. ALDRICH. So did I. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator wants the conversation I 
will gladly give it to him. The Senator from Ohio said that he 
woul vote bo teceie from this amendment; that he did not think 
that either House had the right to coerce the other in such a mat- 
ter. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I would say that I have no information on 
that point. ee ee Fie, ee 


pairs, but of course I will not insist u it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say er, by the consent of the 
Sethe PRESIDENT tem: Debate only proceed ad 
re. can only ur- 
= roll call by ee * t. 
r. GALLIN 


how he would vote on this 
my vote for the present. 


unanimous consen 
GER. I will not insist upon it, but will stand 
paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. ; 
Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPaerson]. I do not know 
uestion. In his absence I withhold 
he were here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
neral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
1xON] to the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy], 
and vote ‘ i 


ea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay;” but I do not know how he would 
vote, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. I have ar- 
ranged a transfer of pairs with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son}, and I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. SHovup’s name was called). I an- 
nounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. Soup] on this vote with 
the Senator from Louisiana {[Mr. BLaNcHARD]. That will enable 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] and the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMu.Lan] to vote. 

The roll call was concluded. ’ 

Mr. HIGGINS. Itransfermy pair with the senior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPuErson] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a pair with the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MiLus], as I before announced. I transfer my 

air to the Senator from Montana [Mr. MAnTLE] and will vote, 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. My pair with the Senator from Mississippi 
oo GEORGE] having nm transferred to the junior Senator 

rom North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp), I vote. 1 vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin |[Mr. MircHEeLL]. If he were present he would vote “ yea” 
and I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Iowa |[Mr. W11Lson] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES]. I vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power]. If the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
ee who is absent, is not paired, I will transfer my pair to 


im. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
ator from Florida that there has already been a pair announced 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy}. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was requested by the junior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to state that heis paired with the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBurn]. 

Mr. CAFFERY. transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON], who I understand is not paired. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. HIGGINS, and others. He is paired. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (after Mr. Harris had voted in 
the affirmative). The present occupant of the chair desires to 
announce, having recorded his vote, that he is paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriu]. If the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. HANSBROUGH] chooses to transfer pairs 
my vote will remain, and the Senator from North Dakota can vote. 
Me. HANSBROUGH. I am perfectly willing, and I vote 

nay. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bate, Daniel, Hunton, Pettigrew, 
Berry, Faulkner, Jones of Ark. 
B ‘burn, Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
Brice, Gordon, McLaurin, Smith, 
Call, Gorman, Martin, was, 
Camden, Gray Pasco, W: 
Cockrell, Harris, Peffer, 

NAYS—2. 
Aldri ‘ Hill, Proctor, 
Aton Dabo Lodge Quay, ° 

e, MeMillan, Squire, 
Burrows, . Mande » Ss 
Butler, Hale Mitchell of Oreg. Teller, 
Chandler Ha oe ™ pean Wilson of Wash. 
wiley, 
Clark, * Platt, 
NOT VOTING—29. 

Blanchard, Hoar, Morrill, ie, 
Caffery, by, Murphy, Vest, 
Carey, Jones of Nev. Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, ie. Power, Wash 
Davis, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dixon, Mantle, Pugh, 
Dolph, Sherman, 
George, of Wis. Shoup, 


So the Senate refused to recede from amendment numbered 5. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senate having determined to insist 

upon the amendment, I move that a further conference be asked. 
The motion was agreed 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HaLe were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had — the following 
bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 285) providing for appointment of a 
commission to report on a decimal system of coinage, weights, and 
measures. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: : 

A bill (8S. 577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Chill; 

A bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

A bill (S, 2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly; 7 

A bill (S. 2511) granting an imerease of pension to Eugenia R. 
Sweeney; 

A bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen; 

A bill (H. R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of the act for the 
relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and 
the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to cer- 
tify to the Seeretary of the Interior, for restoration to the public 
domain, lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not needed 
for naval purposes; and . 

A bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the American 
University. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.8665) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent now to go back to 
page 5 of the bill, to an amendment that was passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland of 
course is aware that the bill has not been read through. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask consent that we may go back with a view 
to facilitate the consideration of the bill. 

I move to amend the amendment in line 19 by striking out “‘ten” 
anc inserting “‘ eight.” 

The SkecreTARY. In line 19, page 5, amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out ‘‘ten” and inserting “eight;” so as to 
read: 

Naval station, Newport, R. I.: For maintenance of office of commandant, sta- 
tionery, heating, furniture, freight, and other contingent expenses, $1,000; quar- 
ters for commandant, $8,000; in all, $11,000. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask consent to change the total to $9,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The total will be changed, if 
there be no objection. The question is on agreeing to strike out 
the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the committee amendment be rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment should be rejected, the original 
text being amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; I ask that it be rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORMAN, The next amendment passed over, I think, is on 
page 20. In line 25 on that page I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out ‘‘eighty” and inserting “ sixty.” 

TheSecretary. Amend thecommittee amendment in line 25, page 
20, by striking out “‘ eighty ” and inserting ‘‘sixty;” so as to read: 

Naval station, Port Royal, 8. C.: Fer roadways, $5,572; grading and drainage, 
$6,000; extension of hydrant system, $1,385; boundary fence, $1,200; construction 
and repair shop, $60,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing tothe 
committee’s amendment as amended, to strike out the words “con- 
struction and repair shop, $60,000.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Maryland to the footing in line 2 of page 21. 

Mr, GORMAN. Let that be changed. 

The Secretary. On page 21, line 2, strike out ‘“‘ninety-seven” 
and insert “‘seventy-seven;” so as to read, “in all $77,000.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 21 is the next amendment which was 
passed over. I will state that the Senator from California has pre- 
sented a statement from the Department which is conclusive that 
the amendment ought not to be agreed to. Therefore I hope it will 
be rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The Secretary. On page 21 in the provision for “ Navy-yard, 
Mare Island, Cal.,” the committee report to strike out: 

The construction of a steam tug at Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal., for the use 
of said yard, in addition to the sum of $50,000 authorized by the act of July 26, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.GORMAN. Now, in relation to the naval station at Key West. 
We passed over the amendment on page 22, lines 11 to 14 inclusive. 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] desires to be heard on thot 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I wish to speak to the amendment, 
and to ask the Senate to reject it. I have here a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy. I saw him this morning with reference to 
the matter, and he expresses his views in this letter. The propo- 
sition in the bill is: 

For purchase of additional lot for coal shed ($20,000, or so much as may be 
necessary), $20,000; coaling pier, $40,000; in all, $60,000. 

The Department has arranged to have a coaling station at Key 
West. The purpose of the coaling station is, instead of buying 
coal in the West Indies at from $7.30 to $10 a ton, to carry it to Key - 
West from our own ports ; and the Secretary says it can be done at 
from $3.80 to $4 aton. Therefore there will be a great saving if 
the amendment is rejected and the bill retained in the shape in 
which it came from the other House. 

Our own coasting trade will be benefited by it, because the vessels, 
instead of getting coal in the West Indies, will get it from our own 
mines and at our own portg. Itseems to me that the reasons which 
have been urged why these other appropriations should be stricken 
out does not apply in this case. 1 ask that the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 2, 1895. 


Sir: Answering your personal inquiry of this — 1. With reference to 
the necessity of mcreasing the coaling facilities at Key West, I would state that 
it is in every way an economy for the Government to maintain a considerable 
supply at that point, so that the necessity of coaling at West Indian ports, 
frequently at very great expense, may be avoided. 

2. The average price of coal bought in the West Indies last year was $7.30 
per ton; at some ports it was $9 and $10. The Department in consequence of 
this excessive price is now sending coal to meet the needs of our ships there 
which are now cruising in squadron, the cost of which to the Government is but 
$3.85 per ton, delivered directly from the colliers to the men-of-war. ‘The necessi- 
ties arising from the various employments of theships will not always allow tvis, 
and itis regarded an economical nevessity that we should establish a supply of 
coal at Key West which will enable our ships to proceed from any point in the 
Caribbean Sea and coal there at a much less expense than they can do at other 
peints purchasing from dealers, even if very considerable distances have tobe 
traversed in proceeding from and returning to their stations. 

3. It is reckoned that we shall be able te place this coal at Key West at a cost 
not oe $4 ton, including the handling of it after landing. It will at 
once be seen how large a margin this allows for the expenditure r conveniunces 
of storage. Such conveniences would pay for themselves in a very short period. 

4. The foregoing is purely the commercial point of view, but there is an addi- 
tional reason that Key West is the most important strategic point on our South- 
ern coast, and a wise forethought should cause us to place at that point facilities 
of this character to meet possible military exigencies. 

Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. PASCO. The Secretary of the Navy in his report referring to 
this matter—this is the basis for the appropriation which is pro- 
posed to be made by the other House—says: 


Key West, Fla., is growing in importance asa coaling station, but at present we 
have but one wharf from which vessels can receive coal and that is separated from 
the coal shed by a vacant lot and the custem-house, a distance of one-eighth of a 


mile. Itis recommended that steps be taken to purchase an additional lot and 
also to build an iron coaling wharf in front of the coal shed. 

It seems to me I have shown sufficient reasons why the matter 
should stand in accordance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and in accordance with the action of the House of 
Representatives. It will benefit ourownpeople. Coal will go from 
our own mines in our own vessels, and it will prevent the necessity 
of paying a much higher price at the West Indies. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There can be no doubt that there ought to be 
ample coaling facilities at Key West. The only point that is not 
clear in my mind is as to the necessity of purchasing.land upon 
which to build a pier. I heard what the Senator from Florida has 
read. I have not seen the naval station at Key West. I had sup- 
posed that there was an abundance of land there. If the Senator 
from Florida himself has been there, and can tell us from his own 
observations or otherwise as to the extent of the grounds of the naval 


-| station, he will make the point entirely ciear. The Secretary cer- 


tainly says that a lot ought to be purchased between the present 
station and the custom-house. But I had the impression that the 
land now owned by the United States was suflicient without making 
an additional purchase. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state to the Senator that the United States 
has land enough, but it is not in the right place. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How much land there now belongs to the 
Government? 

Mr. PASCO. I can not give the exact quantity of land. The ref- 
erence which I have read from the report of the Secretary is entirely 
correct. He states: 


At present we have but one wharf from which vessels can receive coal, and 
that is separated from the coal shed by a vacant lot and the custom-bouse # dis- 
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tance of one-eighth of a mile. It is recommended that steps be taken to purchase 
an additional lot and also te build an iron coaling wharf in front of the coal shed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Secretary speaks of a coal shed, but he 
does not make it very clear that a pier could not be built on the 
land we now own. Here is a very large appropriation for an addi- 


tional lot for the coal shed—$40,000 for the pier itself and $20,000 
for the land, If we have several acres of land there now, it would 
seem that it would be good economy to build the pier on our present 
land instead of buying more. But then I yield my opinion on the 
subject to that of the Secretary of the Navy, because beyond all 
question there ought to be ample coaling facilities at Key West. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask a question. Is this station 
a mere coaling station or is it a naval station for any other purpose? 

Mr. PASCO. It is there for other purposes, if desired. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What other purpose? 

Mr. PASCO, The United States has a fort there. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Is that a part of the naval station? 

Mr. PASCO. It is there for the purpose of protection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no naval workshop there. 

Mr. PASCO. There is no naval workshop there. There are 
some tools there, and there is some Government work there, as 
stated in another part of the report of the Secretary of the Navy. I 
will read it if the Senator desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PASCO. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator will not ask for the yeas and 
nays. I hope he will not persist in this matter. We have a small 
wharf down there. Itis true that itis not all that the Navy Depart- 
ment desires. The Department wants to enlarge it by buying a lot 
for $20,000 and putting up an additional wharf. 

If the Senate had paid attention to the letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy it would have observed that he does not say this is nec- 
essary now for naval purposes. It is desirable looking along to oc- 
currences that may come hereafter; weoughttohaveit. Next year, 
in the judgment of the committee, it would be just as well as now; 
probably a year or two later. In view of the immense appropria- 
tions carried in the bill I trust the Senate will not permit the item 
to go in the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Maryland forgets that this is an 
economical matter. Money will be saved by it. The coal will be 
bought at less than half its present price. We are now getting 
foreign coal from foreign ports. With this facility we will be able 
to use coal from our own mines, at our own ports, and take it upon 
our own vessels. It seems to me that those reasons ought to pre- 
vail with the Senator from Maryland and cause him to leave the 
matter stand as the House of Representatives left it. 

Mr. CALL. Idesire to sayasingle word. Key Westis one of the 
most important stations on the whole coast of the United States. 
Every vessel that enters the Gulf of Mexico, whether foreign or 
domestic, touches at Key West. The purchase of this lot has been 
recommended for many years as an additional accommodation and a 
necessary one. I hope if any of these appropriations are retained 
in the bill this provision will be. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Cat] that all the like appropriations for all these yards have been 
stricken out in the bill. If we give a coaling wharf at Florida, we 
will have to give similar appropriations in all the other cases, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]}. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. HarRis’s name was 
called). The —— occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLt]. Otherwise he would vote 


ri ea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Jn his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MiLLs] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], 
and vote “‘ nay.” ‘ 

Mr. DUBOIS. Linquire whether the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCITARD] has votedt 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iannounce that my colleague [Mr. SHoup] is paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. WHITE. I will now vote, as my pair with the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. SHovup] has been transferred. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the negative). 
I voted under a misapprehension. I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas],and withdraw myvote. Ifthe Senator 
from Wisconsin were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask to make an announcement, and I shall 
not repeat it during the session. The junior Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. aoe is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASsH- 
BURN]. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. MITCHELL]. I therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 

Aldrich, Clark, Gray, Manderson, 
Allison, Cockrell, Hale, pares. 
Berry, Cullom, Hunton Pett Ws 
Blackburn, Frye, Jones of Ark. Roach, 

rice, Gibson, Lindsay, Smith, 
Chandler, Gorman, McMillan, Teller. 

NAYS—25. 
Bate, Faulkner, Pasco, Walsh, 
Butler, Gallinger, Peffer, White, 
Caffery, Hawley, Perkins, Wilson of Wash, 
a a Platt, Wolcott. 
Jameron b uay, 
Daniel, Martin, =. 
Dubois, Morgan, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING-.-39. 

Allen, Gordon, Mantle, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Mills, Sherman, 
Burrows, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg. Shoup, 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell of Wis. Turpie, 
Carey, Hoar, Morrill, Vest, 
Coke, Irby, Palmer, Vilas. 
Davis, Jones of Nev. Power, Voorhees, 
Dixon, e, Pritchard, Washburn 
Dolph, cLaurin, Proctor, Wilson of Iowa. 
George, McPherson, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE, I ask the Senator from Maryland to allow me to offer 
an amendment to come in at the end of the bill, in order to correct 
a mistake made in a bill which became a law yesterday. 

Mr. GORMAN, By unanimous consent that can be done. There 
is no objection to it. 

Mr. FRYE. In a bill which became a law yesterday the words 
** Jacksonville, Fla., Bangor, Me., New Haven, Conn.,” were ordered 
to be inserted after the word “ Illinois.” The word “ Illinois” un- 
fortunately occurs in two places, and the insertion was made in the 
wrong line. I offer this amendment a to correct it. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

The act entitled “An act to amend section 4400 of Title LIT of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. concerning the regulation of steam vessels, approved 
August 7, 1882, and also to amend section 4414, Title LII of the Revised Statutes, 
regulation of steam vessels, oS March 1, 1895,” is hereby amended by 
striking therefrom the words ‘‘ Jacksonville, Fla., Bangor, Me., and New Haven, 
Conn.,”’ where said words occur in the ninth nee of the second section 
thereof, following the word ‘‘Illinois," and inserting the same in the second para- 
graph of section 2 of said act, after the word “ Illinois.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to insert the amendment I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Secretary. After the word “ President,” in line 16, page 36, 
insert: 

Provided, That every Representative or Delegate in Congress whose district of 
Territory is not now represented at the Naval Academy, for any cause, by a cadet 
shall be permitted and authorized to recommend a candidate for appointment as a 
cadet at the Naval Academy of the United States, such recommendation to be 
made on or before the 4th day of March, 1895, = to the qualifications now 
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prescribed by law. Nothing herein contained be construed to increase the 
number of cadets at said Naval Academy as now provided by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 45, in line 23, to strike 
out “three” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract 
two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest armor and 
most po ul ordnance. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that the 
amendment be passed over for the present without action. 

Mr. HALE. It is all there is left. 

Mr, ALDRICH. No, there are two or three other pages of the bill. 
* Mr. HALE. They are on the same subject, “Increase of the 

avy. 

Mr. GORMAN. All of the rest of the amendments, except one on 
page 50, relate to this subject. I will, for the moment, ask that we 
may pass over all the amendments in relation to the increase of the 
rte eg to the amendment on page 50, and consider that for the 


The PRESIDENT ae tempore. If there be no objection that 
course will be pursued. 
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The Secretary. The Committee on Appropriations report an 
amendment on page 50, after line 5, to add: — 


That the Secre’ of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to remit to 
N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., of New York City, the time penalties exacted by the 
Navy Department under the contracts with said company for the cons m of 


gunboat numbered 3, known as the Concord, and gunboat numbered 4, known 
as the Bennington, the United States having suffered no damage by the delay in 
the construction of the said gunboats. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not propose to oppose the amendment, but 
I do wish to call attention to the fact that when we began to build 
our new ships we adopted a system of premiums and penalties. 
We have premiums for excessive speed and other extraordinary per- 
formances of the vesse 

Mr. HALE. Which we pay. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And penalties for various failures on the part 
of the contractors. I believe the practical result is that we have 
paid premiums in nearly every case, and we never yet have exacted 
a@ penalty. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
BURN] to be kind enough to tell us whether we have ever exacted 
a@ penalty in any case. 

r. BLACKBURN. Ishall notsay that we have received a penalty, 
but I will say that the Committee on Naval Affairs at the present 
session of Congress has refused to recommend the remission of penal- 
ties upon four ships. I will state further, with the permission of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, that the remission of the penalties 
upon these two ships is recommended by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and passed the Senate unanimously in the shape of an inde- 
pendent bill, but failed of consideration—it was not rejected, as I 
remember—in the other House. Thatrelates tothe two vessels named 
here. Butthere are four shipsupon which the penalties have been 
asked to be remitted, and the Committee on Naval Affairs has 
declined to recommend to the Senate their remission. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt that a good equitable case 
was apparently made out here. The Government did not suffer 
money loss, and the contractors were ent:tled to consideration. 
But all the time while we have been remitting these penalties we 
have been paying enormous premiums. I am ee to say that I 
think the premium system has been ended. Perhaps some member 
of the committee can inform me on that subject. I believe the 
Navy Department has concluded to discontinue the system of pre- 
miums for excessive speed, 

Mr. HALE. There is no provision of that kind in bills providing 
for other ships. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand not. The naval constructors 
have come to the conclusion that we can now estimate in this coun- 
try what a ship will accomplish and be so accurate in our caleula- 
tions that there is no need of undertaking to stimulate the builders 
of ships by promising the premiums which have cost the Govern- 
ment so much. 

I am glad this conclusion has been reached. I only wish to 
emphasize the fact that we never yet have succeeded in collecting 
penalties that have been provided for in any contract. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is true,in answer to the question of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, the ships provided for in the bill do 
not carry any offer in the shape of —— for speed in excess of 
that provided for. It is true that the Navy Department has deter- 
mined to abandon the practice of offering premiums as hitherto fol- 
lowed. But in the case of these two ships the Navy Department did 
state in its communications to the Committee on Naval Affairs that 
the Government had not only suffered no harm but that the Gov- 
ernment had gotten better ships than the contract called for, and 
that the failure to comply with the terms of the contract was not 
the fault of the contractor. Upon that a report was made from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to the Senate recommending the remis- 
sion of the penalties in these two cases, and that was a bill which 

assed the Senate unanimously and failed to receive consideration 
in the other House. Now it is offered in the shape of a paragraph 
to the pending bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatstatement I understand to be exactly cor- 
pe I have no doubt that the equities are with the contractors in 

is case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know (it may have been stated 
when I was not paying attention to the discussion) what amount 
is involved in the amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My recollection is that it is about $30,000. 

Mr. HALE. About $30,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam corroborated in that recollection by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Har]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Another Senator, who said he was familiar with 
the facts, said it was $96,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the Senator from Maine, who is a mem- 
ber old in service on the Committee on Naval Affairs—not old in 
years—agrees with me in his recollection that it is about $30,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the money been paid into the Treasury? 

Mr. HALE. That is my recollection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or does it exist merely in the form of a claim? 

Mr. HALE. I think about $32,000 has been paid, though I may be 
wrong in my recollection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is my recollection. I do not think it 
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has been paid into the Treasury. Otherwise it would require a spe- 
cific eit ty here to take it out of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me on general principles we ought 
to know something about the amount. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. AsI stated in answer to the question of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, there is now pending an application 
to remit all time penalties on four other ships, amounting in the 
aggregate to about $40,000. 

Mr. HUNTON. Forty thousaud three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But the Committee on Naval Affairs has not 
recommended that remission, nor has the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the contract which was entered into with 
these gentlemen was a one-sided contract. If the Government lost, 
the gentlemen were not obliged to pay. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer I would say it was left entirely in 
the discretion of Congress. If any harm had come by reason of 
the fault of the contractor, then I should say Congress ought not to 
remit the penalties; but in this case we have the authority of the 
Department for the statement that the Government suffered no 
harm by reason of the failure to comply with the terms as to time, 
but that, upon the contrary, the Government got better ships than 
the contract called for. Upon that statement the Secretary recom- 
mended these remissions, and the Committee on Naval Affairs so 
recommended, and the Senate passed the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I agree to all that has been said 
by the Senator from Kentucky on the subject of the two vessels 
mentioned in the bill; but I must insist that the same is exactly 
true of the other four vessels aliuded to by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, to wit, the Yorktown, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Newark, 
and that the time penalties on those four vessels, amounting to 
$40,350, should be remitted. In the contract for those four vessels 
there was no time premium, but enly the time penalties. The same 
state of facts exists as to those four vessels that exists as to the two 
mentioned by the Senator from Kentucky. I have in my hand a 
copy of an answer made by the chief of the construction division 
of the Navy Department, which I will read for the information of 
the Senate: 





[Second indorsement. } 


1. Respectfully returned to the Department. 

2. The amount named in the first question, $40,350, is correct. In rega: } to the 
third question, the Bureau is of opinion that the Government sustained no loss or 
damage by reason of the delay in completion of the vessels referred to, beyond the 
loss of their services during the increased time of their construction; also, that 
the changes made in these vessels, which undoubtedly delayed their construction, 
improved their character and efficiency, and were made for that purpose alone. 

3. The amendment (inclosure 1) is returned herewith. 

PHILIP HICHBORN, 
Chief Constructor U. 8. N., Chief of Bureau. 


JANUARY . t 1895. 


Now, whatever is true of the two ships mentioned in the bill is 
true of these four. The time penalty which was incurred by the 
contractor for the building of these four vessels grew out of the 
fact that the Government changed the plan. By the change the 
Government got better vessels; and that change in the plan was the 
cause of the delay in completing the contract. Therefore, if these 
two vessels are to be released from the time penalty, I appeal to the 
committee, and especially to the Senator from Maryland who has 
charge of the bill to allow the time penalties upon those four other 
cruisers to be remitted also. I appeal to the Senator from Mary- 
land who has charge of the bill to allow these four vessels to go in 


Mr. HALE. That is not like the case under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the amendment reported by the committee? 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment passed over on page 45. 

The SECRETARY. On page4d, line 23, before the word “seagoing,” 
the committee report to strike out “three” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as 
to read: 

That for the purpose of further increasing the navalestablishment of the United 
States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract two 


seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest armor and most 
powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 10,000 tons, etc. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate for 
only a moment on this proposition. The Senate understands per- 
fectly whatitis. The provision as it comes from the House author- 
izes the construction of three battle ships at a cost of $4,000,000 each, 
exclusive of the armament, making the amount of the appropriation 
$12,000,000. The Senate committee, after a careful consideration of 
all the provisions of the bill and all the conditions that surround 
the Treasury, reported an amendment to strike out “three” and 
insert ‘‘two.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Maryland allow mef 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident that we can not complete the 
discussion of this amendment to-night. I suggest to the Senator 
from Maryland that we take a recess for halfan hour, with an under- 
standing that at that time we shall take a recess until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow morning. 


The Secretary will report the 
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Mr. HIGGINS and others. Say 12. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator state his tion again? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is that we take a recess for a half an hour, or 
an hour, perhaps, when the conference report on the sundry civil 
appropriation may come over from the House, with the understand- 
ing that at that time we shall take a recess until 11 or 12 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And no other business to be transacted after 
the first recess, 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a very important subject of legislation 
that I may call up, and therefore I can not commit my to that 
proposition. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TELLER, I wish toinquire of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to what bill he refers? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have nothing further to remark except that I 
possibly might have an important subject of legislation that I 
would wish to call up. 

Mr. TELLER. I chould like to inquire what bill the Senator 
from South Carolina refers to. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is quite sufficient for me to call it up when the 
Senate is ready. I see the Senator from Kansas [Mr. FER] is 
ready to make a speech on it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The proposition being that the Senate 
shall take a recess for half an hour, I desire to ask,the Senate to per- 
mit me to call up for consideration now a bill which I have asked to 
have considered on two occasions. It is a bill toratify a settlement 
made between the State of Arkansas and the Treasury and Interior 
Departments. I think it can be di of in a few minutes, and 
I am very anxious to have it dis of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Arkansas asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the appropriation bill be 
informally laid aside in order that he may ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? . 

Mr. PEFFER. I would much prefer that we should go along and 
dispose of the pending appropriation bill. I want to address some 
remarks to the Senate upon the amendment that is now pending, and 
after that I would not object to the request. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would not the Senator from Kansas prefer to 
go on with his remarks upon the pending bill at 11 o’clock to-morrow 
rather than to-night? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood that it was the desire of 
the Senate not to ——_ with the debate to-night. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the Senate is ripe for the remarks of 
the Senator from Kansas, and I think they should be delivered 
to-night rather than to-morrow, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas 
to allow the bill which I have in charge to be considered now. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to taking a ae provided 
it is taken now and we meet to-morrow some time; but if we are to 

ahead I want to submit my remarks now. 

The PRESIDENT pro . Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas that the pending appropriation bill 
be informally laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of the bill indicated by that Senator? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have a little pension bill passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to. What is the 
further pleasure of the Senate? . 

Mr. STEWART and others. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 


on page 45. 

Mr. PEFFER. Upon thai, Mr. President, I desire to be heard. 

Mr. BUTLER. ill the Senator from Kansas allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator fom South Carolina? 

Mr. PEFFER. For what purpose? 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of what is known as the pooling bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to. The Senator 
from Kansas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Are we now acting under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair knows of no five- 
minute rule in t to the pending measure. 

Mr, PEFFER. . President, I am so earnestly opposed to the 
pending — a at this late hour alee as 
moments 0 agress I wish to express my op ion . 

As the bill came to the Senate from the House it amounts to an 
increase in the appropriation, when completed, of about $23,000,000, 
and I shall direct my remarks chiefly to the bill as it came from 


line battle ships, the cost not to exceed $4,000,000 each. That 
amounts to an aggregate of $12,000,000. It may be said that the 
contract price in actual operation will be less than $12,000,000, but 
we know how those things are conducted. Twelve million dollars 
being allowed, $12,000, will probably be paid. 

Then there are authorized to be built nine torpedo boats, at 
$170,000 each. That amounts to $1,530,000. Then are to be 
a Ae ee torpedo boats, at $170,000 each, amounting to 

In addition to that, as these boats are provided for in the bill, 
armament, the steel covering of the vessel, is not included, and that, 
we are informed by the Secretary of the Navy, will amount to 
about $9,126,000. Adding all of those items we have an aggregate 
amount of $23,166,000. at is what this proposed increase in the 
Navy will cost us. 

Mr. President, our Navy is quite large enough. We have afloat, 
if I am correctly informed, some 58 vessels, including 9 torpedo 
boats and 13 monitors, besides 17 vessels which are now under con- 
tract, making 75 ships. 

It is a risk in the present condition of naval architecture to in- 
vest $23,000,000 in vessels of the character proposed, and for the 
reason that we have demonstrated within the last sixty days that 
the strongest steel armor which up to this time has been manu- 
factured can be pierced by a 10-inch shell. It has been done 
without fracturing the armor, without breaking the plate, actually 
punching a hole, as a bullet would go through a pine plank. In 
that view of the case, our steel armor is liable at any time to be- 
come —— useless, for the reason that it can be so readily 
pierced by the modern guns. We are informed that the Krupp 
guns which are now being manufactured are able to throw she 
through the best armor that that great establishment is capable of 
making. 

Then, too, we find that in our own history and observation in the 
construction of vessels we are compelled every year or two to 
change our plans in order to accommodate them to new conditions. 
We discovered in the war between China and Japan recently that 
their best armored ships were not able to withstand the projectiles 
coming from the enemy’s ships. 

In order to increase the strength of armored vessels it will be 
necessary to very largely increase the weight of the armor, and 
that, as everyone knows, even from a common-sense standpoint, 
without having any knowledge of naval architecture whatever, 
increases the difficulty of managing the vessel. The more weight 
you put upon the outside of the ship—upon the hull, the shell of 
the vessel—the more difficultit isto manage. These great mountain 
ships of war are sluggish in the water now that they are becoming 
so heavy. Every year we are liable, therefore, to have our vessels 
displaced by a new style. I have here an article from the New 
York Tribune upon this subject. I chopped out some of it, and will 
read the rest as my own language. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator give the date? 

Mr. PEFFER. I can not give it accurately, but it was published 
only a few days ogo. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Quite recently f 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes; quite recently. 


BATTLE-SHIP UNCERTAINTIES. 


Two recent incidents have illustrated the changes constantly wrought in proc- 
esses. The Kru ps are introducing a new hardening process which materially 
increases the vente ng power of armor plates. Almost simultaneously ordnance 
experts at Indian Head have been amazed by the results of tests of i4- Carne- 
gie armor which had been treated by a new process. 


It seems, however, it is an old process revived. 


If these experiments are repeated successfully, it may be found practicable to 
reduce the thickness of the armor 2 inches without impairing the efficiency of 
a battle ship. That would involvea redistribution of weights by which arma- 
ments, engine power, and coal capacity might be largely i . Two inches 
taken from the armor on the exposed surface of a ship would all the 
factors of the problem and offer a wide margin for high speed, additional maneu- 
vering power and enlarged coal endurance. 

While the best types of battle ships have never been subjected to conclusive 
tests = naval _ under eae adequate for aS Om real value 
as vessels, the designers and experts are constantly readjusting their 
tea and the processes of construction are ing radical change. <A vessel 
of this class representing the best science of the present year wey a long way 
behind the times five years hence. This branch of naval tecture is in a 
transition stage and encompassed with uncertainties and — Secretary 
Herbert, when the new ships are authorized, will have the responsible duty of 
deciding a great many complex questions upon which the experts are divided. 


Here is one very strong argument. In addition tothe cost of the 
vessel, the fact that we have gone to such an extent in the weight 
of our vessels and the thickness of the armor that they are not 
only becoming unwieldy, but, by reason of the changes and im- 
provements in architecture, we shall be obliged, in order to kee 
up with the times, if I may use that expression, to change our mod 
and our styles. 

I have observed in the newspapers numerous instances of discus- 
sion upon the same subject, and they all tend along the same line 
of argument; but I shall not take the time of the Senate in readi 
more of them. I shall not ask that all of them be inserted, but suc 
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only as I shall furnish, The following is taken from a late issue of 
the New York World: 
THE LATE ARMOR TEST. 


The result of the late armor test at Indian Head is interesting, but it settles 
nothing. It shows that by an improved process the C can give to a l4- 
inch plate the resisting power of a 15-inch plate. It shows such a plate can 
be made so tough that it will not crack even when a shot isdriven clear through it. 

This is important, of course. But it does not alter the fact that in the contest 
between armor and guns the guns are distinctly ahead. 

‘This plate could not be cracked, but a gun was able to drivea 12-inch shell 
entirely through it. Now, a ship burdened with the weight of a 14-inch sheath 
would go to the bottom without much delay if 12-inch shells were driven through 
her sides and exploded “in her midst.” that it is still a problem whether 
a armor is an ae a disadvantage to war ships that must encounter 
the fire of heavy guns at 6 range. 

Those who have given closest attention to this matter are inclined to think that 
the history of armor as applied to ships is likely to repeat the history of armor as 
worn by men. It is a secure protection at first. But as weapons are improved it 
becomes less and less secure, until at last it is discarded as a useless and even det- 
rimental burden. The man in armor was worse off than the man not in armor the 
moment missiles came into use which the armor could not resist. The same thing 
istrueof ships. Whenever it is definitely settled that armorcan not resist shells 
armor will become worse than worthless. 


I quote a few extracts from a speech delivered by the Hon. JERRY 
Srmpson when this subject was under discussion in the House of 
Representatives: 


The history of recent years, and cularly the last year, has developed the 
fact that they have not proved eq" to the fast cruisers. In the late contest be- 
tween China and Japan the fact has been developed, at the battle of Yalu River, 
that the unarmored cruiser of Ja was more than — to the two great battle 
ships that China had in line during that contest. The vessels of China had the 
superior armament both in regard to the thickness of armor plate and weight of 
artillery, yet the swift aunarmored cruiser of Japan, with rapid-firing proved 
to be more than a match for the t battle ships. Mr. Herbert, the honerable 
Secretary of the Navy, in an article in the North American Review of last Novem- 


ber, says: 

“Judging from what we see in the poms. the fight off the Yalu River 
seems to have created a somewhat widesp impression that they are, and 
that the naval battles of the future are to be, won by swift unarmo cruisers, 

with powerful guns and fighting at long range.” 

Recent events have developed the t that this was a correct prophecy. I 

uote from the Scientific American of this morning an account of the sinking of 


ose two remaining battle ships belo: 


that such war vessels are not a match ei 


to China by torpedo boats, proving 
r for the cruisers or for the torpedo 


ts. 

It reads as follows: 

‘* The major pent of the Chinese navy, including the two principal ironclads, the 
Ting-Yuen and Chen-Yuen, has also been destroyed. ‘They were both aged in 
the great battle at the mouth of the Yalu River, from which they esca: only to 
be sunk at Wei-Hai-Wei, after abont ten days’ almost continuons fighting, by 
the torpedoes sent against them by the Japanese. They were sister ships 
the most powerfal vessels in either the Japanese or Chinese service, each having 
a displacement of over 7,000 tons and belted 14-inch steel compound armer. It is 
reported that the Chinese torpedo fleet subsequently attempted to escape from 
the harbor on February 7, but that they were pursued by a flying squadron of 
Japanese vessels and twelve of them either sunk or driven ashore.’ 

hat, Mr. Chairman, proves beyond dispute, I think, that they have not come 
up to the expectations which were indulged in as a means of defense. The little 
torpedo boats and swift armored cruisers are more than a match for these enor- 
mous battle ships, with their unwieldy bulk and enormous draft. 


In view of these facts, Mr. President, a wiser policy seems to be 
taking possession of the minds of some of our naval officers—that the 
better method of defense would be to plant great guns upon elevated 

sitions at our seaports and our harbors. Anywhere we have an 
important seaport which would be liable to be attacked in case of 
war with a foreign country we could place upon elevated positions 
(if nature had not already given us the ground for that purpose we 
could produce it ourselves), and with our long-range guns we could 
reach out into the ocean and pierce the strongest armor which could 
come against us. 

I observed a short time ago in one of the newspapers a paragraph 
which is as follows: 

The Golden Gate is to be protected by three of the biggest guns in use in the 
United States. They will be pointed seaward from vantage positions on either 
side of the Gate, and they are calculated to furnish a complete defense against 
any crait that might escape the shells which the new mortar batteries will send 
out to sea for the distance of 6 miles. These guns are as long as seven average- 
sized guns, and two men might easily craw] into the bore of one of the wonders. 

Mr. President, the tendency of our people—and we witnessed a 
sample of it to-night—is to adopt a military idea. During the 
present session of Congress we have made arrangements for the use 
and employment of military officers in our agricultural colleges; 
we are authorizing the same proceeding in many of our large pri- 
vate schools, colleges, and universities; and we are even going so 
far as to teach military tactics in our public schools. I have seen 
the boys here in the city of Washington leave their school room, 
come out with their arms and uniforms on, and parade and maneu- 
ver on the streets. This is all very well as a matter of training the 
Inuscles, aud training the boys in gracefulness of movement, and all 
that; but away back and behind it is this mania for militarism, and 
it is pervading the social condition of the entire world. 

I can foresee what will come of it all if it is not checked pretty 
soon, and that is that the ruling powers of the world will use the 
armies and the navies in order to suppress rebellion and insurrec- 
tion and revolution amongst the common people. We have already 
had mutterings of that kind in ourown country. There was a time 
within the last few years when fourteen of the American States 
were substantially under martial law, where there were armed 
forces brought in order to suppress uprisings of the people, and we 
have found within the last two years that not more than three 


months at any one time, if so long a period, passed without the in- 
tervention of the military arm in one form or other. 

A short time ago in the city of Brooklyn, whereall of the people sub- 
stantially were in fullsympathy and accord with the railroad strikers, 
the military was brought in to subdue these people, men who were 
struggling for reasonable wages. I do not wish to be understood 
as complaining of officers for enforcing the law, for I believe it is 
the duty of every officer charged with the administration of law to 
see to it that his duties are performed well and faithfully, and when- 
ever the time comes when he should use force it is his legal duty 
to do so. 

This military mania, if I may so express it, foreshadows evil to the 
Republic. A bill is now on our Calendar entitled ‘‘A bill to reor- 
ganize the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps 
of the United States.” What it does is to increase the number of 
captains from 45 to 60 and the number of commanders from 85 to 
100; to make 23 commanders who came in from the volunteer navy 
during the civil war additional in their grade, with promotion same 
as now; to create a reserve list of 100 officers in addition to the 
present naval establishment; to make all the present commodores 
admirals, and to permit the 78 line officers who have had thirty-five 
years’ service to retire as rear-admirals on $4,500 a year each. The 
increased expenditure for the additional commanding officers would 
be $100,000 a year, and the reserve list would require an increase of 
$250,000, making an annual increase of $350,000 in two items alone. 

I do not see, Mr. President, any ultimate object in view, except to 
pander to this idea of which I am speaking, this glamour and dis- 
play, so that the American Republic, builded upon the compact of 
the Puritans while they were yet in the Mayflower, shal! become one 
of the military nations of the world at a time when we are arming 
ourselves with the weapons of peace and looking forward to brighter 
and happier times, when our conditions will be restful because they 
will be peaceful. It is foolish, and marks this clamor for additional 
naval force, for additional military force, when there is no possible 
cause for war with any foreign nation. It is the highest duty as 
well as the supreme interest of every nation in the world to pre- 
serve the peace. Nothing but a combined agreement upon the part 
of all the European powers could bring awaruponus. ‘The old Ger- 
man Zollverein taught German people the value of nnity, and the 
success which has followed the establishment of the German Empire 
has taught the nations of Europe the blessings which attend the 
spirit of conference, the spirit of peace, the spirit of amity and 
comity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. MayI ask the Senator why the nations of 
Europe of which he is speaking keep up these enormous militar” 
and naval armaments, if they are learning the spirit of peace and 
are appealing to arbitration? 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall take up that subject in a few minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How does the Senator reconcile that state- 
ment with those enormous armaments? 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall take up that question in a very few min- 
utes; and although I shall have to deal with it very briefly, I think 
the Senator will get my ideas a little better than I can give them 
to him just now. 

The best way in the world to preserve peace is to be ready for 
war, and, as the Senator will see when I come to that point, it is 
throngh war, through bloodshed, through destruction, that peace 
eventually comes; that there can be no progress withont conflict, 
which is one of the means and methods of evolution. But I shall 
take up that in a moment. 

Mr. President, there is another thing connected with this increase 
in our navaland military power. I refer to the item of expenditure. 
It is wonderful, when we come to think of it, what it costs to keep 
and maintain armies. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] spoke about the military establishments of Enrope. I 
will give here tables which will show the military and naval strength 
of European countries and the United States in 1889 and the cost 
of maintaining it. 

ARMIES— 1889. 
[Peputation. Regular War foot- 


Annual cest Total ex- 











| Army. ing. of Army. | penditure. 
| 
Per cent. 

Austria-Hungary .....- 37, 883, 503 | ont, 566 | 1, 078, 904 | $55, 116, 248 85. 90 
PTA 6 ccccncsiasses~ | 38, 218, 903 | 541,472 | 3,750,000 | 111, 689, 400 19. 40 
GATOR... dicnesas sas | 46, 852,450 | 487,703 | 1,567,600 | 185, 614, 635 | 61. 19 
Great Britaim ...2..2..: | 35, 246, 633 | 149,667 | "680,374 | 83, 575, 610 | 18. 69 
ee ee 1168, 843,192 | 871,764 | 3,010,000 | 131, 649, 250 39. 85 

| 28,441 | 2,583,960 | 38,522, 446 12. 35 

| 


United States.......... 50, 155, 783 





NAVIES— 1889. 




















Number | Number | A™2Ual cost 
| of vessels. | of men. | °% ™2!tain- 
| | ing navy. 
i j i 
FEES EE ee ee i 388 54,841 | $28, 956, 290 
GOI. dnindin danctcdvonccccccccccocc cece | 738 15, 573 | }2, 175, 231 
i icircigeadnaecacesaverteod- 258| 62, 400 | 
TT Mice cavcedbactiacccndece cocccecosece 36 29, 245 | 
RE dndiducthidacsoseceveccccsses 97 12, 012 | 16, 926, 437 











i 
y 
} 


i 
iH 
r 


: ee 


ae 


Spates ease uakden harap 


bas 
Se 


3096 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


MARCH 2, 





This bill carries about $31,000,000, including cost of continuing 
construction. 

These figures are those of 1889. They are the last official figures 
of the armies and navies of the foreign nations which I have been 
able to procure. Some changes doubtless have been made since 
that time. 

I have selected these five countries for the purpose of showing 
what is the extent of the military and naval force of the great 
nations of the world. When we come to add to them the force of 
the smaller nations we find the aggregate is an enormous expendi- 
ture. One of the things which the working people of Europe—I 
mean the middle classes, the common people, as who work with 
their hands and their brains—complain more loudly of than any 
other species of taxation is the cost of maintaining their armies 
and their navies. 

A cable dispatch a short time ago declares that— 

Germany and Italy are considering a modification of the Triple Alliance is not 
surprising. The Italian monarchy is staggering under the burden of supporting 
an army and navy far in excess of the ability of the nation. ‘The struggle to 
keep up appearances as a first-class military and naval power has produced gen- 
eral discontent, and in some instances driven peasantry and populace to insurrec 
tion. Italy has before her, therefore, a choice between bankruptcy and rebellion 
on the one hand, and a reduction of her enormous armament on the other. If the 
Kaiser and King Humbert are to meet, as reported, to discuss the Triple Alli- 
ance, one subject of their discussion will doubtless be how to extend some relief 
to Italy without weakening the strength of the compact which binds together 
the powers of central Europe. 


One of the next questions which the Europeah powers will be 
brought to consider—and they will come to it voluntarily through 
self-interest—will be how they can preserve the peace without these 
stupendous armies. Then the spirit of peace will dawn upon the 
peeple, and they will begin to discover how easy a thing it is for a 
combination in Europe, somewhat as the American States formed a 
combination here, and do away with these vast military and naval 
establishments. 

The United States of America to-day, with an army of 28,000 men, 
is able to maintain peace and order in this great country, and the 
State of Kansas, with Missouri and the Indian Territory combined, 
are larger than any j larger than France; and England, Scot- 
land, and Wales are only about two-thirds as large as the State of 
Kansas. The next great question will be how to preserve the peace 
without armies; and our aim, Mr. President, ought to be, not to 
enlarge our destroying agencies, but our creating powers. Dun’s 
Review for February 2 sums up the situation in the United States, so 
far as our material interests are concerned, and says: 

Things look better near the close this week, because it is believed that a new 
loan will be negotiated. There was need for relief, since January closed with the 
heaviest exports of gold ever made in any month, and the heaviest withdrawals 
of gold from the Treasury, $43,468,108, the hope of a new loan being the one thing 
which has lifted = during the past few days. January leaves behind it the 
lowest average of prices for ail commodities ever known; for cotton, iron and its 
products, wool, and silver, the lowest monthly a eeverknown; and for wheat 
a@ range above the minimum, but yet declining rapidly toward that point. Indus- 
trial operations have not mate: iy diminished, though it has been a disappoint- 
ing month because the general revival expected has not come. 

We are passing through a distressing condition among the people. 
I think 25 F oye cent of the working force of the country are abso- 
lutely idle, 25 per cent working on not more than half time, and one- 
half of the remainder on less than full time. While that condition 

revails we are talking about adding $23,000,000 to our debt in or- 

er to increase the Navy, when we have already 75 fighting ships in 
condition for service, or soon will be, except perhapsa very few. 

We have 75 war vessels, or shall have when the 17 now in proc- 
ess of construction are completed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a 

uestion. 
’ Mr. PEFFER. I am always delighted to yield to my neighbor 
from California. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator speaks of this expenditure of money 
as if the money were going to be sent out of the country. Does he 
not remember—I know he does—that this money is to be expended 
among our own people, giving employment to the miner, the 
mechanic, the workingman; taking it from the rich man and dis- 
tributing it among the laboring men and the mechanics of our 
coun 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from California were willing to 
take the $23,000,000 and divide it among the common people, I 
should not offer one word of objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. They will get it ultimately. 

Mr. PEFFER. But he is peopedas to create destroying agencies 
that will be of no use to us and of no use to menkind. rhey will 
not only be useless but dangerous. We ought to put these men, I 
will say to the Senator from California, in productive work in some- 
thing that will be of benefit to them, of benefit to the country, of 
benefit to all of us, and no harm to OL 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask my friend one more question. 
Are not these agencies of warfare a bond for peace with the other 
nations of the world? 

Mr. PEFFER. If there were any possible danger of our having 
a conflict with a foreign nation, I should have no objection to the 
building of all the battle ships that are necessary. Ido not believe 


the friends of the increase of the Navy have any idea that there 
will ever be any trouble between this nation andanyother. Idonot 
think they want these ee for that purpose. I think it is a mere 
matter of display, asort of jingo business. I do not care how much 
money we expend to employ people in useful labor, but I object 
to the increase in the Navy upon the ground that, all other things 
aside, it is not only useless but it is destructive. ' 

Again I recur to the idea that this is a nation of freemen, a nation 
of republicans, a democracy.. We are segregated from all the rest 
of mankind, not nearer than 3,000 miles to our greatest rival, and 
that a commercial rival, a rival whose highest ambition is to main- 
tain peace with the United States and not to provoke war. As was 
expressed by one Senator here to-night, if Great Britain were to 
undertake to destroy the city of New York she would injure her 
own interests as much asours. The peace of the world is worth 
more than all other things combined to these great commercial 
powers, which are aiming to extend their influence and their trade 
into all parts of the world. 

It would be suicidal on the part of Great Britain to go to war 
with us. How preposterous for us to war with Great Britain in or- 
der to secure trade there. ‘The highest and best estate of man is the 
peaceful estate; and I do believe, notwithstanding the strife and 
confusion, bloodshed, and destruction of property that must take 
place before we reach the peaceful stage, in the lifetime of these 
pages here we shall have reached a period when the idea of war 
will be abandoned by all the great nations of the world, and it will 
be the struggle of each to maintain peace through the elevating in- 
fluence of a widely and constantly increasing commerce, 

Notwithstanding we see about us multitudinous indications of 
trouble among ourselves, and like symptoms of social disorder in 
other parts of the world, this does not mean foreign war for us or 
for other nations. These troubles must be adjusted by the people 
of the several countries themselves. Foreign wars on a large scale 
would work destruction of every monarchy in Europe. Poverty is 
driving the people to desperation. 

While I expect grave complications a. '. own people, yet 
I have faith unswerving that we shall pass through all that is in 
front of us successfully and the Republic will live. It will be all 
the better for the chastening. Strife and conflict are nature’s law 
in operation. The pathway of progress is traced by wrecks of em- 
pires, kingdoms, dynasties, and creeds. The world grows by striv- 
ing. 

Mr. President, when the Founder of Christianity was born, it is 
recorded that angels appeared to shepherds and sang a song of 
rejoicing. They praised God and made proclamation of peace on 
earth and good will toman. But when the child grew to man’s 
estate, speaking of His mission among men, He declared that He 
had come not to bring peace but asword. Apparently in contra- 
diction, these two great ideas are in perfect accord and teach a 
lesson that the world is now learning. 

At that time and for centuries before there was no oe among 
men. The scepter of rule was the weapon of death. ar and not 
peace prevailed. The coming of this disturber brought a new ele- 
ment of discord among the people.. While His philosophy was of 
the highest order and His teaching was the heaven of righteousness 
in the home and in the state—one and the same doctrine for master 
and slave, for king and subject alike, the same to Jew and Gen- 
tile—yet it set father against son and gave to the world new 
cause for war. 

Christianity and war have come to us hand in hand, not because 
they are counterparts or companion pieces in the progress of civiliza- 
tion, but because it is a law of evolution. Without both we could 
not comprehend either, and the world would stand still. But there 
are two kinds of deadly conflict—one lower, one higher; one of 
animal, one of the human. To use the scriptural idea again, there 
is a war of passion, of worldly strife, wherein all the baser elements 
combine to kill, slay, and destroy; to rob our fellows and set our- 
selves over them. This would called the sword of the flesh. 
Then there is that unceasing friction of thought, that never-ending 
conflict of ideas which destroys the old and useless and creates 
what is better and new, thus moving this world ahead. This is the 
sword of the spirit. 

War we shall always have, but as the light spreads and man’s in- 
tellectual vision grows more acute and extends over a wider field 
the warfare of the brute ceases, and we then contend with the 
weapons of peace. 

In the early ages men fought hand to hand and with spears and 
— and arrows. Invention brought new and more destructive 
methods. The evolution of the battle ship with its lon ae 
guns, the modern army with its rapid maneuvering and its dreadful 
charge, is the result and the evidence of advancing civilization. 

The soldier’s study has been how to best overcome the defensive 
armor of his enemy. From the coat of mail to the steel-covered 
man-of-war, men have been inventing missiles with constantly 
growing s and destructive power, until now we are able to 
drive a shell through a 17-inch steel armor plate. It is now pro- 

d to set great guns on heights about important seaports and 
efy the navies of the world, 
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Mr. President, we have now reached a period when the art of 
war has become the prelude to peace. The highest ambition of the 
leading nations is to secure themselves against war. It is their best 


policy, their most pressing need, to preserve the peace. In Euro 

ere were alliances, dual, then tripartite, and now, learning wis- 
dom from the operation of the Zollverein and the building of the 
German Empire, the nations have seen the value of conference and 
good will. The best interest of every civilized power is to keep the 


Japan’s onslaught upon her Chinese neighbors seems cruel; yet 
that war is the birth throe of a new civilization in the Eastern 
world. 

Let us abandon the war spirit and devote our energies to the 
artsof peace. Instead of investing $23,000,000 in useless battleships 
and new destroying agencies, let us use the money in setting our 
idle men and women to work in productive industries. Let us 
devise means for securing more equitable distribution of the prod- 
ucts and profits of labor. Let us learn from the experience of our- 
selves and others, and do those things which will secure domestic 
tranquillity and establish it. Let us build the Government on the 
consent of the governed. Let us lead our children in the ways of 
peace, and thus maintain and perpetuate the glory of the Republic. 

Mr. President, in conclusion I will state that I have not detained 
the Senate because I desired to do so, but because I want to enter 
my solemn protest against this extravagant, wasteful expenditure 
of the people’s money. We have no need for these ships. We shall 
never have need for them. We are no morein danger of foreign 
war than we are of a conflict with the man inthe moon. The in- 
terests of the nation will be subserved by our peaceful attitude, 
and our best and surest road to peace and to commercial conquest 
is to behave ourselves well among ourselves, to take care of our own 
institutions, to take care of our own country, develop our own 
latent resources, and in that way maintain and perpetuate the Union 
and Government of the United States of America. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX TO WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that House joint resolution No. 119, 
which has come over from the House of Representatives, be laid 
before the Senate, and as a Senate joint resolution in the same lan- 

uage has been reported by the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Scone. I will ask that the House joint resolution be substituted for 
the Senate joint resolution and put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bate in the chair). The joint 
resolution will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of 
West Virginia the sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled 
‘‘An act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West 
Virginia, under the provisions, conditions, and limitations of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys col- 
lected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con approved 
August 5, 1861,” approved March 2, 1891, $181,306.93, less the sum of 
$27,328.18, which was paid to the governor of the State of West 
Virginia on the 25th day of August, 1891, to be held in trust for the 
citizens and inhabitants of said State, notwithstanding any claim 
by the Government of the United States against the State of Vir- 

inia. 
. Mr. HILL. Is this a local joint resolution, in no manner affecting 
the Government of the United States? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is purely local. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 


Tow Lgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had to 
the report of the committee of conference on the di ing votes 
of the two Houses on the an:endments of the Senate to the biil 


(H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 

urposes. 
: The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 101 and 107 to the said bill, 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 22, 62, 63, 64, 145, 183, 187, 188, 190, 200, and 231, asked a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Sayers, Mr. O’Nrrt of 
Massachusetis, and Mr. CANNON of Illinois managers on the part 
of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had— 

That the conferees on the pet of the House be instructed to recom- 


Resolved, 
mend that the House recede from its greement to the amendment numbered 
183 to the said bill. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dieagresing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8518) making @ ean for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 18. 23, 25, 26, 27, 41, 42, 
43,66, 68, 72, 85, 99, 103, 116, 117, 127, 128, 130, 133, 142, 150, 151, 159, 160, 162, 170, 176, 184, 
193, 232, and 233. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 6, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 28, 29, 30, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 89, 40, 45, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 
53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 65, 67, 69, 70, 71, 74, 75, 77, 78, 80, 81. 82, 83, 86, 88, 39, 90, 93, 
95, 96, 100, 102, 104, 105, 106, 109, 111, 112, 113, 114, 119, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 129, 131, 
1 1 136, 139, 140, 141, 143, 146, 147, 148, 149, 152, 153, 157, 158, 161, 163, 164, 165, 167, 
168, 169, 171, 172, 173, 175, 177, 179, 180, 181, 182, 185, 186, 192, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 
201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 213, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 
224. 225, 226, 227, and 229, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its dis ement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 of 
the matter lenented by said amendment, after the word ‘‘building,” insert the 
following: “including heating and ventilating apparatus, fireproof vaults, ele- 
vators, and approaches complete ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line € of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, after the word ‘ building,"’ insert the fullow- 
ing: ‘“‘complete, inclading heating and ventilating apparatus therefor;'’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3, 
after the word ‘‘ February,” insert the word ‘‘ twenty-eight,” and in line 4 strike 
out the word “four” and insert the word ‘‘three;" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment.as follows: In line 4 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ cost,” insert the follow- 
ing: “including site therefor, heating and ventilating apparatus, fireproof 
vaults, and approaches complete ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘“* For court-house and post-office at Meridian, Miss.: The limit of cost of build- 
ing and site therefor, including heating and ventilating apparatus, freproof vaults, 
elevators, and approaches complete, is hereby extended to $30,000, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to contract for the completion of said building as 
aforesaid within said limit of cost.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 7 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Serate 
numbered 9, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In line 8 ot the 
matter inserted Ly said amendment, after the word “cost,” insert the following: 
“including site therefor, heating and ventilating apparatus, fireproof vaulis, 
elevators, and approaches complete ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amentiment of the Senate 
numbered 10, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 of th» 
matter inserted by said amendment, after the word ‘‘ cost,” insert the following: 
‘including site therefor, heating and ventilating apparatus. fireproof vaults, ele- 
vators, —— complete ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and a. to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “Duilding,” insert the 
following: “including heating and ventilating apparatus, fireproof vaults, eleva- 
tors, ap ——— complete; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 19, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 14 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word ‘‘site,” insert the follow- 
ing: ‘*‘ Heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, fireproof vaults, and ap- 
proaches complete; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 21, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 6 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the word ‘‘ ten” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “fifteen ;” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ cost,” insert the fol- 
lowing: “inclading site therefor, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
fireproof vaults, and approaches complete;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the House ie from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 24, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the 
sum proposed insert ‘two hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
said amendment, strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “‘twenty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, ard agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
said amendment, strike out the words “seventy-five thousand dollars”’ and in 
lieu thereof insert the words ‘‘ twenty-five thousand dollars, and the total cost of 
reestablishing such light station complete, under a contract which is hereby au- 
thorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 3 
and 4 of said amen t, strike out the words ‘‘eighty thousand dollars’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘$25,000, to be immediately available, and 
the total cost of reestablishing such light-house, under a contract which is hereby 
authorized therefor, shall not exceed $80,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum ee eee and the Senate agree to the same. 

That House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 46, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum , insert ‘'$415,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That use recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 47, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In t'eu of the 
sum proposed insert ‘*$3,000;" and on page 15 of the bill, in line 16, after the word 
“Maryland,” insert the words ‘‘ York 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 73, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu cf the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: For two assistants, at 
$4,000 each; for one assistant, $3,200; for four assistants, at $3,000 each; for four 
assistants, at $2,500 each; for seven assistants, at $2,200 each; for seven assist- 
ants, at $2,000 each; for three assistants, at $1,800 each; for three assistants, at 


ver, Virginia;” and the Senate agree to 
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$3,600; in all, $90,400;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 76, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the oom pon insert ‘*$100,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 79, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the word ‘‘twenty” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘twenty-five;” and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 84, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 1 
and 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the words ‘and 
directed ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum osed insert ** $55,000 ;"" and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ement to amendment of the Senate 
numbered $1, and an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed in **$65,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum * insert ‘'$15,000;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
numbered 94, and agree te the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word ‘‘not,” at the end of the amended paragraph, insert the follo : “Pro- 
vided, That the furnivure now used in the Government offices in the custom- 
house building at Chicago, Ill., shall be, so far as practicable, transferred to and 
used by the Government officials in the tem a building to be erected 
at Chicago, I1., as soon as the said building sh ready for occupancy;” and 
the Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from ita di t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert ‘‘$65,000;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 98, and te the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘‘Mint building at Denver, Colo.: For purchase of site and commencement 
of building at Denver, Colo., $100,000, to be immediately available; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to contract for the com of said 
building at a cost, inc ng site therefor, heating and ventilating a 8, 
fireproof vaults, elevators, and approaches not to exceed $500,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 108, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all after the word os eoneuny,” in line @, down to and including line 13 of the mat- 
ter inserted by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all of lines 7, 8, 9, and 10 of the matter inserted said amendment, and in line 
6 of said amendment, after the word “officer,” insert the following: “including 
fer surveying instruments -_ Taedine oie a ope» drawing 
material, stationery, i Zz records, necessary trans- 
portation, in all;” ook teetienehe agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11 lines 2 and 


- by said 

nt requirements of the service, $10,000 
Gene; ‘‘and of the electric ligh plant in the House wing, to meet the pres- 
ent requirements of the service, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ;” 
and in line 12 of said amendment, strike out the word ‘‘forty-four” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “fifty-four;’’ and in line 15 of said amendment, after 
Ss “authorized,"’ insert tae words: ‘and directed; the Senate 
to the same. 
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sum pro’ **$250,000;” am 
That the House recede from its disagreement to 

numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 11 

of the matter inserted said amendment, strike out the words “ and twenty- 
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five;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Steet Ce Boman sees See Se eae So Ge ennai ds Gotute 
numbered 132, and agree to the same an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert “$18,000;” are the same. 
upp cneten Grate Sip eaneeene ee amendment of the Senate 
numbered 137, and to the same anamendment as follows: In lieu of the 
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That House its disagreement to the amendment 
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t ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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sum insert ‘$225,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That ee ne ee ee SS Sea tee 
numbered 155, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “land,” insert the words 
“not less than 640 acres;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 156, and to the same amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
seatter stticken out ty said pussndacent at the end of line 20, page 72, of 
the bill, the : * Said post to be only after a thorough official 
examination of all the sites that may be offered to the United States for the pur. 
pose above mentioned, such examinatien to be made by a board of three Army 
officers to be selected by the Secretary of War outside of the military district in 
Spee oneh gore & te Ss Gimeane Seems Gee oen eae San in 
all matters to the Secretary of War for his action;” and in line 18, fa of 
Sn Sie, Sarin oe San wees © oe teeny” see een eee? ot tee 8 
out the werd “‘apfficient ” and insert in lieu thereof word “ necessary;" and 
the Senate to the same. 
hat the recede from its to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 166, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
ee ee ee ene Nee Oe 
same, 
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That the House recede from its ent to he enendnent of the Senate 


fellows: In lieu of the 


of 

numbered 178, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ That the President 
of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a board, to consist 

officers of the a — who shall make an examination of the bar of the 
Yaquina Bay, in Oregon, with a view to one for deeper water, and shall report 
the result of sech investigation, with estimate of cost, to the next regular session 
of Congress: Provided, That the cost of said investigation, and also surveys and 
expenses of said board, shall be defrayed from the balance of money available of 
the appropriation made for improving the harbor at Yaquina Bay, in Oregon, by 
act of Congress of August 7, 1894; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 189, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the amended paragraph insert the words ‘‘to be immediately available;” aad 
the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 191, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the words “to be immediately 
available;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 212,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ including the com- 

msation of the foreman of printing, which shall hereafter be at rate of 
$2,500 per annum;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 214, ne wer to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert ‘‘ $2,628,320," and on 102 of the bill, in limes 22 and 23 
strike out the words “one million three hundred and ninety-one thousand and 
five hundred dollars” and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘$1,467,820;” and 
the Senate a, to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 223, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
ted to be stricken out by said amendment, amended by adding at the 
end the following: ‘#rovided, That there shall not be prin such 
orders, for the nse of Ta hoaregrnmaey any hearing or other document costing in 
excess of $500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 228, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Inline 1 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the words “‘a persen to be” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ the person ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 230, and to the same with an amendment as follows: At tho 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘At any 
time when there is no joint committee of the two Houses of Congress, the pow 
and duties under the law devolving upon the Joint Committee on Printin 
be exercised and performed by the committee then in existence of either House;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. ~ 

On amendments of the Senate numbered 22, 62, 63, 64, 101, 107, 145, 183, 187 188, 
190, 200, and 231, tl:e committee of conference have been unable to te 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

A. P. GORMAN 

W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


f J. G. CANNON, 

f Managers on the part of the House. 
V Me. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri at the 
threshold as to two amendments, or rather two features, that were 
incorporated in the bill. The one was a committee amendment 
reducing the appropriation made by the House from $90,000 to 

,000 for what are called timber agents. What is the effect of 
8 re in t to that, if anything? 

Mr. KRELL. The amendment of the Senate was receded 

ym, and the House provision was left in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the appropriation of $90,000 stands. The 
other question I desire to ask my friend from Missouri is, what was 
done in res to the amendment for the Tennessee Centennial 
Exposition 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was disagreed to, and will be in conference 
as soon as We ” the bill back into conference. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall now or later beg the Senate to further in- 
sist upon that amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The matters in Saran were Senate 
amendments 22, 62, 63, 64, 101, 107, 145, 183, 187, 188, 190, 200, and 231. 

Amendment numbered 101 was the provision for the payment of 
those who were killed in the Ford’s Theater disaster. © House 
has receded from its disagreement to that amendment and it stands. 

Amendment numbered 107 was the sugar bounty. The House has 
receded from its nt to that amendment and it stands. 

Amendment numbered 22 is still in di ment. That is the 
amendment providing for the purchase of the Blaine lot. 

Amendment numbered 62 is for the construction of a revenus 
cutter on the Pacific Coast. 

Amendment numbered 63 is the little amendment about printing 
ey notes of the same denomination as those that are being 
can ‘ 


Amendment numbered 64 is the amendment made by the Senate 
striking out the provision of the House refusing to receive gold 
certificates. 

Amendment numbered 145 is the appropriation for the Tennessee 
Centennial Exposition. 

- Amendment numbered 183 is the provision for the commission of 
surveyors for the Nicaragua Canal. 

Amendment numbered 187 is a part of the military prison at Fort 
Leavenworth; that is, it is the provision as to State penitentiaries 
where we inserted the word “‘ State,” and as it is a part and parcel of 
the same system it was disagreed to. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | 


3099 . 





Amendment numbered 200 is in regard to the Leavenworth prison. 

Amendment numbered 231 is in regard to the bimetallic confer- 
ence, I believe it is called. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask that the report may be concurred in, 
and after that I shall move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 


ments di to by the House and a 
believe a conference was asked by the o 
The re was concurred in. 
Mr. RRIS. In reference to the Tennessee Exposition, I can not 
uite see whether the policy be wise or unwise to ease money 
or such an exposition. I frankly confess that I have not quite 
reed to the policy of doing so. But when the Congress © the 
nited States has appropriated $200,000 to the State of Georgia 
and a much larger amount to the State of Illinois, [can not quite see 
how or on what principle it can refuse to appropriate the small 
amount of $125,000 asked to make the Government exhibits at the 
Centennial Exposition of the State of Tennessee. I hope that the 
conferees upon the part of the Senate—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Do I understand that the Senator from Tennes- 
see still insists that the appropriation shall be made for the State of 
Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do, with absolute earnestness. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I listen to this with absolute surprise. 
the Senator will explain the reasons why he thinks so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have already said that Congress appropriated 
$200,000 to Georgia, a much larger amount to Illinois, and exactly 
how or why or wherefore you can justify yourselves in not grant- 
ing this little appropriation to a sister State under similar cireum- 
stances I can not quite see. I should be glad to leave it to the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House and ee to the further confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes between the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer (Mr. GALLINGER) 
was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, 
and Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

RECESS. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate take a recess until 2 
o'clock to-day. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 57 minutes a. m., 
Sunday, March 3, 1895) the Senate took a recess until 2 o’clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 
The Senate reassembled at 2 o’clock p. m., Sunday, March 3, 1895. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOwWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the second 
report of the committee of.conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other pu ; further insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 47, 136, and 144 to the 
said bill; asked a further conference with the Senate on the disa- 

eeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

OLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. PICKLER managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1921) 
for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and 
gutters in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 
3 of an act entitled “‘An act to regulate the liens of judgments 
and decrees of the courts of the United States,” approved August 
1, 1888. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 8979) to provide for the salaries of the judges and other officers 
of the United States court in the Indian Territory; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (8S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow of 
Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 91) to provide for the printing of a digest 
of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, , an 
compensation of officials of the United States courts. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the 
United States,” approved August 1, 1888; 


ee to the conference. I 
er House. : 


I hope 


A bill - R. 8388) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 


PETITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of the Territory of Arizona, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect the citizens of that Territory from depredations by the 
Indians on the Papago Indian reservations; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Depredations. 


USELESS PAPERS IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. VILAS, from the joint committee of the Senate and House 
appointed to examine certain papers accumulated in the Treasury 
Department, submitted a report; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


JOHN ™® WILLIS. 


_Mr. BRICE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representatives 


to furnish to the Senate a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (H. BR. 1310) for the 
relief of John H. Willis, the original having been lost or misiaid. 


MISS LUCY A. HUGHES, 


Mr. MARTIN submitted the following reselution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the sum of $250 be paid Miss Lucy A. Hughes for stenographic 
work done for the Committee on Pensions during the first, second, and third ses- 


sions of the Fifty-third Congress, to be paid out of the contingent expenses of 
the Senate. 


SETTLEMENT WITH ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration 6f the bill (S. 2802) to ap- 
prove a compromise and settlement between the United States and 
the State of Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

a STEWART. I should like to have some explanation of the 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. I did not under- 
stand whether the Chair had submitted the request for unanimons 
consent or whether the Senator from Nevada wishes some explana- 
tion made before that is determined. 

‘ Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have some explanation of the 


ill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will reserve the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas for unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Last August, I think it was, we passed 
a law here authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to investigate certain accounts pending between 
the State of Arkansas and the United States. Two experts were 
appointed, one by each Department, and were sent to the State of 
Arkansas to examine into the question, as well as what was shown 
here at the Departments. About ten days or two weeks ago they 
returned and made their statement of account. ' 

In their statement they overrule two large claims on the part of 
the State, one for the 5 per cent on sales of public lands, and the 
other for indemnity for land sold by the Government which the State 
had previously claimed. The State of Arkansas accepted the ac- 
count as made by the Governmentexperts. The Government experts 
yielded nothing whatever on contested points. They made the state- 
ment exactly as we pro to ratify it here, and this settlement 
finds the State in debt to the Government of the United States in 
the sum of a little over $165,000. 

The feeling in the State has been for many years that the Govern- 
ment was fairly indebted to the State, and our people generally 
believe that that is the case now; but for the purpose of settling 
this old, long-standing matter of dispute, which rans back to 1836, 
since Governor Clark two weeks ago signed this agreement the 
legislature has ratified it, with some objections and some dissent- 
ing votes. 

I believe the settlement is a perfectly fair one, and if there is ob- 
jection to it, itis the State which should complain, and not the United 
States Government. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator state what will be accom- 
plished by the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will simply authorize the offsetting 
of a lot of claims which the Government has against the State for 
bonds and interest on bonds against certain claims which the State 
has against the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it propose to make payment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Part of the payment is to be made by 
the State in cash and the balance in 1900. 

Mr. HOAR. Who makes payment? 

= JONES of Arkansas. The State of Arkansas to the Govern- 
men 
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Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the bill by adding at the end of 
the last line what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the bill— 

Except that of said agreement contained in the followin ragraph: 

“No ing inthis settlement and agreement is intended to = dhall'in toe con- 
nection be held to prejudice the right of the State of Arkansas to assert and es- 
tablish her title to any lands which were granted or confirmed to her by the said 
acts apeneven September 28, 1850, March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857, in so far as the 
same is disputed by those claiming under any su uent grant made or claimed 
to have been made, the scope and purpose of this settlement being hereby declared 
to be the adjustment of all disputes between the United States and the State of 
Arkansas, and to leave undisturbed incidental controversies between said State 
and other parties, in which the United States is not beneficially interested.” 

Mr. BERRY. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certafhly. 

Mr. BERRY. In the first place, there can be no amendment in 
regard to this matter, because it is an agreement based upon the act 
that was passed in August, which authorized the agreement and 
which might be ratified by Congress. The State has already rati- 
fied it, and the governor has already signed the agreement, and any 
amendment, of course, would not be binding upon the State of 
Arkansas. In the second place—— ’ 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. Just one moment, if the Senator from Maryland 
will permit me. I hope we can get a vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ifa vote can be had in a moment I will yield. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to allow me to pre- 
sent a conference report. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Florida will not interpose 


now. 

Mr. CALL. I will withhold it for a moment. 

Mr. BERRY. As I was going to state, in the second place, what 
would simply be the effect of the amendment. This is a full settle- 
ment of all ¢ s between Arkansas and the United States Govern- 
ment of every character and description. There is a contest be- 
tween the Iron Mountain Railroad and the State of Arkansas with 
which this Government has nothing whatever to do, and the agree- 
ment leaves the rights and claims of the Iron Mountain Railroad 
and the State precisely as though this bill and this agreement never 
had existed. 

There is a contest between Arkansas and the Iron Mountain Rail- 
road, not between Arkansas and any of her citizens, as to whether 
the Iron Mountain Railroad shall pay the State for certain lands 
that the Iron Mountain road obtained, and which the State claimed 
belonged to her. It is solely that contest, and itis not affected by 
this bill. Whateverthe railroad a without the passage 
of this bill the company will still have rits passage. Arkansas 
gets no pay from the Government, nor no offset for any lands lying 
within the Iron Mountain grant. The swamp lands for which the 
State receives credit are not the lands claimed by the Iron Mountain 
Railroad. 

I trust that the amendment will not be adopted, because that con- 
test is not a matter in which the United States is interested in any 
way, directly or indirectly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. ‘ 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to be heard very briefly on this question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President—— ; 

Mr. CALL. [If the billis going to be debated I must insist upon 
resenting a conferencereport. At all events, the report ought to go 
ack to the other House immediately. 

Mr. GORMAN. It must go back at once. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of whe two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 47, 65, 97, 125, 136, 144, 148, 149, 150, and 200 
to the bill (H. R. 8479) angen po ged for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department a’ filling treaty stipulations with various Endian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other oat having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommen do recommend to 


their respective Houses as follows: 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 148 and 149; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its eegreenees to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 65, and agree to the same with an emendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: For ——— the 
Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation for loss sustained by those Indians in re- 

i per reservation is received by the 

ying diminished reservations, the amount to be added to the 
share of the permanent fund of the said Crow Creek Indians and to draw interest 
at the rate of 4 per cent per ann’ $187,039; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In line 7 
of amendment strike out the word “ six” and insert in lien thereo 


a ble;” and the Senate 
That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 125, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 


said amendment strike out the word ‘‘four” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“two,” and strike ont 2!l after the word ‘‘That,” in line Pacers to and including 
the word “Survey,” in line 22 of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 150, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum Lg samy insert ‘*$102,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 200, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the oe “That 
the allotments of land made to the Quapaw Indians, ia the Indian Territory, 
in pursuance of an act of the Quapaw national council, approved March 
23, 1893, be, and the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed, subject to revision, 
correction, and approval by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, however, 
That any allottee who may dissatisfied with his allotment shall have all the 
ate to contest the same provided for in said act of the Quapaw national coun- 
cil, subject to revision, correction, and approval by the Secretary of the Interior. 
And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue patents to sai 
allottees in accordance therewith: Provided, That said allotments shall be inal- 
ienable for a period of twenty-five years from and after the date of said patents: 
And provided further, ‘That the surplus lands on said reservation, if any, may be 
allotted from time to time by said tribe to its members, under the above-entitled 
act;'’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


On the amendments of the Senate numbered 47, 136, and 144 the committee of con- 
ference have been unable to agree. 
WILKINSON CALL, 


¥F. M. COCKRELL, 
H. M. TELLE 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. 5S. HOLMAN, 

J. M. ALLEN, 

J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate further insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the further conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Cat, Mr. 
COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


ORDER OF. BUSINESS, 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the amendment that I have pro- 
posed to the bill called up by the Senator from Arkansas brings u 
all that there is in dispute between the Senator from Arkansas an 
myself about this matter. I am not certain that it is altogether a 
ere either; but I want the Senate to understand what we are 
doing. 

Mr. GORMAN. If this bill is to lead to discussion it is not possi- 
ble for me to give way to it or any other measure at this time. If 
the Senate can not agree to come to a vote upon the measure I shall 
have to call for the regular order. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator from Maryland that I 
shall not occupy more than five minutes, and after that I shall make 
no farther objection. 

Mr. GORMAN, If we can have a vote on the bill in five minutes 
I shall give way. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Maryland to give 
us ten minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent that we may have ten 
minutes, and that at the end of that time the vote be taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I objected to this bill several days ago. I am 
unwilling to prevent consideration of it, but since I oljested to it I 
have examined the facts and I am unwilling to give my vote in favor 
of its passage. I shall find it necessary to make a statement of facts 
as I understand them. It will not be a long statement, but I am 
not willing to coniine myself to ten minutes in stating the case as 
I understand it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I feel compelled to demand the regular 


order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There is objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. If there is an opportunity some time before ad- 
journment to-night I hope we can finish the bill then. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a motion to reconsider the vote whereby the Senate concurred 
in the House amendments to the bill (8. 1620) for the suppression 
of lottery traffic through national and interstate commerce and the 
postal service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States. I propose if that is taken up to move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. GO I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will 
withdraw that motion and let us proceed with the consideration of 
the — bill. That would displace the naval appropria- 
tion bill, 

_ Mr. HOAR. I understand it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The appropriation bill has not yet been con- 
cluded, and I can not give way to that or any other business. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland if it is his 
gt to han "F the lottery bill on the formal amendments. 

. GOR - It is my purpose to try and pass the naval appro- 
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priation bill, and I must decline to give way for any motion what- 


ever. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator whether he will arrange for a 
time for a vote on the lottery bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the Senator calling it uP 
but I can not yield until after the appropriation bill is concluded. 
I must decline every proposition. The Senate is perfectly well 
aware that the great questions involved in the naval appropriation 
bill have yet to be considered, and with the conference reports on 
the other appropriation bills coming in it will be utterly oo 
to get the naval appropriation bill through unless its consideration 
is concluded by the Senate at avery early hour. I appeal to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that there is ample time in the next 
twenty-two hours for the motion he wants to enter or for any other 
bill that comes from the House to be considered. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not asking any consent from the Senator from 
Maryland. Iam making a motion in my own right. But as the 
Senator has spoken to it, perhaps I may be permitted to say a word. 

This is an important measure. It passed the Senate unanimously 
after a great deal of consideration. It has passed the other House. 
It is what is known as the antilottery bill, to prevent the agents of 
the lottery companies getting into a boat off the shore of our country 
and flooding us with lottery tickets. The other House adopted 
several merely verbal amendments, which do not change the sub- 
stance or meaning of the bill one particle, and the Senate concurred 
in those amendments. The Senator from Maryland entered a mo- 
tion to reconsider that concurrence. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I did not. 

Mr. PASCO. It was the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. 

Mr. HOAR. It was the Senator from Ohio, but I suppose the 
Senator from Maryland understands it very well. Now,I do not 
think that the appropriation bill should be used by that Senator or 
any other to defeat a measure of that kind which has passed both 
Houses, where there is only a mere technicality in the way. I pro- 
a therefore, to move that the Senate proceed to consider that 

ill, and then to move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
If my honorable friend from Maryland will agree that that motion 
may be taken up, as far as he is concerned, after the appropriation 
bill is over, I shall not interfere. Otherwise I shall insist on my 
motion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to any such agreement being made. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, then; I move to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the House were concurred in. If the motion is agreed to 
I shall then move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator persists I shall ask for the yeas 
and nays, and the Senate may decide whether the appropriation bill 
shall be displaced or not. 

Mr. PASCO. It will take but a few minutes. é 

Mr. GEORGE. We could have passed it in the last few minutes 
while Senators have been quarreling about it. 

Mr. GORDON. May I ask, in order to guide my vote, whether 
the Senator from Massachusetts intends to make a motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. It will take no time. 

Mr. GORDON. Then I appeal to the Senator from Maryland to 
let that vote be taken. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the motion if there can be an agree- 
ment to take it up after the appropriation bill is disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to debate. Let the motion be put. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Mcssachusetts. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. It displaces the 
appropriation bill. That is the result of an affirmative vote. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the roll is called I desire to say that 
this colloquy in the center of the Chamber was conducted in the 
midst of so much confusion that, seated here and trying to pay at- 
tention, I am unable to ascertain what the question is. I hope it 
will be stated so that it may be understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to take up the motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the Senate concurred in the amendments of the House 
to Senate bill 1620. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall immediately move to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table if it is taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. DoLpH]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
unior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called), I am 
paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CarEy]. 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
Wisconsin [Mr. Vitas], or I should vote “ yea.” 


Iam paired with the Senator from 


Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I learn that he has 
not voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WHITE. I am pai with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHovup], but I will transfer that pair to the Senator from New Jersey 
[ Mr. Smita), whom I do not see in the Chamber, and ‘I will vote 


Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the negative). I voted, not 
observing that the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], 
with whom I paired, is absent. I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Call, Hansbrough, Pasco, Pugh, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Sherman. 
Clark, Hoar, Pettigrew, 
G r, Kyle, Platt, 

Morrill, Proctor, 

NAYS—238. 
it A Cullom, Lindsay, Peffer, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McMillan, quay: 
Blanchard, Gorman, Manderson, ansom, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Teller, 
Caffery, ris, Mills, Vest, 
Camden, Hunton, Morgan, White, 
Cameron, Jones of Ark. Palmer, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Lodge, Smith, 
Allen, Dolph, McLaurin, Squire, 
Allison, Dubois, McPherson, Stewart, 
Bate, Frye, Mantle, Turpie, 
Brice, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Vilas, 
Burrows, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Voorhees, 
Carey, Hale, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Power, Washburn, 
Coke, Hill, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa 
Daniel, Irby, Roach, Wilson of Wash. 
Davis, Jones of Nev. Shoup, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice that I shall renew the motion 
when the naval appropriation bill is disposed of, or before, if I can 
get the opportunity. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. T. O. Towrrs 

=< erk, announced that the House had passed the following 
8: 

—e (S. 2342) granting a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. McCler- 
nand; 

A bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann; and 

A bill (S. 2463) to grant a township of land to the State of Missis- 
sippi for the use of the Institute and College for Girls. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S.1201) to provide for reimbursement of 
officers and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval serv- 
ice of the United States, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BuNN, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
and Mr. Loup managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House returned to the 
Senate, in compliance with its reqnest, a duplicate engrossed copy 
of the bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 


oses. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on 
page 50, after line 13. It is an amendment reported by the Com, 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, after line 13, insert: 

That the ener of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to audit and 
adjust the claim of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works, of Richmond, 
Va., mst the Government of the United States for damages and losses sus- 
tained by the said Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works in the execution of 
the contract to construct and deliver the machinery required for the United States 
battle ship Texag, caused by the delays of the Government of the United States 
in the construction of the hull of said battle ship Teras, and to report te Congress 
at its next session what amount may be due to said Richmond Lecomotive and 
Machine Works. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 45, line 23, before the word “sea- 
going, it is proposed to strike out “‘three” and insert ‘“‘two;” so as 

read: 


That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
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United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract 
two seagoing coast-line battle ships, designed to carry the heaviest armor and 
most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 10,000 tons, to have the 
highest practicable speed for vessels of their 
ment, not exceeding $4,000,000 each. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the only excuse for the pro- 
posed new war vessels lies in the fear that the navy of some foreign 
country may sweep down upon us in the stillness of a night and 
destroy New York, Boston, San Francisco, or some other important 
seaport city. England is the chief country which excites this fear 
in the breasts of our timid countrymen. 

Mr. President, no foreign country will send its navy here to level 
the walls of our seacoast cities. There are too many people here of 
foreign birth and blood whose interests might suffer. A long and, as 
I believe, a perpetual peace has been established between the gréat 
nations of Europe and this country as a result of immigration and 
the investment here of foreign capital, and if any single foreign 
country should be foolish enough to come here with that purpose 
in view, half a dozen other foreign nations would be after her with 
their navies before the smoke from her first gun had cleared away. 
Least of all, Mr. President, have we anything to fear from England 
on this score. 

England has already captured this country without the use of war 
ships, and all the war vessels we might build would not reverse her 
victory. She has captured it by the exercise of her superior diplo- 
macy. She has taken possession of our financial policy, and in con- 
sequence is to-day feeding upon our 50-cent wheat and clothing her 
people with our 5-cent cotton. Meantime she is drawing interest 
upon five or six billions of dollars of money loaned to our people at 
a time when wheat was worth $1 per bushel and cotton 10 cents a 

ound. In addition to this, less than a year ago she made decided 
scodwanr toward the control of our tariff policy, doing her utmost 
toward dictating a measure which would permit her to drive our 
manufacturing enterprises to the wall and forcing her pauper goods 
upon us when her gold standard and her free trade have made it ex- 
tremely difficult for us to pay for them. Moreover, as a result of 
her influence in manipulating through her New York and Washing- 
ton agents a recent issue of bonds in this country, she made a profit 
of about $8,000,000. 

England will not send her navy to destroy the cities and other 
institutions of a country which affords her the bountiful harvests 
she is now reaping in the United States. Ten to fifteen miliion 
dollars for war ships, in time of pone when there is not a war 
cloud in sight, and no prospect of one within this generation, is 
not strictly in line with the kind of economy the people have a 
right to expect from the American Congress, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the pending amendment and those 
which follow are the important parts of this bill. 

This is the only appropriation bill which perhaps has not been 
fally considered by the Senate, all the others being in conference. 
I wish to make a suggestion to the Senate now, as we are in the last 
day of the session, which is, that debate on this bill shall close at 
5 o'clock; that thereafter the vote shall be taken on all proposi- 
tions without further debate; that then the Senate will take a re- 
cess until 9 o’clock this evening, and from then until 9 o’clock 
to-morrow morning, twelve hours, no business to be considered by 
the Senate except conference reports on appropriation bills, bills 
from the House of Representatives, and Senate bills which have 
been amended by the House, and executive business. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will ask the Senator from Maryland if that 
would preclude the consideration of the amendment contemplating 
the appointment on the -_ of the Senate of delegates toa possible 
international conference 

Mr. GORMAN. On the contrary, conference reports come first, 
and the appointment of the delegates, to which the Senator refers, 
is included in a conference report. My proposition would include 
anything which. it is possible to have passed by this Congress. 

I want to say that under the new system which we inaugurated 
at this Congress for the printing of our engrossed and enrolled bills, 
instead of the eld system of writing them out on parchment, has 
proven to be 9. great improvement, as we think, and has already 
saved a great deal of trouble in getting the bills into final shape, 
and some arrangement of the kind I have suggested is absolutely 
necessary to enable Senators to go on with the business here, with- 
out bei aperet to stay here through the entire night. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the agreement pro would result in one 
mischief—it would defeat the antilottery bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notatall. I include all Senate bills which have 
been amended by the House of Representatives. 

Mr, ALDRIC I as a modification of the proposition, 
whether we should not agree to take a recess whenever the pending 
appropriation bill is completed. 

r. GORMAN. When the appropriation bill is passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Say not later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; not later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the proposition? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Maryland please restate 
his proposition? 





, and to cost, exclusive of arma- 
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Mr. GORMAN. I will with pleasure. The proposition is that the 
debate upon the pending bill shall close not later than 5 o’clock this 
evening; that the votes upon all pending amendments shall be taken 
without further debate, and that at the close of the consideration of 
the bill we shall take a recess until 9 o’clock to-night—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let the first part of the proposition be agreed to sep- 
arately, if the Senator pleases. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope we may be allowed to hear the full prop- 
osition. 

Mr. GORMAN. That the Senate then take a recess until 9 o’clock 
to-night, and from that time until 9 o’clock to-morrow morning no 
business shall be transacted by the Senate except the consideration 
of conference reports, bills which have been passed by the House 
of Representatives, Senate bills which have been amended by the 
House of Representatives—whichk will include all the bills in which 
Senators are interested—and executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. STEWART. Is the recess to be taken when the pending bill 
is completed ? 
Mr. GORMAN. Yes; when the appropriation bill is completed. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope the Senator from Maryland will withdraw 
that proposition. I can see no reason for cutting off other bills 
which are of great importance to portions of this country, if not to 
the entire country, by an unnecessary recess. 

Mr. GORMAN, I wish to say to the Senator from Georgia—and 
I think I speak advisedly, from what Senators have said to me— 
that, in the first place, it will be practically impossible for any 
Senate bill to become a law if it should be passed by the Senate 
now, and it will be merely a loss of time to consider any such bill 
between now and 12 o’clock to-morrow. In the second place, if 
some such agreement as I have suggested is not reached a discus- 
sion upon the question of the Navy will continue until to-morrow 
morning, and this bill will be put in jeopardy, and all business ex- 
cept conference reports will be closed. 

ir. GORDON. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that the 
proposition which was submitted by me in no way interferes with 
the proposition to close the debate upon the pending bill. I am 
entirely in accord with the Senator upon that point. It is only the 
remainder of his proposition to which I refer. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Georgia that I fear 
itis impossible to get an agreement on the first part of the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland 
again—because a Senator near me has said to me that possibly the 
Senator from Maryland did not understand me when I asked him a 

uestion a few moments ago—if the suggestion he made will inter- 

ere with the appointment by the Senate of delegates to attend on 
the part of the Senate any possible international conference? I 
understood the Senator to say that the question of the appvint- 
ment of those delegates would come with propriety within the 
hours of 9 to-night and 9 to-morrow morning. I state that fact be- 
cause it has been not intimated but openly stated by one or two 
Senators that they propose to defeat entirely, under certain con- 
tingencies, the appointment of any delegation from the Senate of 
the United States to an international conference, and I am desirous 
of ascertaining the opinion of the Senator as to whether or not 
within those hours it will be competent for the Senate to proceed 
with the naming of the three delegates. 

Mr. GORMAN, I think that that is embraced in the conference 
report, as the bill itself is in conference. 

r. WOLCOTT. I so understood the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. My proposition included all matters which are 
now in conference between the two Houses, all the bills of the Sen- 
ate which have been passed by the House of Representatives with 
amendments, which includes the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So I understood the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. And all bills of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. MayI ask the Senator from Maryland, to see if I 
understood the junior Senator from Colorado correctly, whether his 
epeniies includes the right of the Senate to elect or appoint the 

elegates under the bill referred to? 

Mr. GORMAN, I take it for granted it is impossible for the Sen- 
ate to act upon that until after the conference report is made. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought the Senator from Colorado did not under- 
stand it. ‘ 

Mr. GORMAN. The delegates can not be appointed until after 
the conference report is acted upon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It would, nevertheless, be possible for the Sen- 
ate of the United States to act in anticipation of the adoption of 
that ee and to provide that if the conference report shall be 
ado the delegates from the Senate shall be named. 

. GORMAN. My proposition does not exclude that. The Sen- 
ate will deal with it when it reaches that point. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But we are not excluded from making the prop- 
osition at any time. 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. QUAY. I feel it my duty to object to a recess unless the con- 
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sideration of the House bills is limited to those bills to which there 

is no objection. 
Mr. GORMAN. 

that no bill can be passed now unless without objection. 


Mr. QUAY. We ought to have that understood. 


That is practically the case, as the Senator knows 


Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will make it perfectly clear 
that there must be unanimous consent for the consideration of any 
bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will make it perfectly clear, and say that only 
bills shall be taken up for consideration to which there is no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. QUAY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland 
if this arrangement will preclude the pogrom of petitions and 
other business of that character which may be presented ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no, Mr. President, it would not exclude pe- 
titions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
proposition of the Senator from Maryland. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEORGE. Before I accede to the request I want to know 
whether, at the conclusion of the vote on the pending bill, it 
would be in order, and no violation of the agreement, to vote upon 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to take 
up the motion to reconsider the vote of the Senate adopting the 
amendment to the antilottery bill. Iwant that disposed of before we 
adjourn or take any recess, and unless that is included I shall object. 

Mr. QUAY. That may be made an exception, Mr. President, I 
presume, by general agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. I have already given notice as to that measure. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand there is objection. Let us goon 
with the pending bill; but I fear the discussion will continue untit 
to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maryland, the question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to the pending 
bill, which has been stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I desire the Senate to understand 
the amendment on which we are about to vote. It is the most 
important amendment in the bill. 

This bill as it came from the House of Representatives provides 
for three great battle ships. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Navy to contract for “three seagoing coast-line battle ships de- 
signed to carry the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance 
upon a displacement of about 10,000 tons, to have the highest prac- 
ticable speed for vessels of their class, and the cost, exclusive of 
armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 each. As to the limit of cost, 
similar provisions have been in the naval appropriation bills here- 
tofore. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Let me ask the Senator a question. I desire to 
know whether the amount provided by this *ill as the cost of these 
battle ships is to be paid as the battle ships are being constructed, 
and how long will it take to construct them? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwas about to state that there isa provision 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to contract for these three 
battle ships at a cost not to exceed $4,000,000 each, exclusive of 
armament, and it carries with it an appropriation altogether of 
about $500,000 to enable him to commence the work, after being 
authorized to contract for the ships. The amount of the contract 
in excess of the appropriation will be about fourteen or fifteen mil- 
lion dollars, including everything, armament and all. So we are 
directing a debt to be created in this matter to that extent, and 
from time to time appropriations must be made to pay the con- 
tractors upon whatever terms may be agreed upon with them by 
the Secretary of the Navy. That has been the usual custom, and 
it has worked well thus far. 

Mr. STEWART. How much would itincrease the obligations of 
the ee if we passed the provision as it came from the 
House 

Mr. GORMAN. It would increase the obligations of the Govern- 
ment $14,000,000, including the cost of the armament. As we have 
suggested in our amendment as to these great battle ships, the 
one to be built on the Pacific Coast and the other upon the Atlantic 
side, we believe that two vessels of that kind are enough to order 
at this time. That is equal to any authorization heretofore made. 


In addition to that, we have provided for three torpedo boats and 
six light-draft composite gunboats of about 1,000 tons lace- 
ment for the use of the Navy in looking after our matters in the 


countries south of us. Taken al ther, the provision as reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations is one of the most liberal 
which has ever been made in appropriating for the Navy. Imyself 
think that in the present condition of the Treasury it is too lib- 
eral, but a majority of the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, finding this proposition coming here 
for the first time from the coordinate branch fora very large appro- 

iation, were inclined to accept the whole of it, for it is a novel 

ing for the Senate in its consideration of a proposition of this kind 
to find such a liberal appropriation for this purpose. I think the 
his of all the legislation in regard to the Navy for the last twelve 
years is that increases have been put upon the bills by the Senate 
of the United States, 
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For one, Mr. President, I do not desire to see in times like these, 
when every man in the country and every business organization in 
the country is economizing, is careful about expenditures because 
of the widespread depression which exists, such extravagant appro- 
priations made, It is not the time for the Government of the United 
States, or for this Congress, with the conditions which confront us, 
to make a more extreme provision than we have heretofore made. 
I therefore trust that the Senate will agree to the amendment of its 
Committee on Appropriations limiting the construction at this time 
to two great battle ships. There is a controversy even among the 
naval officers whether or not it is wise to incur sucha large expendi- 
ture for so many battle ships at this time. 

They are not united upon this subject. We have three or four 
of those ships under way, none of them yet completed, and it is 
questionable, and it is questioned by naval officers of experience, 
whether we ought not to wait and go more cautiously in the mat- 
ter of the construction of battle ships. 

The improvement which has been made in armor and in guns by 
the introduction of nickel in the composition has revolutionized 
the whole manufactare of the world within the last five or six 
years. J remember at the beginning of Secretary Tracy’s adminis- 
tration of the Navy Department he.came here in the very last 
days of the session and presented a proposition to the Committee 
on Appropriations, which was considered in the very last hours of 
the session, giving him a million dollars to buy nickel, that he 
might test the experiment in the manufacture of steel. 

It was a thought which had never occurred to anyone before. 
We placed in his hands a million dollars for that purpose, and he 
made the experiment. As I havesaid, it has revolutionized the man- 
ufacture of armor and of steel for guns. So we are liable, and it is be- 
lieved it is entirely possible and probable, to find, within the next four 
or five years, some genius, as in that case, who will make some further 
improvement in the manufacture of armorand steel. So we ought 
not to have too many of these great vessels, excellent as they are, 
and of an improved type, as they will be, on the vessels eunstructed 
four or five years ago. It is not a wise policy in time of peace, 
with no prospect of war, as I trust and believe, to proceed as rapidly 
as has been proposed in this bill by the House of Representatives, 
but, on the contrary, we should build cruisers, five or six cruisers, 
of this composite character, which can go into the waters south of 
us and on the Pacific Ocean, where there is a daily necessity for 
their presence. 

We are now compelled to send large cruisers like the Baltimore to 
South American waters. They can not go within 10 miles of tha 
shore. We should have smaller vessels, which would not be troubled 
by having to go into dry docks because of fouling. So we shall be 
able to look after our commercial interests with smaller vessels, 
which will enable our young officers to be trained upon them and 
become familiar with the new types of ordnance. 

That is the position the committee have taken in this bill. I 
think that we have been too liberal in this matter; thatis to say, 
I think, with the present condition of the Treasury,it weuld have 
been very much better to have had only one battle ship, ifany, at 
this time—certainly not more than one. As I say, however, the 
majority thought otherwise. Therefore we have recommenied only 
striking out one of these battle ships, leaving one to be built upon 
the Pacific and the other upon the Atlantic, and to permit the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to contract for $8,000,000 indebtedness for the 
building of the vessels. 

I stated to the Senate yesterday, and I want to call attention 
again to the fact, that this bill is the most liberal, with one excep- 
tion, which has ever been passed. When we had not a single iron 
or steel vessel in the Navy, after thirty ships had been built by 
Roach, three or four of which, excellent ships, are now in service, 
we proceeded on a very liberal scale to build up our Navy. 

It was gratifying to every American citizen, and it was done in 
a way and under Administrations for which both parties had the 
responsibility, and for which both parties were commended by the 
people of the country for what they had done and for the liberal ap- 
propriations they had made. Wemade them wien the Treasury 
was overflowing, when there was more money than we knew what 
to do with, when we were compelled to buy our own bonda at 124, 
and when taxation for this purpose was not felt by the people. 
Our appropriations for the Navy have been annually as follows—I 
gave these figures yesterday, and will repeat them to-day: 

In 1888 the appropriation was $25,767 ,348.19 ; in 1889, $19,942,835.35 ; 
in 1890, $21,692,510.27 ; in 1891, $24,136,035.53 ; in 1892, $31,541,654.78. 
That was t»:: time of the great contracts, which ran up to that 
sum. Then, in 1893 the appropriation was $23,543,385; in 189%, 
$22,104,061.38; and in 1895—that is, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895—the appropriation was $25,327,126.72. 

The special act of August 3, 1886, to increase the naval establish- 
ment, authorized the following: 


2 seagoing double-bottomed armored vessels, at $2,500, - 








ns ans calscnc'cbtacdcashbebeduse $5, 000, 000 

1 double-bottomed cruiser............................ 1, 500, 000 
nS hints cane ated cbdd wate ates reaces coos 100, 600 
Total ee eer ee oP ee Fee eee eee eee eee eee eee eeeee eeee 6, 600, 000 
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1896. The pending House bill authorized— 





3 battle ships, at $4,000,000 each..............2.-.200 $12, 000, 000 
9 torpedo boats, at $170,000 each..................-.-. 1, 530, 000 
3 torpedo boats, at $170,000 each........ 2.222. enon cone 510, 000 

Total autinerigthl «cuss cccdinc citess cvdece coos sess 14, 040, 000 

Senate amendments provide for— 

2 battle ships, at $4,000,000 each...................... $8, 000, 000 
6 gunboats, at $230,000 each ...... 2... ....2. .2 eee nee 1, 380, 000 
3 torpedo boats, at $175,000 each ...............--...-- 525, 000 

ORE Wii Gs ce dine cee e Gules tiewbes< ates 9, 905, 000 


This bill as it came from the House of Representatives proposes 

to appropriate about $31,000,000, which is greater than any appro- 
riation we have had except those during the administrations of 

ecretary Whitney and Secretary Tracy. The Senate committee 

pa to reduce the amount to about $28,000,000, —- it the 
argest appropriation, with all our reductions, ever made by this 

Government for the increase of the Navy in any one year. 

Weleft in the bill the provision, if the Senate shall concur with us, 
authorizing contracts for the construction of these great battle 
ships, which, with their armor, will cost about $11,500,000, and, in 
addition, we provided for — of about 1,000 tons displace- 
ment, at a cost not to exceed $175,000 each. 

I submit to the Senate no such liberality has ever been extended 
to the Navy Department at any time, and I appeal to the Senate now, 
as I did yesterday, in the interest of the N avy itself, to consider the 
matter carefully at this time of great depression, when, no matter 
how we may differ about the exact amount in the Treasury, with 
the appropriations that have been made already by this Congress, 
there is no possibility of paying these amounts unless you borrow 
more money or use the proceeds of the bonds that have already been 
sold. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Maryland will state the 
aggregate under the House plan and the aggregate expenditure 
under the Senate plan. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator mean as to the new ships? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Take the House plan as found in the bill as the 
House sent it to us, and tell us what the aggregate expenditure will 


be. 

Mr. GORMAN. The House sent us a bill involving thirty-one 
million and odd dollars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. How does the Senator make itthatsum? Three 
battle ships at $4,000,000 each is $12,000,000. ° 

Mr. GORMAN. The House has sent us a bill which proposes to 
appropriate $31,000,000. 

r. HAWLEY. I am not speaking of the whole bill, understand. 
Iam opesking only of the new ships. 

Mr. GO N. The new ships? 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The increase of the Navy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I will say to the Senator that as to the in- 
crease of the Navy the House sent us a provision for three battle 
ships, saying that those = exclusive of the armor, were to cost 
not to exceed $4,000,000 each. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That is $12,000,000. 

Mr, GORMAN. We have eee out one of those vessels. 
That will reduce the amount $4,000,000 in the contracts hereafter to 
be made, 

Mr. HAWLEY. As to the proposed expenditures for the lighter 
boats does the Senate committee propose to reduce the appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. GORMAN. We propose to expend about the whole amount; 
a little less than the House appropriated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So that the difference is between $14,000,000 and 
$10,000,000, relatively ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; that is practically it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Mary- 
land a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose the House provision for 
three battle ships, at an expenditure of not to exceed $12,000,000 
stands, how mvch of that amount will be required in the next fiscal 
year, if the Senator knows? 

Mr. GORMAN, The ny riation on that account as it comes 
from the other House is a little less than $500,000. That is whatitis 
proposed to expend in the next fiscal year. But on account of the 
contracts that would be authorized, if the Secretary of the Navy acts 
promptly, and I take it for granted he will, then in the next appro- 
priation bill, one year from now, you must meet whatever expendi- 
ture may be incurred because of those contracts, just as in the 
pending bill you meet an appropriation of $4,000,00C for contracts 
or entered into, $2,000,000 in addition being made immediately 
available because of the failure in the last session of Congress to ap- 
oe the fullamount. It is said, and I suppose it is true, that 

ese appropriations for the past contracts conclude that matter 
and give the whole amount which will be required. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This expenditure, however, I pre- 
eume, would run over three or four years, would it not? 


Mr. GORMAN. That will depend altogether upon the contracts 
the Secretary of the Navy makes as to the time in which the vessels 
shall be completed. I think it is safe to say it would spread over 
three or four years. But in the meantime it must be remembered 
that as the Navy increases, as new vessels go into commission, the 
naval appropriation bill for the ordinary expenses will be swelled 
every year. You have added to the pending bill by provision put 
on in the Senate yesterday more than $400,000 a year for the pay 
and maintenance of seamen. 

The Senate struck out the provision for 2,000 men as it came from 
the other House and made it 1,000. Next year in all probability 
the number must be increased again a thousand men, or $400,000 
more. It isa matterthe Department must take hold of. In the 
management of one of these great battle ships alone, without any 
sails, with the engines controlled practically by the skill of the 
navigator and the engineers, the complement of the men required 
is at least 400—398. They keep it within 400 so as not to have in 
the Navy more than the 400, [takeit. [Laughter.] Butit requires 
practically 400 men in a time of peace, with nothing on the face of 
the earth to engage them except to train the officers in the handling 
of the vessels. That comes with this great Navy. Our officers 
want to have a complement of men equal to that of England or 
any other country. That is the case with these great vessels. It 
grows; itis bound to grow, and the naval appropriation bill will be 
increased from now on every year, not only on that account but on 
account of repairs. 

Now the repairs are beginning to come in. Take the vessels that 
were built by Mr. Roach when the Senator from New Hampshire 
{[Mr. CHANDLER] was Secretary of the Navy. They are great vessels. 
They were criticised at the time, but they turned out to be the very 
best in the Navy. They have been in the service and in constant 
service. The machinery is worn out. The machinery then used is 
now obsolete. Nobody would think of putting any such engines 
into a vessel, and they are all being improved. You will be begin- 
ning over again now with these great steel vessels the exact thing 
that occurred to the wooden ships—repairs, repairs, repairs. 

It must come; it can not be otherwise: and so the bill will be 
swollen from time to time until when we get through with the sub- 
ject $30,000,000 a year will have to be appropriated for the Navy. 
Senators on this side, as well as on the aoe, who vote for this in- 
crease now, asI think extraordinary, unnecessary at this time, must 
look the fact squarely in the face. Istated to the Senate frankly 
four years ago that these increases in the Navy would require 
enlarged appropriations. The expense of the Government has 
reached $500,000,000 a year. It will not be decreased as we are 
legislating until the time comes—it will be time alone that will cure 
it—when the pension list will have been reduced from $145,000,000 
or $150,000,000, as it-is now, to $40,000,000 

The power is passing away—Mr. President, the power has passed 
away—from the Democratic party in this Chamber, if we ever had 
it. It will soon rest upon the other side. We have dealt with this 
question in the past without any regard to the dividing aisle in this 
Chamber. I have, when Republican Administrations were in power, 
stood and advocated the most liberal appropriations for the Navy. 
I expect to do it again. I do not want to see party ever come into 
this question again. We disposed of that twelve yearsago. The 
Navy now is the pride of the whole nation. It can be, it will be, 
made a political football again if, beyond all prudence, we trench 
too far upon the rights of the people in a time of distress and ap- 
ek pene too much of their money and add to the great national 

ebt, which is now being increased fearfully, woefully, and, as I 
regret to say, unnecessarily, because the revenue should have been 
provided to meet these expenditures without the issue of bonds. 

I trust that in the interest of the Navy, I trust in the interest of 
the people, that the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations may meet with favorable consideration in this body. I 
am not unaware of the sentiment that there is in this body to be 
most liberal to the Navy. I share it myself. Iam not unmindful 
of the fact that there are Senators in this body who san not refrain 
from accepting from a coordinate branch of the Government the 
first proposition that has ever come from them in twelve years for 
an extraordinary increase in the Navy. As I stated a moment ago, 
in the interest of the Navy itself, in the interest of these great men 
who have built up the splendid foundries and forges which are the 
pride of the country and the wonder of the world, which now are 
almost idle for the want of work, because commerce is paralyzed 
and trade is stagnant, and who naturally look |to the Government 
to aid them ind heen the establishments going in this time, I trust 
we shall not go beyond the bounds of prudence. They, as patriotic 
men looking to their own interests, I trust, will not press the matter 
too far at this time. 

Mr. President, I know there are two great establishments in this 
country, the Bethlehem and the Carnegie works, which accepted 
from two Secretaries of the Navy a proposition, one from Mr. 
Whitney and the other from Mr. Tracy, which necessitated heavy 
expenditures. The one at Bethlehem is the result of the invest- 
ment of $7,000,000 on a great risk. It was a risk then, and it is 
still a risk. They put up the machinery and necessary plant to 
make the forgings for the guns and the armor for these great ves- 
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sels. I know that the other establishment, through Secretary 
Tracy, did the same thing. .I am aware of the fact that neither of 
these establishments, on the plants that they erected practically for 
the Government, has yet made anything like enough profit to pay 
for one-half of the cost of the investment. They deserve, they are 
entitled to the fullest and fairest consideration at the hands of the 
Government. We ave strong enough in money to do what is right. 
Mr. President, to do more, to be more than liberal in this case, as I 
have said on more than one occasion, will, in my judgment, react and 
bring about in a few years a condition that will be disastrous to 
them and to the es : 

Therefore it is, sir, disagreeable as it is, and for the first time 
since I have been a Senator on this floor, that I have to appeal to 
the Senate to restrain a coordinate branch. I hope we shall be able 
to restrain our own desire. What we have done is sufficient. It 
is all that can be prudently done at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland a question 
before he sits down. He can answer it probably without any 
trouble. The bill provides for these cruisers of 10,000 tons displace- 
ment. Can the Senator inform me of the difference between a ton 
displacement and a carriage ton under our rules of measurement? 

rt. GORMAN. I can not, but I think the Senator’s colleague 
[Mr. HALE] can give him that information. 

Mr. HALE. I can not give it offhand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That would depend very much upon the weight 
of the coal and the guns and all that the ship is to carry. 

Mr. FRYE. No, no. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But hear me. After your ship is finished, if it 
is finished for mercantile purposes purely, you need not pile on 
that great weight of coal that you would in the naval vessel; you 
would not have to put on the heavy armor; you would not have to 
put on the heavy guns; and you have more room to carry freight. 

Mr. FRYE. There is an exact comparison between a ton of dis- 
placement compared with a carriage ton under our rules of meas- 
urement. It is at the ratio of 1 to2 or 1 to 24, or something like that. 
There is an exact rule. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It depends entirely upon the character of the 
ships you are comparing. 

Mr. FRYE. Not at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is called the outfit of a naval vessel 
enters as much into its weight as the part above. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
ToOwLes, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution —— the Secretary of War to transmit 
to the House a copy of all correspondence, evidence, and reports of 
the engineers now in possession of the War Department relating 
to the construction of a bridge on the line of the Rome, Watertown 
and Ogdensburg Railroad, near Dupawville, N. Y.; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing that suitable arrangements be made 
for the Joint Committee on Park Dedication to'participate in the 
dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military 
Park on September 19 and 20 next, etc.; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res.119) to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the 
sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled ‘“‘An act to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 


ROME, WATERTOWN AND OGDENSBURG RAILROAD BRIDGE. 


Mr. HILL. There is a concurrent resolution received from the 
House simply asking for some er from the War Department. 
It need not necessarily, I think, have been a concurrent resolution, 
but it can do no harm. I ask the Chair to lay it before the Senate 
that it may be concurred in. There is no possible objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the concurrent reso- 
lution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of resentatives (the Senate ners , That the Secre- 
tary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit to this House a copy of all 
correspondence, evidence, and reports of the en rs now in the possession of 
the War Department relating to the constru of a bridge on the line of the 


Rome, Watertown and Ogdensburg road, near Dupa’ the county of 
Jefferson, State of New York, if not incompatible with the public service. 


The concurrent resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, | 


and agreed to. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 
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lution of the House, just received, concerning the Chattanooga 
National Park dedication. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before’ the Senate the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives ; which was read: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Con- 
8 will participate in the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
ational Military Park on September 19 and 20 next, through the presiding of. 
cers of the respective Houses, the Joint Committee on Park Dedication, such Sen- 
ators and Representatives as served in the campaign of Chattanooga, such as 
may be named by the presiding officers of the respective Houses as representa- 
tives of other armies and the Navy, or as speakers to represent Congress at the 
dedicatory exercises. The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby directed to 
make suitable arrangements for sach participation, the expense of the same not 
to exceed $5,000, to be equally divided and paid out of the fund of $20,000 appro- 
priated by act of Congress approved December 15, 1894, to he audited and paid by 
the Secretary of War upon certificates signed by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Sen- 
ate, and said sum as aforesaid is hereby made available for said purpose, and a 
report of the dedicatory exercises shall be made to Congress by the Joint Commit- 
tee on Park Dedication. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senate to agree to the concurrent rese- 
lution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President,I have been in favor of a navy 
and very much ape to a large standing army, believing, as I 
ever have, that the people themselves, if conditions are reasonably 
good, so that or can have opportunities, make the best army in a 
republic and will take care of themselves. The only necessity for 
a large standing army is to repress the people when opportunities 
are gone, to repress insurrections; and I do not believe that we have 
any right to create a condition in this country requiring a large 
standing army. 

The use of a navy, as I have been in the habit of viewing it, is to 
protect commerce and repel foreign invasion. We want no entan- 
gling alliances with any foreign power, but we do not want foreign 
powers to govern us in time of peace. 

I was very much impressed with the patriotic remarks of the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LonGe] yesterday, aad 
with the map he exhibited showing the cordon of naval stations 
with which we are surrounded by Great Britain, and also showing 
her vast naval superiority. I know there is a feeling in the country 
that her vast naval superiority over us should make us more ex- 
tremely cautious. Thatisvery well. Butit appears to have another 
influence. It appears to make us rely upon Great Britain in too 
many ways. Look at the condition of this country. 

Great Britain does what? She does our carrying trade, at a cost 
to us and a profit to her of $200,000,000 a year. She dictates our 
financial policy, at a profit to her money loaners and a loss to our 
producers of thousands of millions a year. There is no fear of war 
with Great Britain while we are thus situated, while we are con- 
tributing to her wealth and expending our resources to bnild her 
up. There is no need of anavy then. She has plenty of arms; 
plenty of navy force to protect her. She has her forts, and she has 
surrounded us with her naval stations and her ferts. We are under 
British protection so far asthe navy is concerned. We are depend- 
ent upon Great Britain for our carrying trade, which impoverishes 
us and enriches the British Empire. We are dependent upon her 
to lend us money, because we refuse to exercise the authority con- 
ferred by the Constitution to coin money and regulate the value 
thereof. We are in a worse condition than we have been since the 
settlement of this country. There is more distress than ever before. 

Our efforts and our labor are contributing to build up, not the 
masses of Great Britain, but a favored few who manipulate the 
finances and the commerce of the world. I am still in favor of 
building up the Navy, in the hope—it may be a vain hope—that a 
large navy, & power, may inspire some courage and independence in 
the United States. 

When I first saw how we were situated with regard to Great Brit- 
ain, how prostrate we were at her feet so far as naval armament was 
concerned, and reflected upon her interests in protecting us, and 
that it was useless toexpend money without commerce and without 
an independent financial system, I thought we were safe in the 
embrace of Great Britain. I thought if we would do her bidding 
and let her reap the grand harvest of the resources of this country 
she would see to it that no hostile foe interfered with us. 

I thought it was useless to build up a navy, but I believe that the 
building up of a navy, the hope of building up a navy, may inspire 
some Americanism in the United States. What we want is a new 
declaration of independence. We want financial and commercial 
independence. Then wecan support anavy. The $200,000,000 paid 
for the carrying trade in the last twenty years would have built a 
navy ope to all the navies of the world. 

I not discuss how that may be accomplished, but a patriotic 
American ought to see to it that it is aceomplished and that we 
stop this outflow for our carrying trade. I have my own views of 


Mr. PALMER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the reso- | how it may be accomplished. Our fathers when they founded this 
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Government found a way to do our own carrying trade, and for a 
time we were the rivals of the greatest nation on earth. If we are 
not degenerate, we will find a way. Ourfathers also found a way to 
have an independent financial system, so that they could be inde- 
endent not only politically but commercially and financially. We 
ave lost the way. ; 

The spirit of American independence is dying out; we are imi- 
tating foreign manners; we are more maser to forei 
dictation, and we are suffering the most di consequences for it. 

I shall vote for the pending bill. I shall follow the committee. 
I think that is enough. I shall sustain re for the 
Navy with the hope that it will be a means of reviving the Ameri- 
can spirit in this country and for no other reason, for if the Ameri- 
can spirit is forever dead we need no Navy. 

England will us if she can use us. If she can draw 
from us the fruits of our labor and use the resources of this 
country to enrich her, she will protect us, and she has an ample 
navy for that p If we are forever to remain supine and 
let the country er it is wasting money to build up the Navy. 

The only possible reason for building up a navy is to inspire 
American sentiment, and I was touched by the remarks of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] when he pointed to this 
outpost from which the whole maneuvers on the Pacific Ocean 
could be observed and urged Senators here to seize upon it and 
not to let Great Britain have it, for in some future hour we might 
have an independent country that would take pride in the flag, 
take pride in having something to do with the ocean, because that 
country which has the command of the seas is always the leading 
country of the world. While I would not be for acquiring distant 
territory, I want this point of lookout. It is a strategic point. 
It is necessary, and we will not abandon it. 

Mr. President, I do not believe in foreign acquisition for the pur- 
pose of colonization in distant countries. Ido not believe there is 
any necessity to imitate Great Britain in having naval stations all 
over the world, because we do not propose to have scattered pos- 
sessions. Thatis one thing. But to have this key to the Pacific, 
this conspicuous point of observation, in our hands, it seems to me 
appeals to us by the highest sentiment of patriotism, and it has been 
so regarded for the last five years. I have been —_— by all ex- 
perienced patriots with whom I have conversed that this particular 
point we must never surrender, and that is right in keeping with 
such a navy as will inspire American patriotism. 

As to the acquisition of territory, there is but one necessary spot 
on earth which we must acquire. We can not afford to have 4,000 
miles of British boundary north of us. Sooner or later that must 
be absorbed by us or we must shrink to a second-rate power. We 
can not afford to have a power to the north of us. We need go no 
farther south. 

We need absorb no races that are not congenial and homogeneous ; 
but we want a few outposts, very few, to protect what we have; 
and we wantabove all things American independence, and we want to 
resist foreign complicationsinallourdoings. Iam opposed to taking 
lessons from Europe and doing things because despotic Europe does 
them. If wemust have aparticular S naial policy because civilized 
nations have it, why should we not have the same political institu- 
tions they have? Iam sorry to say I meet men every day who 
admire foreign institutions more than our own on account of their 
power—because they can suppress the masses. 

There is a growing sentiment to imitate not only foreign finan- 
cial policy but foreign political policy. We want more American- 
ism and Seas foreign complications of any kind. Political and 
commercial and financial complications are the very worst foreign 
alliances that we could have. We want no such alliances. 

I hope and believe that a navy will help to create American 
spirit. That is what we want. e can afford to buy that at any 
cost. I believe when we get a navy the necessity for doing our own 
carrying trade will be so apparent that we shall find some way to 
be independent w the ocean and upon the land, and independ- 
ent at home, which is more important than all. 

For this reason I shall continue to vote for liberal ———— 
for the Navy. Ishall doit asa patriot. I shall do it hoping that 
it will reflect glory upon the flag and restore American patriotism 
among the ag of the United States. 

. HUNTON. Mr. President, there was one remark that fell 
from the distinguished Senator from Maryland in charge of this bill 
to which I give my most cordial assent, and that was that in the 
consideration of the amendment to the bill now before the Senate 
thane entiet See ee lines. I aie poe 7 Ss Sauer 

uild a a great coun people o 6 coun 
and their repressstativesten both Houses ought, without distinction 


‘of party, to rush with avidity to the front and build up a navy com- 


mensurate with the power and the area of this great country. 
<aosee further, Mr. President; I not only believe there 

ought to be no party lines in this particular, but that not only 
rty but sections ought to be discarded when a great question 
e a building up of the Navy of this country is 


Mr. President, it has been spoken of here as an oppression to the 


le to tax them to build up the Navy of the United States. I be- 
ieve that the people will weleome expenditures of money to build 
up the Navy of the United States with more pleasure than the ex- 
penditure of money for almost any other purpose; and the evidence 
is before us, because the House of Representatives, fresh from the 
people, have come forward and provided in the bill now before us 
tor the building of three great battle ships of the Navy of the United 
States. That is where the people are speaking and the manner in 
which the people are speaking upon the subject of the battle ships 
provided for in the bill that comes from the House of Representa- 
tives to us. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives, as I say, fresh from 
the people, knowing their sentiments, it is to be presumed, better 
than we do, have provided in the bill which they have sent to us for 
three battle ships, not to cost over $4,000,000 each, and I say we 
would be derelict to the duty imposed upon us by our position if 
we did not assent to the provisions of the bill in that particular. 

The distinguished Senator from Maryland says that he wants to 
economize. 6 is afraid of the appropriation bills. He is afraid 
of the amount involved in these appropriations. I say to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland I am an economist myself, but I am not an 
economist where the ee up of the Navy of the United States 
is concerned. I know that the Ls ae of this country do not want 
economy practiced where the building up of the Navy is concerned. 

Mr. President, it does not require a prophetic eye to see in the 
future that we shall have probably no trouble on the land—that the 
future wars of this country, if God in His providence sends us such, 
are to be waged upon the sea. Therefore, ever since I have been in 
public life I have advocated a small army and a big navy, because 
when that war comes it will be upon the high seas, where an army 
will be useless and the Navy will do the work. 

Mr. President, I was very much struck with the eloquent lan- 
guage of the junior Senator from Massachusetts employed yester- 

ay in his description of the power of the sea. I subscribe to every 
word he uttered upon that subject, and say that the power of a na- 
tion in this nineteenth century is measured by its power on the sea 
a , a deal more than by its power on the land. 

‘or these reasons, Mr. President, I am not only for the bill as it 
came from the House and against the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, but I am ardently desirous to see the bill as it 
came from the House in this particnlar passed upon favorably by 
the Senate. I for one shall vote with the utmost pleasure against 
the Senate committee amendment changing the three battle ships 
to two. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me? 
I wish to appeal to the Senate again to fix some time to vote finally 
on this bill. I made a suggestion to the Senate an hour or two ago 
in relation to the matter, but it seemed it was not possible then to 
come to an agreement. I ask the Senate to agree that we shall vote 
on this bill finally at 5 o’clock or 6 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLS. Say 5. 

Mr. GORMAN. At5o’clock, and then by unanimous consent to 
take a recess, as I suggested, and consider all the bills I named in 
my first request. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1e- 
GINs] intends to speak. He is not now in the Chamber. I do not 
know how long he desires to occupy the floor. I suggest that the 
Senator wait until he comes in to see what his wishes are in that re- 
spect. I know of no other speech to be made on this side of the 
Chamber that will occupy any time. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Delaware is in the buildin 
a ; Isaw him a momentago. He told me he would spea 
briefly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then, if we can fix the time, I will ask unani- 
mous consent, if the Senator from Delaware has not had the oppor- 
tunity to speak, that he shall have half an hour after that time. I 
renew my request, and I do it for the reasons I have heretofore 
stated to the Senate, that it is absolutely necessary to »ave this bill 

ass the Senate at an early hour, so that it may go into conference. 

e Senator from Delaware is now present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us hear what the request is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland will state 
his request. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state the request again. It is that the 
—_— debate on this bill shall close at half past 5 o’clock, and 

at we shall proceed to vote then, without further discussion, un- 
til the final passage of the bill; and the Senate shall then take a 


Mr. GEORGE. I object to the last part of the request, but not 
the first. 


Then—— 
We can take a vote now. 
. GORMAN. We shall have to go on all night. 
' Mr. TELLER. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. QUAY. It seems to me that the eee for the objection 
on the part of the Senator from Mississi that he desires the con- 
sideration of the lottery bill. That bill might be made an excep- 
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tion to the unanimous-consent arrangement. I suggest that to the 
Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts is rec- 


ognized. 

eur. LODGE. I merely desire to say to the Senator from Mary- 
land that I assent entirely to that request as far as he makes it. I 
shall not occupy more than fifteen or twenty minutes myself. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
appeal to the Senator from Maryland, or, rather, to ask that the first 
part of his request for unanimous consent be agreed to; that is, that 
we come to a vote at half-past 5 o’clock this evening upon this bill 
without further debate, leaving out the agreement as to a recess and 
leaving the Senate to determine when it will take a recess, and for 
how long? 

Mr. TELLER. There are some others who want to say a few 
words on the bill. I think we had better go on. 

Mr. GORMAN. An agreement can not be had. Ihave been over 
that field. We shall have to be all night on the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I present a conference report on the Indian appro- 
priation bill and ask to have action taken on it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before that is read I should like to be allowed to 
say that the modification suggested by the Senator from Tennessee 
would be entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Objection is made on this side. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senatenumbered 47, 136, and 144 to the bill (H. R. 8479) 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pu: , having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their re tive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same. 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 47 and 144 the committee of 
conference have been unable to agree. 

WILKINSON CALL, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 


H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. S. HOLMAN, 

J. M. ALLEN, 

J. A. PICKLE 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. PLATT. What are those amendments? 

Mr. CALL. The two amendments on which the committee of con- 
ference have disagreed are the New York Ogden Land ae and 
the provision in relation to the contract schools limiting the period 
of time to five years and the reduction of 20 per cent, which the Sen- 
ate struck out. The House disagrees to these amendments. I ask 
for the adoption of the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL, I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed tu by the House and request a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Can, Mr. 
COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, Iam opposed to the reduction pro- 
posed by the Senate Committee on Appropriations in the number of 
the battle ships authorized by the House. That number wasrecom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy and has been authorized by 
the House of Representatives. I think it is not an excessive au- 
thorization in view of the fact that last year no authorization was 
made for any new ships whatever. I am also opposed to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on ee striking out six torpedo 
boats and reducing their number to three. I think we should pre- 
serve the number embodied in the bill by the House. Iam quite 
willing, in fact Ishould be glad, to add the six gunboats proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations, for I do not think there is any 
danger of our doing too much in the direction of building up the 
Navy. I believe qn the contrary that there is far more danger that 
we shall do too little. 

The question as to how large a navy we shall maintain is not the 
only one here, for whether the Navy be large or small it must be 
properly balanced in its different branches. That is not the case 
with the vessels that we now have, either built or in process of con- 
struction. The cruiser class, as itis known, is in our Navy numer- 
ous—out of proportion to the other arms of the service. 

The backbone of the modern Navy, that which makes it a for- 
midable fighting force for purposes of defense, is the battle ship. 
To-day we have an illustration of this fact in the condition of 
affairs in the Eastern waters. Anyone who has read the account of 
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the fighting there is aware that the Japanese have shown great 
capacity in their naval battles, but they have no batile ship, and 
the result is that Russia, although with a very much smaller fleet 
in those waters,is capable of Sonera tee Japanese in that region, 
simply because Russia has one powerful modern battle ship present, 
against which no unarmored cruiser could possibly stand up. 

We do not need in a modern navy a large proportion of battle 
ships, but we do need a certain proportion. In our Navy we have 
altogether too few. It is essential, in my judgment, that we should 
authorize and build those large armored ships as rapidly as possible. 
At best it is a very slow work. Despite the great advances made 
in this country in the building of ships of war, we still move very 
slowly. The two last battle ships authorized by Great Britain (the 
Majestic, I think, is one; I do net remember at this moment the 
name of the other) were launched within one year after the keels 
were laid. We have not yet reached such a point of speed in con- 
struction. It is therefore more important for us te make liberal 
authorizations, because more time will be consumed in the construc- 
tion of ships, and we need an efficient navy now. 

The new Navy of the United States was begun under the Admin- 
istration of President Arthur by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER], who at that time was Secretary of the Navy. I 
have never thought that the Senator from New Hampshire has re- 
ceived all the credit that was due to him for the great work that he 
then did. It was not merely that he put a stop to the old and 
vicious practice of repairing worthless wooden ships, but he broke 
up an old and bad system of naval administration. He was the 
pioneer; he was the man who first began the work out of which 
the new Navy has risen, and it was this first step which was most 
difficult. The four ships authorized at that time are all useful 
and good ships to-day, too small, perhaps, according to the more 
recent ideas of naval architecture, but all good ships and of effective 
fighting capacity. 

The Senator from New Hampshire was succeeded by a Democrat, 
Secretary Whitney. He took up the work of building new ships 
where Mr. CHANDLER had left it. He was supported in his work 
by a Republican Senate. He in turn was succeeded by a Repub- 
lican Secretary of the Navy, and he was sustained in one Congress 
by @ Democratic House. We-now have again a Democratic Secre- 
tary, who is continuing the policy of his predecessors. He has ree- 
ommended, very wisely, that we should have three battle ships and 
nine torpedo boats, recognizing that in those two great arms of the 
modern navy we are still very deficient. I think, Mr. President, 
that it would be a great mistake for us to hesitate to adept his 
well-considered recommendation. 

The purpose of a navy is twofold. We require it first for what 
may be called police purposes, to send to foreign ports where 
American interests require protection. Within the past few months 
we have seen the necessity of an American war ship at Madagas- 
car, of another at Bluefields. Another has just been sent to Colom- 
bia, and another was sent to Honolulu, and, unfortunately, after- 
wards withdrawn. 

I mention these cases merely as illustrations of one function of 
the Navy, the police purposes; and the Navy is important in that 
direction to commerce. Commerce with distant countries will not 
be undertaken by the people of a nation which does not give ade- 
quate naval protection. Commerce follows the flag. I do not 
mean to say that the building up of a great navy necessarily builds 
up a great commerce, but I do say that withonta sufficiently pow- 
erfulnavy itis impossible to take a place among the great commer- 
cial nations of the world. Itis one of the essential conditions of 
a great and world-wide commerce. Of that commerce we do not 
to-day have our proper share. I hope to see it developed by wise 
legislation. I hope tosee it1:ursed, encouraged, subsidized as Eng- 
land has wisely subsidized hers. Then backed by anavy we shall 
soon cease to pay out in freights vast sums of money, which to-day 
constitute the heaviest drain upon the gold resources of the country. 

That is one function of the Have. The other function is that of 
national defense. We have great coasts on the Atlantic and the 
Pacific. The work of land fortification proceeds of necessity very 
slowly. Modern warmoreover has demonstrated that in many cases, 
in most cases perhaps, land fortifications are unable to cope with 
modern ships of war. From the time of Farragut’s great fights at 
New Orleans and MoBile the power of ships to pass fortifications 
has been established. 


The defense of the coast, then, mustlie in the Navy of the country. 
It is the easiest, the cheapest, and the surest method of defense. I 
should not advocate the building of a navy as large as that of Eng- 
land, Itis totally unnecessary. England is obliged to keep ships 
in all parts of the world. Even if war were to come she could not 
stri e Channel of a fleet. She would have to keep ships in the 
Mediterranean. She would be obliged to keep still other ships to 
guard her great possessions in the East. But we, Mr. President, 
ought to have a navy strong enough to meet and fight at sea any 
fleet which England or any other country could in time of war 
bring against our coast. There is, I repeat, no simpler, no surer, 
no cheaper method of defense. 


Moreover, although we naturally think of England as the great 
danger to this country when we speak of war, as the country with 





i 
‘ 


ore ers ree cece 


PADS LES SPELLED LOE LE ASE OT BIEL ELLA PNA LO 


xii Tinea 





nec Sect, en See A 


se mec Wd a RR Se ie eA TR tT 


3108 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Marc8 2, 





which we are more likely, perhaps, to have war, if a war is to come, 
than with any other nation, it is wel not to forget that there 
has arisen in the East a new sea power. Japan has won lately 
some naval victories which have impressed greatly all students of 
those subjects. I noticed on the other side, when I referred some 
days ago to Japan as a danger in connection with Hawaii, there 
was a disposition to laugh at it and to sneer at our being troubled 
about the Japanese. 

Mr. President, I have here upon my desk an article from the London 
Spectator, a journal of the very highest standing, called ‘The 
warning of Wei-Hai-Wei,” where the last naval fight took place. 
I will not detain the Senate by a. the article, but I will 
print it with what I have said to-day. It is pointed out in that 
article that Japan is a threatening danger to England in the East; 
that she is a great rising naval power. ‘There I find described the 
fight at Wei-Hai-Wei, where the Japanese torpedo boats-went in 
and destroyed the Chinese ships. The second attack made by those 
boats, the second and successful attack of the Japanese torpedo 
boats, was a great feat of war. They went in in weather so bitter 
and so cold that in one of the boat’s crew, when they struck the 
Chinese ship, the lieutenant and two of the men on the boat were 
frozen to death at their posts. Yet those boats went on, and went 
on victoriously, and destroyed the Chinese cruisers. 

I refer to that battle, Mr. President, merely to show that the Jap- 
anese have displayed the qualities of a great fighting race at sea. 
They understand their future; they realize the prospects which are 
opening up before them; they have already ordered two battle ships 
o 14,000 tons each of the latestmoderntype. ‘They propose to make 
themselves the sea power of the East; and if they get indemnity, as 
they undoubtedly will, from China, they will build more ships. 

There they are, our nearest neighbor on the Pacific; there they 
are, with Hawaii lying halfway between us. 

Remember that they are a new people; they have just whipped 
somebody, and they are in a state of mind when they think they can 
whip anybody. It is avery dangerous state of mind for a pee 
to be in, dangerous for themselves and for others. Althou have 
but very little doubt of the result to Japan if she should get into 
awar with England, or with France, or with Russia, or with the 
United States, yet the surest way to prevent such a war and avoid 
such a danger at Hawaii or upon our Pacific Coast is to have a fleet 
the mere existence of which is a guaranty of peace. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland used the argument 
which I have heard used so many times, that naval types rapidly 
became obsolete and that the new ships must in time be repaired. 
That argument, pressed to its logical conclusion, would mean that 
we should never have any ships or any navy atall. It would be just 
as reasonable to say that we must give up the Army because rifles 
had been invented so deadly that it would not be worth while to 
organize an army until we could determine whether there was not 
some other rifle to be found more deadly still. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know the Senator from Massachusetts does not 
desire to misrepresent me. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not, Mr. President. 

Mr.GORMAN. Imade no such statement to-day, and Ihave never 
done so. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not intend to quote the Senator as saying 
== I have said about the Army. I used that merely as an illus- 
tration. 

Mr. GORMAN. Norabout the Navy. I have declared distinctly 
on every appropriation bill for the past twelve years that I was in 
favor of and I have voted for the construction of all of these classes 
of vessels, from torpedo boats to bat*le ships. My suggestion was 
that it was not wise to go on too rapidly with the improvements 
which are being made, and which were made under Secretary Whit- 
ney, Secretary Tracy, and Secretary Chandler, and I believe im- 
provements will continue to be made both in armor and in Ds; 
and therefore the wise policy was, while gomg on with moderate 
progress, not to make too great an increase at once. 

r. LODGE. I know the Senator from Maryland has always been 
a friend to the Navy, and has always hitherto at least voted for the 
fullest appropriations for that purpose; but I thought that he used 
an argument which I have heard many times in the other House 
when I have had occasion to discuss naval matters, which, it seems 
te me, if pressed to a logical conclusion, means that we should 
build no navy at all. If the Senator uses it merely as an eens 
for moderation in building, then I can only say that I think the 
roposition of the House of Representatives forthe construction of 
the navy is a moderate and reasonable one. 

Mr. President, I regard the Navy of the United States not asa 
question in which the inhabitants of the coast alone have an inter- 
est. It is to me a great national interest, associated with national 
dignity, national honor, and the protection of the flag. Itis also 
to me an integral of our foreign policy and an essential element 
of our commercial policy. 

I think that of late years too much attention has been given to 
small matters of legislation, too mach attention, perhaps, to eco- 
nomic questions, and too little attention to those t and far-reach- 
ing questions on which the future of the Republic depends. We 
have spent enough money in building uglypublic buildings alone, 
to fit out the greatest navy in the world. 


I am not opposed to public buildings; I think it is proper to 


build them. Iam not opposed to them, and have never voted against 
proper appropriations in any interest in any part of the country, 
and I never mean to, for I do not believe in an illiberal policy for 
the great Government of the United States. But this question 
seems to me to be one wholly above all local interests, one in which 
the national honor and the national interest are at stake, one on 
which depends the right foreign policy of the country. A navy is 
necessary to the defense of our coast, to the defense of our honor, to 
the protection of Americans everywhere in the world. 

Mr. President, the proposition of the House of Representatives is 
moderate, and I think it ought to receive the support of everyone 
who believes in the necessity of giving to the United States the 
navy to which she is entitled. We need no great army; we do need 
a great navy, so that there should not be a nation in the world that 
could attack us with any hope of success. 


(Spectator, February 16, 1895.1 
THE WARNING OF WEI-HAI-WEI. 


We need, greatly need, a Portsmouth in the far East, situated, we would sug- 
gest, on some point in Western Borneo, or, if there isa good harbor, on the island 
now belonging to the Dutch, called the Great N atunas, which, if the imperfect 
descriptions of it are reasonably correct, must be singularly defensible. That 
seems to us the clear deduction from the capture of Wei Hai. ei, which ought to 
impress Europe much more than the occupation of Korea, the slow march across 
East Manchuria, or even the storm of the great arsenal, Port Arthur. 

The Japanese have exhibited at Wei-Hai-Wei not only the foresight which we 
now expect of them, the scientific knowledge and the power of adapting means to 
ends, but the kind of soldier-like resolution and fidelity to duty which we have 
all been deceived into believing to be qualities exclusively pertaining to Euro- 
peans. Any navy in ee ag hr agent we a. roud to have executed that 
second rush of the to ° ts into the harbor of Wei-Hai-Wei, when the first 
one, though successful in blowing up one great ironclad, had suffered so terribl 
under the Chinese fire, when a storm was blowing outside, and when the cold 
ought to have frozen the very hearts of men bred in a gentler climate than 


ours. 

The magtion would have written things, we think, about that crew which went 
on, though a lieutenant and two men were frozen to death as they stood; and 
would have drawn a as to the continued vitality of the race from that ex- 
hibition of plucky endurance, and of a fidelity to duty which withstood even 
death by torture. If the Japanese navy, which we see to be well armed, well 
provisioned, and well commanded, is manned by men of that temper, Japan, we 
may depend upon it, is not only a considerable sea power, but has in her the 
potentiality of becoming a very formidable one. 

She only needs more ships; and besides her capacity for building them for her- 
self, she will shortly be in possession of a great sum of money with which to 
purchase more. Japan will get treasure out of China somehow, we may depend 
on that, even if the Manchus decide to go on fighting; and we doubt the stories 
of her approaching financial exhaustion. The country has been accumulating 
wealth for ages; it is all at the disposal of the state; and the people would bear 
for a time with an inconvertible paper currency just as readily as the Russians 
do. The exhaustion of Japan, if exhaustion comes, will be in soldiers to fill the 
gaps in her regiments, and that will not greatly affect her fieet. 

t has occurred to ourselves eee, without stopping our amazing acqui- 
sitions or depriving us of our place among powers which could ae of ten 
times as many trained soldiers. If the J ~~ ey soldiers will fight like the Jap- 
anese sailors, as they may do, though the fact is not yet sufficiently proved, we 
do not see why Japan should be accounted weaker than Great Britain was when 
the peace of Amiens was broken. She has double the number of inhabitants, as 
strong a social organization, probably as large resources for the production of 
wealth, and soldiers and sailors who fight with the same tenacity. She has, too, 
a greater power of planning operations far in advance, and more unscrupulous- 
ness in regulating them solely by considerations of self-interest. Japan is, in 
fact, a power which, if not absolutely first class, is first class in its power of 
action, and which has arisen suddenly, and, as it were, with a leap, at the extrem- 


ity of Asia. 

ye seems to us that our ministers, we care not of which party. will be bound, 
as farsecing statesmen, to provide against the possible hostility of the new power. 
‘They are depending—we do not mean by ‘‘they “ one party more than another— 
far too much upon the unity of Europe against the aggrandizement of Japan. 
We see no grounds for assuming that this unity will be durable. It might beif 
Japan obtained in any way, either by conquest or alliance, the disposal of the 
whole force of the ow race, for that would be a menace to the white world 
which might shock Europe and even America into a binding agreement; but sup- 
posing Japan to make ree and leave China weltering in a semianarchy, or 
oe into great kingdoms, where is the proof that Europe would hold 


to, r 

We do not hold together anywhere else and for what motives are we to hold 
together east of the Straits of Malacca? Our people will not like spending 
and being spent to protect Russian ascendency in the North Pacific. The Rus- 
sians will never bear to risk fleets in defending our ascendency in China or the 
security of ovr great Asiatic trade. And France, in her present temper, would 
be delighted to see us at war with Japan, and might even take advantage of the 
occasion to offer us the alternative of quitting the valley of the Nile or accepting 
a European war. Sup Japan offered France, or Russia, or Great Britain a 

rmanent offensive and defensive alliance, how long would the unity continue? 

e must rely in the end on our own strength, and our own strength may be 
severely tried by our want of a base near enough to be of use. 

It is all very well to say that Japan and Great Britain have no grounds of quar- 
rel, but sea powers are jealous of each other. The Japanese are at least as vain 
as we are aeons. and if the Mikado’s Government resolves, as it will be maneen’ 
by the nai elation to resolve, upon a cy of adventure and conquest, it is 
our property which offers most temptation and is most ex . Honkkong, the 
entrepét for commerce with China; Singapore, which Lord Beaconsfield thought 
the key of Asia; Borneo, with its endless possibilities; even India or Australia 
themselves might be the subjects of attack. » 

The Japanese, in their elation, hope to be the first power in Asia, and to be that 
they must in some way prove to us that we have to content ourselves with the 

tion, which would mean a maritime war. How far are we ready for it? 
The Admiralty has strenghtened the fleet—very wisely, for we were wrong in 
thinking —a hee ae Se ad erg theory is 2 1 —_ _ a Ereat 
engagement, destroy the Japanese fleet; but suppose we not, e torpe- 
does were too many for us, or that though nominally victorious we were severely 
wounded, how then would the two powers stand? 

‘The Japanese would retreat to their own arsenals to refit, or to Port Arthur, 
which they will not give up; and where should we go? We have coal in half a 
dozen known p and one depot, Chagos, which everybody outside the Admi- 


pes Fy vel we might obtain reinforcements of men and officers from the mer- 
cantile marine in every port of the East; but where, short of Bombay, could we 
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repair a battered ironclad? Bombay is as far from north China as India from 
Evgland, and entirely westward of all the positions we should be anxious to 
defend. We want, as it seems to us, an arsenal of our own, in a harbor we can 
detend, 5,000 miles more to the eastward than Bombay, and as yet we have noth- 
ing of the kind, nothing even, though we write this with full submission to the ex- 
perts, which would in an hour of great emergency serve as a makeshift. Should 
we not obtain one either from Ghina or from Spain or Holland, both of them 
powers whose very existence in eastern Asia is menaced by Japanese success? 

We can conceive of no prize which the Mikado could obtain equal to the 
Philippine Isles—a second Japan in area and a wealth—nor any dependency 
that would suit his polity so well as Java. ith such a possession we should be 
as safe as forethought can make us, but without it we remain exposed to ¢ 
a defeat at sea or a drawn battle, which would involve our whole position in 
Asia, and which it would be insanity to risk. 

We wish to repeat that we blame neither the present Government nor any 
party for any lack of precaution in the far East. The matter has never even 

n meftioned as a p y question, and the present Adminitsration has done all 
it could in strengthening the fleet, and has, according to reports for which we do 
not vouch, arranged with Peking in certain contingencies for the occupation of 
Chusan. It was difficult to do more while it still remained uncertain whether the 
Japanese or the Chinese would win the day, and the Government had no more 
means of foretelling the kind of force the Japanese would develop than private 
observers had. 

They knew, of course, better than the Euro: public that the Japanese had 
drilled. and armed their infantry regiments well, for that was reported home on 
unimpeachable authority, but they had no means of ascertaining if the supplies 
departments of Japan were in order, if the fleet was equal to the transport of 
armies, or, above all, if the Japanese soldiers and sailors would fight well. The 
idea that the Japanese were imitating rather than creating armaments was as 
strong in the departments as in newspaper offices, and there was no more cer- 
tainty that the Government of Tokyo intended war. Count Ito’s cabinet 

, was, indeed, suspected of ‘ bluffin .* and the idea that Japan could beat China, 
that an able, unscrupulous, and pitiless naval power had arisen in the far East, 
would have been treated with derision. 

Even now we fear there is a disposition at the Admiralty, as there is in the pub- 
lic, to doubt whether the danger is serious, to think that the Japanese success is 
due solely to Chinese incompetence, and to question whether the Mikado’s Gov- 
ernment would venture to defy any European power. We fear that doubt is based 
on illusions produced by a past condition of affairs. The Japanese might 
shrink from defying Europe, —_ if they could be secure of ascendency in 
China they might dare even that tremendous venture, but be the inspiring 
motive what it may, mad elation produced by sudden victory over a secular enemy 
or a just confidence in their own resources and tenacity, they think themselves 
with a little preparation able to cope with any single power, evenif it be Russia, 
or France, or Germany, or Great Britain. 

Under these circumstances the justice or foolishness of their confidence mat- 
ters little. 1t is the result of that confidence with which we should have to deal; 
and the result for a time might be serious indeed. We might have to put out our 
full aan to defeat an enemy of whom twelve months ago we never so much 
as thought, and whom, if we had thought of him at al), we should have placed on 
a level with Holland or with Greece. That illusion has passed away from official 
thought; and after the scene at Wei-Hai- Wei it is time to ask whether it were not 
well that it should pass away also from official resolve, whether, to put the 
question in its concrete form, we do not need a Portsmouth in the far East. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I regret very much that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations should have felt constrained to present the 
amendment which is pending in the Senate. The ground upon which 
they base their suggestion to reduce the number of proposed battle 
ships from three to two is that of economy—always a meritorious 
plea to consideration—and yet it seems strange to me that they felt 
compelled to urge this plea when the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment, represented in this behalf by the Secretary of the Navy, has 
made the suggestion that we should have at least three ships. lcm 
ceive that the Committee on Appropriations of this body have no 
larger sense of the necessity of economy and the responsibility for 
economy than the President or the Secretary of the Navy. 

Attention has been called by the Senators who have just spoken 
on this question to the fact that the House of Representatives have 
voted the three battle ships, and I believe it is a fact that the Naval 
Committee of the Senate have unanimously recommended that the 
number be three, and not two, and yet, in the face of all this con- 
currence of opinion, the Committee on Appropriations urges this 
reduction. 

It can not be because of the immediate and present deficiency of 
the revenue, for we are also informed that during the coming jiscal 
year, for which we are now making this appropriation, there will 
not be $500,000 of the money called for by it expended. The ex- 
penditure will all fall into the ensuing fiscal year, and upoh the 
next Congress, responsible, so far as the legislative branch is con- 
cerned, to another party than the one now dominant. By that time 
I trust we shall have such an improvement in our fiscal condition, 
whether due to the spontaneous revival of business or to adequate 
legislation for the relief of the Treasury, as will give us ample rev- 
enues, so that we shall no longer be in a necessitous condition. 
This proposition, therefore, seems to be rather the laying down of 
a policy than the mere exercise of economy, and it is as a question 
2 policy that I beg to ask the indulgence of the Senate for a short 

ime. 

It strikes me, Mr. President, that the people of this country do 
not feel any longer like permitting themselves to ignore the proper 
position of the United States among the nations of the earth. We 
are one of the six first-class powers; we are as strong as any. I do 
not know but what each of the others would admit that we are the 
strongest. I remember as much as ten years agoof a friend of mine 
telling of a visit he made to the Bank of England, and in sight of 
its hoarded treasures he said to the governor: ‘‘ What vast wealth ;” 
and the reply came swift: ‘Oh, no; America is the richest nation 
on the globe.” And so we are, Mr. President, in both developed and 
latent resources. No such body of land on this earth in the temper- 
ate zone is occupied by any single nation as ours. So we do not 
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need to withhold adequate appropriations because we are not equal 
to the exigency. 

We are the strongest in the possibilities for war. After th 
demonstration of our civil conflict of over thirty years ago, no doubt 
was left on that question. We are the richest and we are the 
strongest, and there is no need why we should withhold our hands 
for judicious expenditure on the ground that we are not. 

Our position, Mr. President, from the outset of our history, from 
the declaration and achievement of our independence, his placed us 
in a most important attitude in relation to the other nations. It 
was so in the war of independence, and we speedily after that war 
became the second carrying power on the globe, and during the war 
of 1812, after the destruction of the fleets of France and of Spain, 
we actually became the second naval power. 

We can notignore our relations te the rest of the world in respect 
of our foreign commerce. That foreign commerce is now measured 
in the annual balance of trade income and outgo, and it already 
exceeds a thousand million dollars. In a certain sense it is meas- 
ured by the very appropriations we make, which now for each Con- 
gress and each biennial period exceed a thousand million dollars. 

That is a commerce for a population of 70,000,000 people. What 
will it be when, in the near future, those 70,000,000 swell to 100,- 
000,000, and soon thereafter the 100,000,000 becomes 200,000,000? 
Our foreign commerce will grow in proportion to our population, 
but there will come other great changes along with that, as I have 
called to the attention of the Senate on former occasions and ques- 
tions. 

We have already arrived at the end practically of our land for 
homesteads. I grant you there is a great deal of unoccupied land 
in the United States available for agriculture upon the Pacific Coast, 
which will all have to be reduced to possession, so to speak, by the 
ax of the woodman; but “ Uncle Sam” is no longer rich enough to 
giveusallafarm. To-day the needy American youth finds it is not 
open to him to goupon the treeless prairies and find a home given to 
him; he will have to seek his fortune in some other field, and to 
manufactures and to commerce, rather than to agriculture, will our 
growing population have toapply itself. Thus we find that we shall 
have a larger, a growing, interest and dependence upon our foreign 
commerce. 

In the earlier stages of the Republic we were but a sparsely pep- 
ulated fringe of States upon the Atlantic Coast. Now, we fully o- 
cupy the Pacific Coast and all the vast country between has been 
filed with population. Our commerce must be protected and de- 
fended; we must have a navy adequate for its protection and for 
its defense. » 

It is said, however, that it is a task easy enough to protect and 
defend our commerce. Let it grow. Such growth will involve 
neither war nor the possibility of it. Let us look at that ques- 
tion in the light of only a recent experience. Who would havesaid 
at the outset of the Harrison Administration that we were going to 
have any serious difficulty with Italy or with Chile; and yet we were 
upon the verge of an outbreak with each of those countries, 

Those in affairs and the newspaper press of the country were 
gravely considering our naval resources as compared with those of 
each of those Governments. Fortunately, diplomacy disposed of 
the difficulties with both of those countries, but yet not until it 
was developed that each had a distinctively stronger naval power 
than our own did we awake to find that little Chile had a stronger 
naval power upon the Pacific coast than we had, and that practi- 
cally San Francisco at the outset was ather mercy. The significant 
thing, though, is not what her strength was, but that we did have 
such differences. 

Later, the importance of a navy became manifest in the episode 
with Brazil. ThatEmpire, becoming arepublic, met witharebellion, 
promoted and aided by European nations in the interest of their 
trade, which was advanced by the monarchical condition there, and 
was threatened with injury by American competition under the Re- 
public. Wesentto Brazila fleet which by its presence constituted 
the one formidable naval demonstration in foreign waters in our re- 
cent history, and it ended that rebellion and restored peace to 
Brazil. 

That has gone further to demonstrate the potency of the Monros 
doctrine that the suzerainty of the American Republic over both 
American hemispheres is a fact than anything which has occurred 
since General Sheridan marched with his 25,000 men to the Mexican 
border and the Emperor Napoleon took his orders to leave the Re- 
public of Mexico to her own autonomous government. That was 
the result of what naval strength we have; butit shows the trath, 
as I conceive it, of my proposition. 

We can not any longer afford to ignore the outside world or our 
position in the hegemony of nations. 

But, Mr. President, it is in the Pacific Ocean where the acute 
interest of to-day has arisen; and what has happened there estab- 
lishes my proposition. 

Beside the Chilian episode we have the seal fisheries dispute, and 
I think if that question had been properly dealt with we should 
have accepted the wise suggestion of Mr. Phelps, and have simply 
told our Canadian friends that those were our seals, that we in- 
tended to protect them, and if they wanted to fight for them we 
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should let them fight. Then we should have had the seals and they 
would not have been destroyed by the poachers. But we did not 
choose to take any such risk; we were hardly in a condition to 
take risks in a naval struggle. I do not think, however, that it 
would have provoked a war. 

I shall not undertake to review the Hawaiian question, upon 
which we have heard so much, but every phase of it, the revolu- 
tion of 1893, the annexation treaty and its withdrawal, the recent 
revolution, and the whole subject, illustrates the im ce of our 
naval power in those waters and shows how new and important in- 
terests willarise in the near future. 

As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] just pointed out, 
Japan has shown herself to be a country almost, if not quite, of the 
first rank. She has manifested science and skill and courage in the 
organization, development, and fighting capacity of both her army 
and her navy, and the affairs of the commerce of the Orient and of 
the North Pacific are no longer left to the fleets of Europe or the 
fleet of the United States, but we have to reckon with Japan. 
There is no need of amplifying upon what all that means in the light 
of the interesting accounts which daily come to us of their great 
achievements on the other side of that ocean. 

But it need not be expected, Mr. President, that China will al- 
ways remain the weak and impotent nation which she now appears 
to be. In the current number of the Cosmopolitan Magazine there 
is an article by Lord Wolseley, the adjutant-g of the British 
army, calling attention to the possibilities of the Chinese nation 
in war when they shall abandon their present want of government 
authority and development, and with a people unsurpassed in 
courage, having no fear of death, well officered, well led, and with 
financial capacity—when China shall have arisen out of the ashes 
of her defeat and received organization and leading she is likely 
to become the dominant military power of the globe. 

I read the other day in the London Times a suggestion as to the 
further use of silver in China when that country shall have been 
opened, as the consequence of this war, to trade throngh all its 
length and breadth; that consuls are to be put in the great cities 
of the empire, and coinage introduced there in the place of the use 
of bullion silver, which is now their only means of exchange. I 
refer to that as showing simply what are the possibilities of China 
in the development and utilization of her resources, her wealth, as 
well as of her great power as a fighting nation. And when that 
comes upon the land we may rest assured that it will not fail to 
come by sea. 

The day will come when she will have a navy entirely equal to 
that of Japan, and the one balancing the other will create a naval 
power upon that coast with which we shall have to reckon, for 
while you have upon the Pacific Siberia, a Russian possession, and 
British Columbia, a dependency of the British Empire, the Pacific 
Coast of the United States presents such a shore of the only nation 
of which it is an integral part. Our own people on that coast will 
have all their interests to tect, whether they be afloat on the 
water or to be protected on land. 

China went down before Japan like a pack of cards. She had a 
stronger fleet than Japan, but she did not know how to utilize it. 
She had no proper on of men. Therefore she was in just 
that condition as if she no fleet; and relatively to any power 
that would attack us we have not a fleet. We should be as help- 
less practically as is China, as bravery will not make up for equip- 
ment on the ocean in the present conditions. It behooves us, there- 
fore, to realize that we must be prepared fora time of war. But 
our oe friends say there never will be war any more in the 
world—this country never can come within range; forgetting 
Chile, forgetting Italy. 

This is not the first time that that charming dream has been 
entertained by American statesmen. Mr. Jefferson believed it pro- 
foundly. He was the apostle of coast guns and he would not have 
a frigate or a man-of-war. But you need only to read the story of 
his second Administration to read an instanee without compare of a 
President of the United States who, entering upon his Administra- 
tion with every evidence of popularity and power, went to his re- 
tirement covered with mortification and humiliation brought at 
once upon him, his Administration, and his country. It was not for 
him to say whether there would be war or whether there would be 

He kept out of war, but his disciple, his successor, his friend, 
of whom he was the chief adviser, though no longer offici 80, 
President Madison, found himself drawn into the giant folds of 
the Napoleonic struggle, and then we went into that. 

Mr. Europe indulges in no such dreams and in no such 
delusions. Probably of all the extraordinary developments which 
differentiate the present from any iod of human experience 
none is more remarkable than the military and naval armaments of 
the world, particularly of Europe. Their full fighting force of men 
on the land in their armies is equipped, and every effort is put forth 
to — their power, or for the one to surpass the other in the 
development of its navy. They evidently apprehend war, and is not 
that apprehension well founded? Are anes uestions of the 
world ct rest? Will war break outor not; d it break ou 
= hope to keep free from it and that ‘we shall not be 

I fear it is probable; no one can say that it is imminent; but I do 


not believe it will be possible for us to keep out of the struggle 
when that European conflagration shall break out. The Eastern 
question is not settled, and it will not be settled so long as the t 
Empire of Russia, with its great strength and its great possibilities 
of development, finds itself” excluded from the Mediterranean and 
the Atlantic upon the southern side of its Empire. If Russia has 
hesitated so long it does not follow that she will hesitate much 
longer. Building, as she is, her transcontinental railways from Si- 
beria across to European Russia, with spurs running down into the 
fertile country of southern Siberia, we are promised competition in 
grain and other products of the soil and mine that will rival our 
own Western country in the mighty development of empire. 

Tell me that when that comes you are going to hold the Russian 
Empire inside the Bosphorus, and do you suppose that she will get 
out without a fight? Will England give away her line of connec- 
tion with India through the Suez Canal? Will Gibraltar and Malta 
and Cyprus and Aden count for nothing? I do not know. 

Alsace-Lorraine is still the tender and sore point between France 
and Gemneee.. Egypt is the sore point between Franceand England, 
and to-day the most sagacious and the closest observers are pointing 
with alarm tothe social and political conditionof France, where the 
socialist ene in the —— legislature has already stripped the 
President of almost all his constitutional power, and it seems to be 
foreboded that the socialistic forces will so grow that conserva- 
tive France can find protection only in throwing herself again into 
the arms of the man on horseback, When that is done war is1n- 
evitable andinstant. It was a hundred years ago, and the end of 
the century before that was marked by European conflagration. 
The peaceof Utrecht in 1713 and of Paris in 1815 marked two world- 
wide struggles. 

But, Iam asked what matters that; how does that reach us? I 
think that anyone gravely mistakes the real forces which control our 
situation if he does not see that in such a struggle we are a part of 
the European balance of power. As in 1778 and 1812, we shall find 
ourselves in practical alliance with Russia and France, and in prac- 
tical hostility to England and the Dreibund. We will be so when 
we have no aspiration in common with Russian autocracy, tyranny, 
and despotism; when we have none with any military despot over 
France; when we have every one with England, from whose loins 
we sprang and whose liberty and law we share. Why, then, will 
we be antagonistic to her and her allies and in alliance with those 
with whom we have nothing in common? It is because so long as 
Great Britain remains a power on this continent, in Canada, we can 
be nowhere else. 

Every day that Canada remains a part of the British Empire she 
isa standing menace to us. Her fortifications threatenus. Halifax 
is a menace to us; Bermuda is a menace to us, and so is Kingston. 
So is the one opposite the isthmus, and so is Esquimalt, on the other 
side; and the Canadian Pacific road, built by the Government, can 
not be justified by any commercial principle. It can not be sus- 
tained except as it plunders and robs American commerce, and was 
only justified as a military creation. We can not ignore these facts. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN], whom I do not 
see in his seat, a few days ago reported from the Committee on 
Commerce a bill or joint resolution, the latter, I think, which 

the Senate by present consideration and without objection. 
was not present, or there would have been objection. It pro- 
vides for a commission to lay out a ship canal jointly through the 
United States and Canada to the St. Lawrence River, to free the 
commerce of the Great Lakes. I conceive that we can not consent 
to that for an instant. The measure went further and gave us the 
scheme of a treaty. It was passed without any consideration in 
the Senate, or, so far as I have seen, in the other branch of the Leg- 
islature. To-day our lake cities are protected from the possibility 
of attack and devastation by a foreign fleet because they are inac- 
cessible to it, and we can no more afford to open the contemplated 
system of canals and threw open our vast lake front and our great 
cities to such an attack than England can afford to opea the tunnel 
between her shores and France, and for the same reasons. 

This is no new question. I do not intend to take up the time of 
the Senate now aon elaboration of it. Itis not necessary. At 
the outset, when a Shelburne said, ‘‘ We want America to be a 
friend to us,” Franklin replied to the British negotiators in 1783, 
“Give us Canada.” The British said, ‘‘We want the royalists to 
be treated fairly.” The reply was, “Give us Canada.” Franklin 
saw that the work of the Revolution would not be completed 
until the whole continent came under one rule of an English- 
Speaking people; and we shall be in an incipient stage of conflict 
until time shall realize that result and the whole of the American 
continent is governed in peace under the dome of this Capitol. We 
do not know when such a conflict will break forth, and we do not 
oe Jooted, dis called port » _ part in it, or to see our 

para and lost. 

- But cacilons from the on of the country want to say, “What 
dowe care about the Navy?” Isuppose they think they have no in- 
terest in it because no gun has yet been constructed that can throw 
a projectile from the seacoast to the Mississippi River or to the Rocky 
ountains, and they are serenely indifferent to any devastation that 

ight oceur on either coast or to our commerce on the sea. 
. President, that brings a swift and quite decisive answer, and 
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that is that the whole of the continent, from center to circumference, 
will beequally injured throughont bya blockade. A blockade would 
bea constriction upon the heart of the country as much as upon the 
shores of the country. A blockade would be the immediate and 
most effective and easiest form of pressure put upon us in the event 
of any such contest. We can meet any such exigency as a battle 
because of war, but a blockade we can meet only by the possession 
of a force of battle ships and torpedo boats that will be adequate— 
not cruisers, but battle ships and torpedo boats. 

Now, what is asked? Now and then it is left for someone to illus- 
trate to the world one of its truisms. So to speak, he touches the 
button and, like the electric flash, all the world responds to it. So 
it was with Captain Mahan and his great work on Sea Power in 
History. British statesmen and soldiers and sailors and people 
awoke to the fact that empire rests with sea power and did not rest 
with Venice, not with Sweden, not with Holland, nor Belgium, ner 
with Portugal, all small powers, and contestantsshortly after the dis- 
covery of America with England, for the empire of the world. It 
does not rest with those powers, nor even with Spain, nor France. 
It rests with England, because on the seas she dominated each and 
all. No greater achievement in her history was made than when 
under the genius of Chatham she unified this continent, as it re- 
mained for ten years, in the triumph of Wolfe over Montcalm. That 
was Lord Chatham’s estimate of the problem that is before us. 

We must have an adequate force of battle ships. Now, fortu- 
nately for us, we do not need, relatively speaking, a great number. 
Great Britain, I believe, now has 53. She has authorized, since 
Captain Mahan’s history was published, the expenditure of $100,- 
000,000 in providing new battle ships. One of them hes already 
been launched in a year from the time the keel was laid, the Mag- 
nificent, and I believe that the extent of the scheme, if other nations 
undertake to follow her, contemplates 150 battle ships, for the integ- 
rity of her empire the wide world over must be maintained. We 
have no quarrel with her; we want to have none; but if it should 
eventuate and come about, we, according to my view, must be pre- 
pared to meet her on this shore with a stronger fleet than she can 
afford to send from anywhere else. That is the proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Delaware will pardon me I 
shall be glad to remiad the Senator that this Government has not a 
single battle ship in commission to-day. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is true, Mr. President. We have not a sin- 
gle one in commission. We have, I believe, constructed four. 

Mr. BUTLER. They are under construction. 

Mr. HIGGINS. They are under construction and they are not in 
commission. They are approaching that stage. Then, I think, we 
have six of the monitor class ef ships that were laid down at the 
close of the war and only recently completed, which are emphatic- 
ally coast-guard ships, because they have a low freeboard and can 
not go tosea. They have small coaling capacity and sailing radius, 
and can not live in a heavy sea. Therefore they are only good as 
appurtenant to harbor defense. 

As I understand the battle ship it is one that can go anywhere, 
carry its own coal for a moderate distance, from one coaling station 
to another, and it is demanded that it shall always be swift as well 
as strong, because the speed of the fleet is, of course, the speed of 
the slowest ship, and a slow ship may destroy all the advantage 
which would come to a fleet otherwise adequately swift. 

Mr. President, I am not afraid of the fact that a navy will grow 
obsolete. In a certain sense the navies of England, and of France, 
and of Europe have been obsolete in the last half dozen years, but 
it is by a circumstance that is not likely to be repeated. They 
were made obsolete when American skill and American capacity 
were again called upon to apply themselves to this problem, and 
when our naval constructors for the first time laid down great ships, 
and we have the result which fills us with pride to-day as much 
as it did when the British admiralty in 1812 or 1814 ordered their 
frigates to run from every American frigate and not to fight it, be- 
cause, they said, they were men-of-war in disguise. 

We to-day have constructed the fastest cruisers afloat, with the 
largest coaling capacity, with the widest radius of action, the best 
armor, made of a new material, nickel-steel and not steel alone, nor 
still less compound armor, with which most of the British navy 
is armored. You can put one of our new ships alongside of an old 
English ship and ours is invulnerable, and we can sink the other at 
our leisure. We have not only armor of nickel-steel, but Harvey- 
ized, made hard on the surface by the Harvey process, thus en- 
abling us to armor the ship with a much lighter weight of metal 
and to make it practically invulnerable. 

Mr. President, we have made the best guns right here at Wash- 
ington. We have made the best projectiles at the Carpenter Works, 
at Reading. We make the best powder at Dupont’s, in Delaware. 
We have made the best cruisers and the best battle ships; and our 
friends on the other side of the water have had to pick their flints 
and try itagain. It seems to me that nothing less than some great 
discovery that is fundamental in its character, revolutionizing all 
construction can undertake to improve upon the final improvement 

mt npon the construction of men-of-war by American skill and 
essten genius, 
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We are therefore ready to go on and to fit ourselves for the duty 
that we owe to this country, to its people, and to itsinterests. The 
great British ship of 14,000 tons was launched in a year from the 
time she was laid down, but I am told by our naval authorities here, 
by Mr. Cramp himself, that the Cramps can not complete a battle 
ship of the greatest speed throughout in less than two and a half 
years. T'wo and a half years would give ample time to destroy 
American commerce, devastate American cities, humiliate Ameri- 
can honor, and do irreparable injury to every interest for which we 
stand guard. 

Against all this is put the plea of economy urged only by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations against the judgment of the President, 
against the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, against the 
judgment of the House of Representatives, against the judgment 
of the Naval Committee of this body, against the deep aspirations 
and wishes of the people of the United States, who have some inter- 
est in this matter. We do not know when war will come, but it 
behooves us to be prepared for it, and if not who will tell the tale of 
money which we shall have to put out because of it? 

Certain economies have been put afoot during the present Con- 
_— and during the present Administration. Taxes have been re- 

uced, revenues have been reduced, all for the sake of economy ; and 
now in the expiring hours of this Congress we stand confronted 
with a proposition to issue bonds to borrow money to pay as we go 
on the one side, and Congress refusing to do it, and the President, 
on the other hand, saying, “ Well, if you do not, Iam going to issue 
all the bonds that are needed under an old power, even though I 
have to give the bankers $12,000,000 in order to get it.” 

We do not hesitate, the President has not hesitated, to pay 
$100,000,000—$108,000,000, I believe, we have to spend in that re- 
gard, when the Secretary of the Treasury sent in his account a 
few days ago. We have spent $160,000,000 a year for pensions for a 
war concluded thirty years ago. I do not object to that; I only 
speak of the burdens we bear when the exigency is put upon us. 
That is what we paid for the last war. Shall we stop by any mis- 
erable economy in the wise foresight to get ready for what strug- 
gles there may be ahead of us? I would not hesitate to borrow 
every penny that is needed if $100,000,000 will build up an ade- 
quate fleet, for what is $100,000,000 to this country when we paid 
off its great debt at $100,000,000 a year? Will the people hesitate 
at that? I believe not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Delaware when we have 
paid off our debt at the rate of $100,000,000 a year? 

Mr. HIGGINS. From the date when its payment was begun, under 
the Administration of Grant, to the time when we ended it, underthe 
Administration of Harrison. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Delaware does not intend to 
ey was so paid off under the present Administration? 

r. HIGGINS. Oh, not at all.. I do not mean to say that. The 
best judgment, I believe, of the naval authorities on this question 
has been that we require on the Pacific coast a fleet of ten battle 
ships and on the Atlantic fifteen. 

I should like to see the amount of this appropriation increased so 
as to provide five instead of the number being reduced to two. I 
should like to see the work carried on just as rapidly as the great 
plants we now have, of Cramp and other shipbuilders who would 
engage in it and the Bethlehem works and Carnegie in the construc- 
tion ofarmor and material, would enable usto go. I would buiid out 
docks at Puget Sound, and on the Gulf, and on the Atlantic Coast. I 
would have coaling and naval stations at Pearl Harber in Hawaii, 
and Pango-Pango in the Samoan Islands. In every way I would 
have this nation equipped to defend its interests, just as the Demo- 
cratic party did equip it during the period before the war, by build- 
ing all around our coasts adequate fortifications according tothe then 
condition of armament and of warfare by which they had so ade- 
quately and entirely prepared for the then condition of things. 





It costs more money to-day, but we have moremoney. We have 
more people. Wehave wider and vaster interests. We have greater 
duties, if not higher. We have become a great power on the earth. 
Time and distance are annihilated by electricity and by steain. We 


ean no longer sit down in negligent indiiference to the world out- 
side of ourselves, We can no longer resist the impulse and desire of 
the American people in this behalf. 


No better evidence of it do we want than this very debate brought 
on upon this bill in the closing hours of this Congress. Nothing 
else or less than the discussion that it has eyoked would have been 


equal to the popular interest that there isin the subject. No such 
debate has occurred during the time of my service in Congress. We 
ean not ignore it. 

I do trast that the Senate will see that it is within the range of 
wisdom, of sound judgment, and wise forecast not to assent to the 
suggestion and amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
as to these battle ships. 

I agree with my friend from Massachusetts. I would build the 
six gunboats that they have put in by way of amendment and the 
nine torpedo boats. We had better build ninety. They do not 
cost much. Their potency was shown in the account that was read 
in the papers only last night, where they destroyed the Chinese 
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fleet at Wei-Hai-Wei. It takes long — to build them to justify 
us in commencing the work now, so that they be already constructed 
and we may be ready, if we get into any difficulty. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Towies, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1066) to authorize the Third Auditor of the Treasury to audit 
certain quartermaster’s vouchers belonging to John Finn, of St. 
Louis, Mo., with an amendment; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res, 283) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver condemned cannon to the Soldiers’ Home for the State of 
Vermont, located at Bennington, Vt.; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VILAS. Lask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 8979) to provide for the salaries of the judges and other officers 
of the United States court in the Indian Territory. It is a bill to 
provide the necessary money to pay the salaries of the judicial 
establishment which was recently provided for by the act passed for 
the Indian Territory. It has just been passed by the other House, 
and, at ‘he suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I ask for its present consideration now, because there is a 
necessary amendment to be made and it is desiréd to send it back 
to the other House at once, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. LI understood we were proceeding under a unani- 
mous-consent agreement, whereby nothing was to be considered 
until 5 o’clock except the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. VEST. No; we did not make an agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unanimous-consent agreement was not made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
Chair will state that no unanimous-consent agreement was made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No agreement was reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Heer PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
objects. 





JOHN FINN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1066) to authorize the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury to audit certain quartermaster’s 
vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 3, 
to strike out ‘‘ Third Auditor of the asury” and insert ‘ Audi- 
tor for the War Department,” and to amend the title so as to read: 
**An act to authorize the Auditor for the War Department to audit 
certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, 
of St. Louis, Mo.” 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the amendments of the House be con- 
ogg in. Itis merely the change of one word in regard to the 
office. 

Mr, HOAR. I object. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments. 

_ VILAS. I hope the Senator will not displace the regular 
order. 

Mr. GORMAN, I will state to the Senator that later on we can 
reach all these matters, 

Mr. VEST. I do not know whether any other bill will be con- 
sidered except the appropriation bill. I will see that no other bill 
goes through now. 


NAVAI APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R.8665) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I yield to no man in the earnest- 
ness of my Americanism, and I wish to see a navy strong enough 
to command respect and protect our interests in every corner of 
the world. But these vessels, as has been correctly stated by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r], are mainly and pri- 
marily for coast defense. In fact, the bill itself cails them ‘‘ coast- 
line ” vessels. 

The defense of a harbor is one that must necessarily be divided 
more or less between the land and floating defenses. Of course 
they should be considered together. There should be concert of 
action between the Army and the naval authorities. Unfortu- 
nately there has been none in our measures so far for coast de- 
fense. It may be our fault that Congress has never required this, 


Tt is natural that each arm of the service should seek to promote | 


and carry forward its own special work. 

I think the Senator from Massachusetts makes a serious mis- 
take, however, when he says that the defense by naval vessels is 
the cheaper and better. It is a matter which can easily be calcu- 
lated by figures, and it can be seen readily by anyone, without 
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calculation, that it costs very much less to mount a gun upon the 
solid earth than to build a vessel with all its ironclad protection 
forit. I believe the estimates state that the expense of mounting a 
gun of the same caliber on board a vessel and on land is about 
five times as great on the vessel. 

In addition to this, when you consider the cost of maintaining 
them the ratio is greatly increased. The land defense of course 
requires nothing but a sergeant and a few men to keep the guns 
in order, while the vessel requires a large crew, a great amount of 
steam power, and is a constant and great expense. 

There is another fact which increases the ratio still more. The 
life of a vessel is comparatively brief at the best, while the land 
defense is for an indefinite period as good as when constructed. 
I think that there has been a discovery within a few years that 
is destined to work a greater revolution in naval affairs than the 
monitor or anything that ever happened, and that is the discovery 
of dynamite and the perfection of inventions for its use. There 
are already devices for using it under water by direct fire, strik- 
ing the vessel below the water line, where it can not be protected 
by armor, and also by automobile torpedoes, guided by electricity 
through the water. 

The practicability of the use of dynamite shells by direct fire 
from heavy guns is near a successful solution, and in mortar fire 
is already assured. Mortars can not be successfully worked from 
a vessel, because the deck of the vessel can not be strengthened to 
resist the downward recoil. The deck of a vessel is practically 
defenseless against the vertical fire of mortars, because the limits 
of flotation will not admit of its being protected by heavy armor. 

There are other reasons in favor of the land defense. The sys- 
tem of harbor defense is to map out a harbor in small squares 
about the size of the deck of an attacking vessel. Those squares 
are numbered so that by range finders the officers may know pre- 
cisely on what square a vessel is. The fire from the land force 
may be directed by an officer a mile or miles away by electricity 
by touching a button; while this system can not be operated suc- 
cessfully from the deck of a vessel, which of course is rolling with 
the motion of the water, and possibly the vessel itself is under 
steam. 

I believe the time is not far distant—I believe it is very close at 
hand—when American invention and genius will find some method 
of transmitting this powerful agent, dynamite, against vessels 
attacking a port. It is only the mechanical question of its trans- 
mission. Two or three hundred pounds of dynamite will destroy 
any vessel that can float, and great progress has been made in 
a for its use even within the last five years. I do not 
think the day is distant when no vessel can carry armor enough 
to protect it against the single charge of dynamite that may reach 
it either under the water line, against its side, or from mortar 
fire upon its deck. 

I spoke of the want of a system for harbor defense which is busi- 
nesslike and economical. It is to be regretted that while both 
the es and Navy have been constructing excellent heavy guns, 
8, 10, and 12 inch, which are in all essentials the same, yet they 
have been built by the engineers of the respective corps, and each 
one having some particular notion of its own about the details, a 
little difference in the groove or in the twist prevents the use of 
the same ammunition. e caliber is the same, but there is some 
aL slight, insignificant difference. A vessel might be anchored 
within 50 yards of a fort, both engaged in trying to repulse a 
hostile fleet. Perhaps the vessel gets out of ammunition. The 
fort is firing just the same caliber and general character of guns, 
yet its projectiles could not be used by the vessel. 

A similar trouble exists with the small arms. The caliber has 
been reduced down to about .30, and both the Army and the Navy 
have adopted a new gun. They are practically the same, and yet 
there is a slight difference in caliber, and their mechanism is dif- 
ferent, so that in case of war the Army and the Marine Corps 
might be fighting right side by side, and if either branch got out 
of ammunition it would be out of the fight, for the other arm 
could not supply such as could be used. 

It is outside, perhaps, of this bill, but it seems to me it would be 
wise if there could be some board in which both arms should be 
represented, with a balance of power that should be neutral, that 
coor consider systematically the defense of all our great har- 

rs. 

I think it is admitted by intelligent naval officers—I know I 
have received within a very few days from an authority which I 
think is second to none in naval affairs the admission—that so far 
as coast defenses are concerned the part which properly belongs 
to the Navy has gone far beyond that which properly belongs to 
the Army. I believe this would be the admission of intelligent 
naval officers generally. It isnot their fault. The appropriation 
bills which proves for this work are formulated, I believe, in the 
other branch by different committees, and it is natural that each 


committee should be interested for the Department it represents. 
There is something about the Navy, which carries our flag to 
every corner of the world, which appeals to the imagination and 
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uted that 
has gone far beyond its proper —_ of the work of 


wees enthusiasm, and I think it can not be fairly di 
the Na 
harbor defense. I believe myself that the committee have acted 
very wisely in reducing the number of battleships. These arenot 
intended forforeign service. Ourcruisers and our lighter armored 
vessels will probably do all the work which we need to do in that 
direction. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hice@tns] referred to the great 
work of Captain Mahan, but its one great fundamental idea is 
that to build up a great navy a country must own colonial = 
sessions across the sea in different parts of the world; that in that 
condition alone a navy can be successful; that a navy is neces- 
sary for colonies and that colonies tat anavy. Cap- 
tain Mahan’s book is generally accepted as the best authority, and 
that fundamental idea of it is acknowledged to be the true and 
correct one. That being the case, and we not having during this 
session annexed any of the outlying islands, I certainly think we 
ought to go slowly in the matter of this increase of battle ships. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, although so much time has already 
been consumed in this debate, I think for a very few minutes I 
may be pardoned for an additional suggestion in the line of the 
remarks made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], whom 
I was very glad indeed to hear in the advocacy of the sentiments 
he enunciated. 

We ought, it seems to me everyone will agree, to have a navy 
competent to discharge all the functions which such a nation as 
this may require of a navy, withreasonable provision for its future; 
but we are not a king-ruled country, seeking to make a parade or 
maintain an establishment at great cost for the mere purpose of 
parade. We are simply anation of freemen, desirous of maintain- 
ing our proper station of respect in the world, and of being pro- 
vided with all the means necessary for the protection of our com- 
merce and the advancement of our just consideration and the 
defense of our he ne and the rights of our countrymen wherever 
they may be challenged in the world. 

We have provided a navy such as exceeds in power anything 
known to our past history, except the one directly engaged in the 
civil war. Perhaps that exception need not be made. We have 
a navy also relatively as great as any which we ever possessed. 
There is to-day on the face of the earth no nation, save perhaps 
England alone, which could compete with us fairly in any such 
war as we can conceive possible for us to engage in in naval con- 
tests. Weare equal to any reasonably to be contemplated exi- 
gency unless it be a conflict with Great Britain. 

Mr. President, I am amazed when I hear Senators take the line 
of discussion such as we heard last night and have heard to-day 
and at other times in this Senate. We have heard Senators speak 
of this nation suddenly falling into the danger of being surrounded 
by what was called a cordon of points of assault, so that if per- 
chance at last Great Britain should add the Sandwich Islands to 
her possessions this great nation, that in its trembling infancy 
was able to wrest its independence from Great Britain, which has 
risen in its mighty growth until it has stridden across this conti- 
nent and has taken its place among the colossal powers of the 
earth, is to begin to tremble lest Great Britain shall surround it 
with the menace, as it was put to-day, of Jamaica, of Kingston, 
of Canada, and at last of the Hawaiian Islands, and therefore 
= — provide a navy to defend ourselves against these ghosts 
of peril. 

e have already 49 new ships, almost all of them completed, 
and some of them are among the most perfect of their kind. We 
have four battle ships—large ones—already in the course of con- 
struction, three substantially complete, one nearly ready for serv- 
ice, but not yet complete; we have two others of the second class. 

Whatare we going to do with battle ships? It was well said by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] that we should be 
reasonable and modest in our provision of these things. We per- 
ceive that with every generation the great implements of war 
employed in the past are relegated to the rear as worthless. 
These battle ships are mere floating fortresses. Look at the for- 
tress which we have built upon land. Take that magnificent struc- 
ture which, I suppose, in the day of its building was almost as 
fine an example of engineering skill as was then known in the 
world, Fortress Monroe, upon which we have expended, I am 
told, $20,000,000; and the very first place from which troops would 
be removed if an assault were to made would be from that 
fortress, the most dangerous place in which we could expose the 
lives of our soldiery. So with these great implements of modern 
warfare; we ought simply to keep reasonable and moderate pace 
with the inventions of the world, equipping our naval authorities 
with full information, with the means to be ready for reasonably 
quick action, if action should some time be required of it; but we 
ought not to go on lavishing these millions upon millions of dol- 
lars in the construction of great, immense hulks like these battle 
ships, for the mere purpose of making a show. 

‘Allusion was e to-day to the fate which befell the battl 
ships of China. The vessels upon which they had expended mil- 
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lions went down to the bottom before a half dozen little gunboats 
which throw a torpedo in front. Noone can know how long or 
how short the time will be before some new invention in the use 
of to oes will render these great floating hulks of iron utterly 
worthless. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to enlarge upon this topic, but 
merely to allude to some of these circumstances. I wish to c 
attention, and particularly the attention of our side of the Cham- 
ber, to another phase of this question. 

It was said yesterday, and I am afraid with too much truth, 
by the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALpRICH} 
that this was the first project of reduction upon this naval ap- 
te bill which our Committee on Appropriations has 

rought forward; but our committee has some justification, for 
the instant it was D apt oom it was very promptly assailed and re- 
sisted upon the side of our friends, and this attempt to put upon 
the naval appropriation bill fourteen or fifteen or sixteen million 
dollars of money for the building of only three battle ships has 
its origin not on the part alone, I presume, of any political in- 
terest, but is stimulated, driven, pressed forward, as we all know, 
by the iron and steel interests of the United States, supported by 
every sentiment of jingoism, supported by that timidity which 
is natural to the coast, and which has been very much excited by 
the writings in recent magazine articles picturing how easy it 
would be to bombard the United States out of this position 
almost in the ocean and drive ple in from the shore, as if we 
had never had a war, as if we had never encountered the greatest 
powers of the earth, as if we were to be incompetent for what- 
ever exigency was put upon this country. So it has been reen- 
forced by another sentiment, and one which has been obviously 
growing, a most natural one. 

The Navy and naval officers, highly educated, full of spirit, fuil 
of ambition, full of courage, full of every quality which makes 
them what they are, the pride of the American service, can not 
but feel in their hearts the greatest desire to expand and glorify 
that branch of the service to which they belong. It is the most 
natural ambition in the world for them to hope for a war, to hope 
for some opportunity in which the only possible achievement of 
glory open to them may be put within the reach of their ambition. 

Mr. President, we have something to reflect upon, it seems to 
me, in regard to this. It has been well said by the member of tne 
Committee on Appropriations in charge of this bill [Mr. Gor- 
MAN]—and I am very glad to urgeagain what he has already stf- 
ficiently done perhaps—that we have piled up the appropriations 
until this Congress is liable to achieve a very undesirable distinc- 
tion. It has already gained a distinction that is not desirable. 
Let us not add to it. 

1 do not wonder that some of those shrewd gentlemen repre- 
senting the other side of this Chamber may wish to pile up these 
appropriations. It would be better for them when they meet 
again, possibly, that they should find money already provided in 
bills of this Congress, passed in its expiring hours, all that will 
be required to keep the iron and the steel plants in operation for 
some years tocome. But is it right for the representatives of the 
party which professes the principles that the Democratic party 
does, of fair justice to all of the people in this land, when, heavily 
laden as they are with the burdens of taxation, they ought to bo 
saved from additional and unnecessary increase? However desir- 
able it may be that we should have the battle ships—if that were 
to be conceded—still in the present condition of our public affairs 
I should be very sorry indeed to see so extravagant and, as it 
seems to me, also so unwarranted an expenditure made at this 
time. 

Mr. President, I observe the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] desires to make a conference report, and I have no desire to 
press any further upon the attention of the Senate. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di eeing votes of the two Houses on 


“ 


the amendments of the Senate numbered 22, 62, 63, 64, 145, 183, 187, 188, 199, 200, 
and 231 to the bill (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil ex penses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 145, 187, 188, and 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“For constructing a revenue steamer of the first class, under the direc 
tion of the Secre of the Treasury, for service on the Pacific coast, $75,000; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to contract for build- 
said vessel a¢ a total cost not to exceed $200,000: Provided, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States is hereby authorized to convene a board, to be com 
of three surgeons of the Marine-Hospital Service, to examine and report 
upon all officers now in the Revenue-Cutter Service who, through no vicious 
habits of their own, are now incapacitated by reason of the infirmities of age 
or physical or mental disability to efficiently perform the duties of t re- 
spective offices. And such officers as, under the terms of this act, may >o 
reported by said board to be so permanently incapacitated shall be placed on 
waiting orders out of the line of promotion, with one-half active-duty pay, 
and the vacancies thereby crea in the active list of the officers shall be 
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filled by promotion in the order of seniority, as now provided by law: Pro- 
vided 


. however, That no such promotion be made until the 
qualifications of the candidate shall have been determined by exam- 
ination before a board of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service convened by 
the Secretary of the Treasury for that purpose: Provided further, That the 
number of officers upon the active list now authorized by law shall not be in- 
creased by this act.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 68, agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “here- 
after; and the Senate ee to the same. ‘ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lines land 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“hereafter;” and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 183, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the last paragraph of said amendment and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “And said board shall make their report on or before November 


1, 18%, and the appropriation shall be tely available;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 190, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Transfer and imsert said amendment after line 12, page 82, of the bill; and the 
Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 231, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words “ this 

ernment” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘the United States; " and 
strike out line 10 of said t and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“Speaker of the present House of Representatives shall select three mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress;” and the 
te agree to the same. R 


F.M. COCK 
A. P. GORMAN 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
OSEPH D. SAYERS, 
H. O’NEIL, 


ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
the report. 

Mr. KRELL. Mr. President, we have done the very best 
we could to represent and reflect the will of the Senate, and I hope 
that the conference report will be concurred in. 

I will state that on amendment numbered 22, which relates to 
the purchase of a lot near ren gama of Justice, the Senate 

erees were compelled to recede. 

As tc amendment numbered 62, which relates to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, the amendment has been read at the desk in the 


conference report just as it has been agreed to. 
_ The Senate amendments numbered 63 and 64 have been substan- 


tially ed to. 

Mr. HALE. What are they about? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They relate to the currency; that Treasury 
notes shall not be issued of a larger denomination than those 
which are canceled. It is merely continuing the existing provi- 
sions of the law just as they have been for years. 

Mr. HALE. How is the matter left in relation to the interna- 
tional conference? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will come to that presently. 

On Senate amendment numbered 145 the Senate was compelled 


to recede. 
Mr. BATE. To what does that relate? 
Mr. COCKRELL. It relates to the Tennessee Centennial. 
Mr. BATE. Did the Senate conferees recede from that amend- 


ment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We receded. The House of Representa- 
tives has taken a vote on that amendment, and voted against it 
by a very decisive majority, and the House conferees peremptorily 
refused to accede to it. 

Senate amendment numbered 183, which provides for a survey 
for the Nicaraguan Canal, has been agreed to, with an amendment 
= _ report shall be made on or before the 1st day of Novem- 

r next. 

Amendment numbered 190 is simply an amendment in regard 
& the reimbursement wang Ainsworth for expenses incurred 

legal proceedings, and that caren to. 

On amendment numbered 200, for the transfer of the military 
prison at Fort Leavenworth to the Department of Justice, the 
competes ap Sa ae ee Sen pen Sek, mee ee 
Senate conferees to yield. 

Amendment camenah 231, which provides for a bimetallic con- 
ference, or a conference on money q has been 
to, striking out the word ‘‘Government” 

United States.” We yielded the matter tothem. At the instance 
Senden ot nn scene tiem cl nemmaeeiedines a oe 

. er House Representatives pon 
three members of the Houseof Representatives of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as delegates. That was the way the House members 
desired to have the provision. 

I the report will be concurred in, Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I confess that I am somewhat seri- 
ously disappointed in the action of the conference on the amend- 


ment relating to the retirement of the officers of the Revenue-Cut- 
ter Service on half pay. It seems to me a discrimination is made 
against them which is entirely unjust. The captain of a revenue 
cutter in rank co mds with a lieutenant-commander of the 
Navy, and a lieutenant-commander of the Navy is retired at 
$2,250, and the captain of a cutter at $1,250. An officer in senior 
grade of lieutenants in the Navy is retired at $1,950, and first lieu- 
tenant and chief engineer of the Revenue-Cutter Service is retired 
at $900—less than one-half, The junior lieutenant of the Navy is 
retired at $1,500, and the second lieutenant and first assistant chief 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service is retired at $750. Anen- 
sign in the Navy is retired at $1,050, and third lieutenants and 
secon assistant chief engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service are 
retired at $600. 

I think that is a discrimination against the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice which the conferees on the part of the Senate ought not to have 
consented to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was that or nothing. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 
Missouri whether the appointments of House members of the 
monetary commission are to be made by the present Speaker or are 
they to be deferred until the next House meets? 

- COCKRELL. The provision is that the Speaker of the 
present House of Representatives shall appoint three members of 
the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress as dele- 


gates. 

Mr. STEWART. That leaves the subject in more doubt than 
it was originally. We do not know who of those elected to the 
next Congress are in favor of bimetallism, and we do not know 
how the provision reported will limit the power of the Speaker if 
he is dis to appoint bimetallists. e know in the present 
House there are some good bimetallists. It excludes such distin- 
guished silver men as SIBLEY, BLAND, BRYAN, PENCE, and sev- 
eral others. Of course I mean by ‘‘bimetallists” persons who 
believe in the use of both metals, giving the debtor the choice of 
the cheaper, which is bimetallism; and not the bimetallists who 
only desire to have one metal used to redeem the other. We know 
there are sound bimetallists in the present House, but how many 
have been elected to the next House we do not know. 

Further, Ishould like to remark in connection with this matter, 
that I do not wish to be considered as opposing what my friends 
who are silver men desire. But I wish to repeat my eee: 
sions with regard to this proceeding and remind them of the pre- 
vious efforts which have been made in this direction. 

In 1878 the other House of ys a free-coinage bill 
by fully three-fourths majority. at bill came to the Senate, 
was amended, and was afterwards knownas the Bland-Allison Act, 
The bill both Houses, and was vetoed by the President. 
Two-thirds of each House passed it over the veto. Then the desire 
to restore silver became so universal that if the attention of Con- 
oe had not been diverted by the hope of foreign aid it could 

ve restored silver very speedily. 

Instead of that, we in 1878 appointed a conference with the 
European nations, which was held in Paris. The result was to 
bri over the excitement, bridge over the anxiety, and nothin 
was done at that time. But the free-coinage sentiment reasse 
itself, and in the campaign of 1880 it became a very troublesome 
question here. Another conference was devised, and it met in 
1881. Again the issue was postponed, and the two old parties 
were saved from the necessity of relieving the people. Then the 
matter rested for a while. For the last few years depression and 
hard times were an object lesson to call the attention of the peo- 
ple to the question, and the subject one became prominent. In 
the campaign of 1892 it became evident that the parties would 
break up unless they could again put the people on a false trail. 
A ee was a —— met er and * was a 
ure as a me of continuing poning the question. 

Now, | do not underrate the anxiety of the friends of bimetal- 
lism in og - doubt that werd _ sincere m" oe struggling 
against . Thatis ectly certain. e depression is 
ten ien ld-siandard.countries.. ‘The gold standard and con- 
i alike everywhere. It is not so in the silver coun- 
tries, because they are better off thanever before. But the ques- 
tion is again assuming dangerous proportions and both old parties 
want another conference. Great Britain appoints a conference 
before the dissolution of Parliament we know very well that it 
will be a monometallic conference so far as Great Britain is con- 
cerned. In fact, that is admitted in advance; and the conference 
is consented to by Great Britain on the ground that it may be done 
without disturbing the monetary system of land, — 

We know the facts asto Germany. Although they yield to the 
sentiment, as is donein this country, which demands action, they 
can very well appoint tes for this purpose who will nct be 
the friends of silver. So in all the other creditor nations the pow- 
erful creditor class will apne he would be almost a miracle 
if they did not—succeed in having delegates appointed to the con- 
ference, and the conference will succeed in doing nothing or in 
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doing worse. I think very likely, now they have come to a con- 
clusion, that something must be done to maintain the gold stand- 


ard. It could be done very easily on the suggestion I have seen 
in the gold papers of Europe, by practically making silver a sub- 
sidiary coin, limiting its legal-tender qualities, limiting its coin- 
age. Silver would then have a greater coinage than it has now 
and a moré extensive use than it has now. But still gold would 
be the only money with full debt-paying power. 

Whoever goes there from this country will meet the delegates 
from the other nations. The trouble and the danger are that 
there will not be a majority of earnest men who will prevent our 
getting into entangling alliances, who will not be deceived into 
giving away in the matter of ratio. I believe we canappoint from 
the Senate men who will stand by their ground; but as to the 
others we do not know. We know very well the view of the 
President of the United States. It would be hardly probable that 
men will be appointed who would misrepresent his views. Wedo 
not know who will be appointed from the other House. We do 
not understand. We are moving in the dark and taking great 
chances. Whether theconference does any good—it probably will 
not—undoubtedly it will postpone the question and divert at- 
tention of the people to a foreign source of relief, 

I am opposed to asking any country in the world for relief. If 
the United States is large enough; if it is strong enough; if we 
have enough Americanism to act and to act independently, we 
would get relief and the other nations would come tous. It is 
very easy to get them to come to us. I¢ will not do for this coun- 
try to remain on the gold basis. That is utterly impossible. As 
has always been stated in debate, if gold goes to a premium the 
country using silver has a great advantage. The difference of 
exchange operates as a bounty on exports and a tax on ae 
and every country having free coinage will tell you so y, if 
you do not believe it. If you doubt it at all, investigate the sub- 
ject. Do you believe that if gold went to a premium of 20 = 
cent Europe could endure the effect wpon her trade with this 
country? Then talk about paying your debts and Your obliga- 
tions in gold! You pay them with your commodities, if you pay 
them at all. Withthe free coinage of silver you will buy as much 
gold with your wheat and your other ucts as you can with 
gold standard. With free coinage and gold at a premium we 
can produce cheaper. Gold will go down if they have more of it 
in Europe. 

Everything would be in favor of this country in that event. I 
know that the fact that the commission been appointed will 
be used among the people to make them wait for the action of 
Europe. Three times that has been done. Three times we have 
appealed to Europe for relief and they have given us none. 
Twenty years have elapsed while we were thus ,and I fear 
it will postpone action and do great harm to the cause of bimet- 
allism. Wecan free the le of EB by acting independ- 
ently here. If there ever is free coinage it must come from here. 
It is from this country that they draw their supplies. Itis from 
this country that they make their great gain. We are a great 
debtor nation, and our resources are immense. They want cheap 
wheat and cheap cotton, and meanwhile they enhance the value 
of gold and increase the burden of our obligations. It takes 
double the amount of commodities that it did twenty years ago 
to pay the same debt, and the amount is going to increase from 
year to year as we borrow money to pay interest on borrowed 
money. 

We will give our people the best money in the world, and silver 
is certainly the best money in the world. No one who has ever 
studied the question doubts that, because there is sufficient silver 
to circulate among the people. It will stay at home. It is not so 
big a coward as is gold. Gold has always been a coward and has 
been kept in the vaults of the rich. It leaves every country ix 
distress. Silver is the money of the le. Distribute it, give 
it opportunity, and all your exports increase. It is true 
your imports will decrease. It will embarrass the imports some- 
what, but that will not injure us. It will injure those who de- 
pend upon us for a market. They must take the injury. I fear 
the result of this action will be to cause a postponement and 
another disappointment such as we have experi on three pre- 
vious occasions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it is a matter of extreme re- 
gret to me that the Senator from Nevada . STEWART] is sus- 

icious of the character cf the appointments which may be made 

y the other coordinate branch of this Government. We have 
nothing in this world exactly as we would like it. If we could, 
I know the members of the Senate would be extremely glad to 
divide the time of the only real bimetallist in the world, the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, and give him to the House of Representatives 
for half of the time, in order that he might enlighten them as to 
the great question of silver and as to the character of the int- 
ments that should be made in respect to delegates to an inter- 


national conference. 
For my part lam unwilling to doubt for an instant that when the 


House of Representatives determines, as it has the right to do in 
conference, whether it will act through its Speaker or through its 
members, it will act in accordance with the wishes of a majority of 
the body. Out of those appointments I have no doubt there will 
come delegates who will stand for the interest of silver because they 
believe it is the true policy of the Government to enter upon the 
coinage of silver irrespective of the action of other Governments 
and who yet are not blind enough and narrow enough and selfish 
enough and unpatriotic enough to decline to enter and to embark 
upon the coinage of silver because some other nation is reaching 
out its hand to usin an attempt to join with us in undertaking 
the establishment of the two metals and their restoration on a 
double standard of value. The House of Representatives is en- 
titled to determine how it will act, and if the conference commit- 
tee has amended the amendment only so far as tochange the method 
of election, and if it be the opinion of the Senator from Missouri 
that under existing conditions of law it iscompetent for the Speaker 
to name the delegates, that that isa power which may be dele- 
gated to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, then I trust 
that the insistence of the House will be regarded and respected by 
the conference committee. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] has 
said that the appointment of the international commission will be 
used against us inour country. Itwill be used against us by those 
irreconcilables who look not for the reestablishment of the white 
metal, but whose mission in life it has become to agitate and agi- 
tate and again to agitate; who forget that in the West there are 
interests drooping and suffering which appeal for some sortof en- 
couragement, which are quick to embrace every measure that, 
recognizing principle of the free coinage of silver, will hasten 
the day when the mines of the West will again be open to the pro- 
duction of silver. It will be used against us, and it is already be- 
ing used against us by those people who seek only to climb into 
political power by degrading and dishonoring and attacking 
every man who wishes to build up his section and is unwilling to 
— the advances of foreign countries if they help to that re- 
sult. 

The papers of my own State within the last week have denounced 
my colleague and myself as traitors to silver and as men who have 
stabbed silver in the back because we seek the reestablishment of 
silver and an agreement of nations; but even such attacks, recog: 
nizing the source from which they must come, will never, I know, 
deter either my colleague or myself from standing on the floor of 
the Senate for the rights of silver, not because we produce it and 
not because of the boundaries of the United States. but becanse 
the whole world and its advancement must be interested in the 
adoption of silver as a money metal. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, whatever may be the criticism 
upon my conduct in the West, from whatever source it may be in- 
spired, I shall be glad that I have had an opportunity in the clos- 
ing days of this session by my effort and my vote to attempt to 
reach out and seek to induce and to help and to meet the nations 
of the world im the final effort to do away with the poverty and 
the suffering and the paralysis which have overtaken humanity 
and for the reinstatement of silver as a metal of the world. 

Our trouble, Mr. President, is not in the House of Representa- 
tives. The President of the United States, without provision of 
law, might nominate as many delegates as he saw fit. ‘The amend- 
ment of mine intruded between the President and Congress and 
reserved to us the right to appoint a portion of the number, and 
gave to the other branch of Congress the right to apportion its 
share. We aretold in the last days of the Congress that unless we 
consent that in this body there shall be men opposed to the free 
coinage of silver except with the consent of Great Britain ap- 
pointed on the delegation, there are Senators here who propose to 
see that the amendment is talked out of existence and fails, and 
the power left with the President to appoint. 

If that shall be the result of all this sincere and honest effort 
which we have made to secure recognition, we must accept it and 
we must leave it where it belongs, with those who shall be re- 
sponsible for the defeat of the amendment. But for meI am ready 
to follow the judgment of this body as to the appointment of one- 


third of these del , Tecognizing that no party question is in- 
volved, and with the absolute certainty that the three members of 


the Senate who will be honored by the majority of its members to 
represent it will return with credit and with honor to their coun- 
try, that they will not betray the interests they are sent to repre- 
sent, and that with thein if with anybody in the country rests the 
responsibility of securing to this country the one relief which will 
bring returning p rity. 
Mr. President, without that all our attempts are hopeless. We 
have been talked to as to a compromise. It has been suggested 
to us that out of this body some member should go who is not in 
favor of the free coinage of silver except by international agree- 
ment. For my part I would rather every effort should faii than 
that the Senate should not stick by the majority of its members. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, 1am accused by the Senator 
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from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTT] of aselfish purpose in my advocacy 
of free coinage of silver and I do it to obtain office. I left the Re- 
publican party, to which I was devoted, and renounced the favors 


it had to bestow and joined the struggling people because my 
party was aiding a foreign syndicate to rob them. Have I not in 
this Chamber relinquished all my positions in this Senate on the 
important committees, and have not others taken them? The 
Senator suggested that the Senator from Nevada ought to be di- 
vided between the two Houses, so there might be some bimetal- 
lists in both. You could make a million better silver men out of 
me than out of some who criticise me; a million of those half- 
hearted men who do not believe that the United States is big 
enough and great enough to legislate as to coinage; a million of 
those who repudiate the action of the framers of the Constitution 
when they delegated to the Congress the power to coin money and 
to regulate the value thereof; a million of those who refuse to 
exercise the power which the Constitution has conferred; a mil- 
lion of those who would go abroad and ask help to legislate for 
our domestic affairs. 

If to be an American and choose to legislate here and not suppli- 
cate elsewhere is wrong, then I am wrong. Ido not believe in 
legislating in Europe with —— to our domestic affairs. We 
have had four conferences with Europe on the monetary question. 
The first was in 1867, when our country joined Great Britain in 
the passage of a resolution recommending the gold standard. All 
our trouble has come from negotiations with Europe. The idea 
that it is unpatriotic to believe in our own Government, in our own 
right to legislate, and that we must send to Europe to supplicate 
them, is new—— 

- Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let me ask the Senator if he objects to 
the share of participation which his colleague, the Senator from 
at tg Jones], had in the last B conference? 

Mr. STEWART. With regard to my colleague let me say that 
he was crowded out until his voice could have no weight in the 
affair, by his own option or by the action of that convention. 
When the determination was practically concluded he was allowed 
to speak. But his contribution to the cause of bimetallism sur- 

anything else in the conference. I do not want to dispar- 
age others, but I think it is the universally accepted opinion that 
his contribution to the learning on the subject was greater than 
all the contributions of the delegates we have ever sent to Europe. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. STEWART. _ Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I didnot quite understand the Senator in allud- 
ing to the fact that his colleague had in some way been crowded 


out. 

Mr. STEWART. I certainly did not intend to say that, or in 
any way to reflect upon the action of the other delegates. Ido not 
know whether it was his action or the action of the conference 
that it came in so late. 

Mr. ALLISON. What came in so late? 

Mr. STEWART. His speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jonzs] delivered his speech upon this subject at his own 
pleasure, and there was some delay in the conference to give him 
an opportunity. I do not wish to do injustice either to him or to 
the gentlemen who were associated with him from the United 

ta 


States. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Iowa would not do injus- 
tice to anyone, and it could not have been his fault; but I say it 
was unfortunate that his contribution did not come earlier, and I 
have heard regret from the other side in several letters that his 
speech was not made before the conclusions were practically 
reached. Probably it was his fault, but it was unfortunate. 

ao COCKR . Will the Senator yield to me just one mo- 
men 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me appeal to the Senator to let us act 
upon this conference report and let it go to the other House so 
that it can be disposed of in these closing hours, and then he can 
continue his remarks after it has been passed. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave only a word more to say. As to my 
colleague, the fact that he made an able speech which shed light 
upon this subject is no reason why we should transfer the’ juris- 
diction to legislate from the h of Co to any foreign 
country. It is humiliating. It has been tried on four occasions 
to our detriment and to our tinjury. It has been one of the 
main instrumentalities by which the question has been med 
until we have universal distress in the country. It is the failure 
to exercise the authority conferred Ae gers the Constitution to legis- 
late here for this country that has this country in the deplora- 
ble condition we find it. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to ask 


m-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator desire to defeat an agreement 
to this conference report because of the fact that it provides for 
representation in any bimetallic monetary conference that may be 
held in the early future? 

Mr. STEWART. I donot expect to obstruct the adoption of 
this report. I have no such intention. I shall be through in a 
few minutes. But I do think that I have the right on this occasion 
to call attention to the fact that it is liable to have the same ef- 
fect that the preceding conferences have had, to postpone action 
and to further involve us in foreign complication and further en- 
slave our people. The false hope held out to them is what I ob- 
ject to. Ido not want this postponed and held up in another 
Presidential canvass for both parties to say, ‘‘ We are bimetallists 
and we have taken the only feasible way to obtain it, and that is 
to ask Europe to give it tous. Youcan not get it here; you have 
got to go to Europe forit.” Ido not want this used in the cam- 
paign for that purpose. That is why I here and now enter my 
solemn protest against recognizing in any form the jurisdiction 
of Europe over our domestic affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I nowask unanimous consent that at or before 
10 o'clock the debate upon the pending bill, the naval appropria- 
tion bill, shall close. It may cease prior to 10 o’clock, but ? ask 
that not later than 10 o’clock the vote shall be taken without 
further debate upon all the amendments and upon the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Why not vote now? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is impossible. 
for an hour or two. 

Mr. LODGE. We can vote now. 

Mr. GORMAN. AndIask that after that House bills unob- 
jected to and Senate bills that have been acted on by the other 
House may be considered. 

9 LODGE. Why can we not vote now on the appropriation 
ill? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is impossible to do it now, I will say to the 
Senator. Iask the Senate to ery that those unobjected bills shall 
be considered, together with what other business pertaining to the 
Senate may come in after the appropriation bill is passed. If this 
is agreed to I shall ask that a recess may be taken until half past 
8 o'clock. Senators on the other side must know perfectly well 
that it is impossible for those in charge of these bills to remain 
—_ all the time. We must have dinner and get off for a couple 
of hours. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the vote upon the 
amendments to the naval ap ropriation bill and on the bill be 
taken not later than 10 o’clock, but that if it is fimished before that 
ne Oe vote shall proceed, and that all House bills shall be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Unobjected House bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That unobjected House bills 
shall be considered. 

Mr. GORMAN. And all Senate bills that bave come from the 
other House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘ May be.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the Senate bills acted upon 
by the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. “May be.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not ‘‘ shall be;” ‘‘may be.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall or may be acted upon by 
the Senate. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HOAR. _I wish to clearly understand it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I merely wish to say this: Suppose Senators 
should desire to bring up a new bill that has not passed either 
House. I understand that such an agreement would cut him off. 
It seems to me that it would be better to leave it to the discretion 
of the Senate, without ruling out any bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no earthly use to bring u 


/ 


We must take a recess 


a new 


Senate bill here now, at this hour. It is almost impossible to get 
the bills through that have been acted upon in some form by 
either House. the interest of public business, as it is the onl 


way in which the apenapeietion bills can be engrossed and passed, 
I trust the on I make will be agreed to. I beg the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to permit us to goon. Nothing would be ac- 
complished by bringing in new bills. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I have been waiting 
for three or four days to call up a bill. I have had my name 
registered for that purpose and 


ve been put off from time te 
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time, and have gladly yielded to the necessities of the case; but I 


do not see why I should be denied the opportunity of getting a 
hearing altogether. 

Mr. GORMAN. After 9 o’clock to-morrow morning the Sen- 
ator can do that. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then it is too late. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is too late now. 

Mr. DANTEL. I think not. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Virginia can not complain. I 
have been waiting for three weeks to get up a bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should be very _ to compromise with the 
Senator by getting permission to call up my bill now. I have en- 
deavored to do it earlier. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let me appeal to my friend from Virginia to 
permit us to make this agreement. I have been here, as has the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and others, practi- 
cally for the last two days. 

r. DANIEL. I have been here not only practically but act- 
ually, all the time. 

Mr. GORMAN. But night and en 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. DANIEL. I object unless—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland, or, rather, to ask why we should extend the time to 10 
o'clock. Why not let us proceed with the appro riation bill up to 
9 o’clock, with the understanding that it wil isposed of at that 

i ° 


time? 

Mr. GORMAN. [I intend to ask the Senate to take a recess for 
two hours. 

Mr. HARRIS. Two hours will bring us to 8 and a quarter 
o’clock from this time. 

Mr. GORMAN. My request is not later than 10. If we can 
reach a vote at 9 or half past 9, or a quarter of 10, it will be taken. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not object to that, but I object to cutting 
Senators off from having bills considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let us take a recess until a quarter after 
8 o'clock, and I should be glad to have an agreement to take the 
vote upon the bill at the earliest hour that Senators can consent 
to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not earlier than half past 9. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that 
if he would ask unanimous consent to have his bill consiaered he 
would no doubt secure it, and that is the only way he can get his 
bill through. 

Mr. DANIEL. I merely did not wish to agree to anything 
which might estop me from asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. That would not prevent the Senate from pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. Anything can be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DANIEL. I make no further objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope that will be accepted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Would the agreement prevent the calling up 
of the oe of the appointment of the delegates to the inter- 
national monetary conference? 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand it would not preclude any busi- 
ness that is confined to the Senate itself. I only referred to bills. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Unobjected bills? 

Mr. GORMAN. Unobjected bills. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This is not an unobjected bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. But it is a matter pertaining to the Senate 
itself, as the matter of selecting a committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to be quite sure (but I believe the Senator 
from Maryland stated very clearly, as I understand it myself) 
that his word ‘‘ unobjected” applies to House bills, but is not in- 
cluded in that part of the ~ tion which relates to Senate bills 
that have been acted on by the other House. 

Mr. GORMAN. Any billof the Senate that has been acted on 
by the House and is pending here for amendment. That is what 

mean. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair allow me one moment? I objected 
to the request of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] with 
regard to a matter of special urgency. I desire now to withdraw 
that objection, so far as that may be concerned. 

Mr. GOR I ask that that may be laid aside, and that we 
take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest half past 8 o’clock. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate House 
bill 8979. 

COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill (H. 


R. 8979) to provide for the salaries of judges and other officers of 
the United States court in the Indian Territory. 
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Mr. VILAS. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. S. After the word ‘‘for,” in line 8, I move to insert 
‘*the current fiscal year and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill.was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FINN, 


Mr. HOAR. There is one other matter that went over on my 
objection. I ask that it be laid before the Senate. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1066) to au- 
thorize the Third Auditor of the Treasury to audit certain quarter- 
master’s vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 
3, to strike out “Third Auditor of the Treasury” and insert 
‘** Auditor fur the War Department,” and to amend the title so as 
to read: ‘‘ An act to authorize the Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment to audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong 
to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.” 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

RECESS. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate take a recess until half 
past 8 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 21 minutes p. 
m., Sunday, March 2.) the Senate took a recess until haif past 8 


o'clock p. m. 
AFTER RECESS. 
The Senate reassembled at half past 8 o’clock p. m. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, fro1a the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.8245) granting a pension to Annie J. 
Corbett, of Providence, R. I., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Ordered, That John C. Brown be authorized to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate all the records, papers, and evidence filed by him in support of 
Senate bill 1602, for the relief of John C. Brown, of Medicine Lodge, Kans., 
agreeably with the rules of the Senate. 

Ordered, That Ely Moore, jr., be authorized to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate all the records, papers, and evidence filed by him in support of 
Senate bill 639, a bill for the relief of Daniel Woodson and the estate of Ely 
Moore, agreeably with the rules of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. James 
Kerr, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 








R.8479) making appropriations for current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- 


tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes, further insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 47 and 144, 
agreed to the further conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

OLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. PICKLER managers of the further 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1221) to correct the naval record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R.L.; 

A bill (H. R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy; and 

A bill (H. R. 8407) to amend section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8979) to provide for 
the salaries of the judges and other officers of the United States 
court in the Indian Territory. 

THOMAS H. HOLDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 1221) to correct the naval record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. L, 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if the Senate would concur 
in the of that bill. There is a unanimous report from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in favor of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN. [object to the consideration of the bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that the bill may lie upon the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered in the absence 
of objection. 





JOHN W. KENNEDY. 

The bill (H. R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask that that bill may be permitted to lie 
on the table without being referred to a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT BENNINGTON, VT. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 283) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to the soldiers’ home for 
the State of Vermont, located at Bennington, Vt., was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that that joint resolution may be per- 
mitted to lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

COPYRIGHTS. 

The bill (H. R. 8407) toamend section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy- 
rights, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that that bill may lie upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amend- 
ment reported by the committee to reduce the number of battle 
ships to be authorized from three to two. I shall vote for the 
construction of two additionai battle ships atthis time. In voting, 
however, in accordance with the recommendation of the commit- 
tee to reduce the number from three to two, I must not be under- 
stood as having any lack of sympathy with the general remarks of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r]| and the Senator 
from Delaware {Mr. Hiae@rns}. I am in favor of continued prog- 
ress in the direction of the reconstruction of the Navy; I am in 
favor of a policy of naval construction which every year will add 
a certain number of new vessels to the American fleet. It is not, 
however, necessary that we should build our ships in great haste. 

It is only ten years since we began the construction of a mod- 
ern iion fleet. Ten years ago we did not have completed a single 
modern iron vessel; we had only the old wooden ships. A year 
or two previous to 1885 we had a new naval policy. at 
new naval pelicy was the cessation of the construction of wooden 
ships. At one blow, by a radical act of Congress, the act of Au- 
gust 5, 1882, we struck down the old wooden fleet and began the 
construction of a new navy. Ten years have now passed and we 
have a fleet of 40 ships, more or less, as good vessels of war asany 
nation of the earth possesses. We have domesticated the con- 
struction of the hulls of vessels of the Navy and of commercial 
vessels of homogeneous iron or steel in America,and we have 
made admirabie progress in the improved construction of the 


and of war vessels. 
We had not ten years a compound engine, certainly but one 
or two sets of compoun mh any of our wooden ships. 
Ali of our modern now have compound and some of them 


triple-expansion engines. We have as as the 
other nations of the world in the 


great establishments, that at South Bethlehem 
stead, where armor plate equal to any which is produced in the 
world can be devel s 


Ten years we did not have one modern cannon. That 
we en condition of affairs. whole object of a navy 
throw 


= . If there is any other 
eee © See ae throw jectlice at an enemy, as the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRay] suggests to me, from a suitable 
gun orm in the of a war vessel, then that other 
definition of a navy has not yet given to us. 

Seep is, henge, ann eee aes SO Sarer gee ! 

to me by a naval officer ten years ago, when I asked him if there 
was any other object.of a navy except to throw projectiles against 
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a public enemy, and that is the same as that just suggested to me 
by thy; honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], the 
object of destroying the enemy’s fleet by ramming. 

But these simple statements cover the whole ground. Tenyears 
ago we had no modern guns whatever. We had some old guns 
which had been rifled, and we had cast-iron cannon without 
limit, but not one modern built-up gun did this country possess. 
To-day we are making as good guns as are to be fo in the 
world. The earliest guns of the new Navy were made from steel 
bought abroad. We are making our present guns wholly from 
steel manufactured in this country, and we are building as good 
ships and as fleet ships, as good guns and as powerful guns, as are 
to be found anywhere among all the great powers of the earth; 
and we are manufacturing as good projectiles as aremanufactured 
by any of the warlike nations. We have a fleet sufficient for our 
present purposes; we have a fleet which, in the absence of any 
cloud of war hanging over the country, isenough to maintain the 
potentiality of the means of offensive and defensive warfare for 
this nation at this time and under present circumstances. All 
this we have done, Mr. President, in ten years, and we are going 
on, I trust, to continue the construction of a modern navy. 

A dozen years ago our annual naval e ditures were in the 
vicinity of $15,000,000. We have increased them until they now 
average probably $25,000,000 ayear. We haveincreased our naval 
expenditures in} round numbers, say, $10,000,000 a nro If that 
has been the average for ten years, then we have already spent a 
hundred million dollars in the construction of a new navy, and I 
trust that we shall go on spending from five to ten million dollars 
many years in the future in increasing and perfecting and strength- 
ening the new modern Navy of the United States. But I donot 
believe that we need to make any extraordinary haste in this 
direction. I am satisfied to trust the judgment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, which has reached the conclusion that, instead 
of building three battle ships during the next year or two or three 
years, we should build only two. 

I must confess that I am prejudiced against a naval appropria- 
tion bill which, appropriating only $500,000 for new ships, author- 
izes contracts for such ships to the extent of from fourteen to six- 
teen million dollars; and the Senator from South Carolina says the 
new constructions will be $18,000.000. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the armaments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the armaments upon the new battle 
ships, which are to cost each $4,000,000 exclusive of the armma- 
ment. It doesnot seem to me that that is a wisemethod of legisla- 
tion. I do not like to take so much responsibility for new con- 
structions and so little ey for immediate appropriations. 

This is not a large question. do not wish the question of 
whether we should authorize three battle ships now, or two, or 
none at all, to be made a question affecting the a naval 
policy of the United States. I do not think that that involves the 
_—e of what the naval policy of the United States shall be. 

far as I know both political parties of this country are in favor 
of continuing the construction of a modern navy. are one 
or two Senators in the Chamber who perhaps would be willing to 
arrest naval construction, although even the Senator from Kan- 
sas ee: PEFFER], who — last night against the construction 
of battle ships and delivered a most excellent peace ad- 
dress, said that a naval armament was a potential instrument in 
the prevention of war. The Senator deprecated war, advocated 
arbitration and universal peace, and yet admitted that the time 
had not yet come when the United States could afford to entirely 
disarm and to dispense witha navy. Of course the Senator from 
Kansas believes that if we are to have a navy it should be a modern 
navy, constructed upon the same principles and along the same 
lines which prevail in the construction of the navies of other 


countries. 
Mr. President, we all agree that there should be continned Prog: 
ress in naval construction. Both parties are patriotically inclined 
in that direction. There is no sharp issue een parties in this 
Chamber or in Congress; there is no sharp issue between any Sen- 
ators upon this floor upon this subject. It is a mere practical 
question as to whether we shall construct three battle ships at this 
time, or two, or none at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I qe like - ask = Senator from New 
Hampshire a question, if it does not disturb him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator. 


Mr. BUTLER. I have in my hand a list of all the ships, those 
now in commission, those which are being constructed, those 
which have been builtfor some years. I that thereare four first- 


class battle ships provided for, the Iowa, the Indiana, the Massa- 
chusetts, and the Oregon; there are two second-class battle ships, 
the Mainé and the Texas; then there are two armored cruisers, 
the New York and the Brooklyn; then a list of coast-defense ves- 
sels, with which, of course, the Senator is familiar. Then I find 
there are cruisers amounting to 18, including the De- 
troit, the , and the Montgomery, which are put down 

cruisers; then 


as cruisers, amounting to 16 cruisers and protected 
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I find 9 gunboats, the Bennington, the Concord, the Yorktown, the 
Castine, the Machias, the Petrel, gunboat No. 7, gunboat No. 8, 
and gunboat No. 9. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the tonnage given? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. The tonnage of the Bennington is 1,710. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask from what the Senator is 
reading? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am reading from the report of the Naval 
Committee of the House of Representatives, made on the 25th of 
January last. : 

There are nine gunboats. Then comes the Vesuvius, the dyna- 
mite gun vessel; the Dolphin, which, I suppose, might be regarded 
as a cruiser; the Bancroft, the training ship at Annapolis, and 
then the torpedo boats. 

The point about which I wanted to get the Senator to express 
his opinion was this: What proportion of the battle ships does he 
think would be the proper proportion for the Navy of the United 
States in regard to the other vessels, with 16 cruisers, 9 gunboats, 
and only 4 battle ships provided for? The 3 battle ships provided 
for in the bill as it came from the House would make 7 first-class 
battle ships of about 10,000 tons displacement. 

I find, if the Senator will pardon me a moment more, that 
the English naval establishment, for instance, has 43 battle ships 
now in commission, with 10 authorized and building. England 
has 12 coast-defense vessels in service; she has of armored vessels 
18. Of course the report does not give the unarmored cruisers. 
The relation of the proportion of the battle ships to the other 
ships is about one-half. As I stated the other day, we have nota 
single battle ship in commission to-day, but there are four under 
construction, it is true. 

I should like to have the Senator's opinion as to what number 
of battle ships this Government ought to have, when we take into 
consideration the number of cruisers I have just mentioned. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from South Carolina has asked 
me a question which it is difficult toanswer. I am not nowa 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. and have not been 
during the present Congress. The Senator from South Carolina 
has been for many years a distinguished member of that commit- 
tee, and of course Soe studied the qualities of the present fleet 
more carefully than I have done. 

Answering in a general way, I should say that in considering 
the needs of the United States for a navy the present pro ion 
of battle ships to cruisers is a fair one. The Senator will please 
to bear in mind that the — necessities of the American Navy 
may be different from those of England. We have a very long 
coast line both upon the Atlantic and the Pacific; we have the 
Alaskan waters; we have a coast of shoal waters, while the har- 
bors of England, and in all the English possessions upon the globe, 
as a general thing, are deep-water harbors, into which deep-draft 
vessels can go with greater safety than deep-draft vessels can en- 
ter the ports of the United States. 

My own impression is that there is great need in our Navy of a 
considerable number of small vessels, gunboats such as the com- 
mittee proposes to add to this bill, any one of them not costing a 
large sum of money, but which can enter all of our harbors, which 
are suitable vessels for ordinary naval cruising upon our own 
coasts, and which are really needed for the best interests of the 
naval service; but, on the other hand, while I should prefer the 
authorization at this time of small vessels, I am by no means o 
— to continuing the construction of battle ships. LIonly spoke 

or the purpose of saying that in vas Shae of the committee in 

not bounderstood as being in tho slightest degree out of sympathy, 
not be unde as being in i outof sympathy, 
any more than the Senator from land [Mr. GorRMAN] in 
charge of the bill is out of ae: with continued progress 
in naval construction. We should keep right on to the mark 
until we have a sufficient navy, until we have a powerful flee 
upon both the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no necessity for undue haste. 

I take occasion now to repeat for the last time my opinion that 
the committee have made a mistake in not providing an appropri- 
ation for the batteries for the auxiliary cruisers, the Paris, the 
New York, and their sister ships. It seems to me that when there 
are four of the fleetest vessels in the world, worth $8,000,000, which 
have not cost the United States one single dollar, which can be 
taken at any moment by the mere fiat of the President of the 
United States, and which can, by the expenditure of $500,000, be 
provided pres mh gre SP 9 mens ey or two years with an 
armament sufficient to put those vessels instantly upon the ocean 
and enable them to capture and to destroy the commercial vessels 
of any nation upon the earth, it is a mistake to delay one single 

beginning of 


session or one single day the authorization of the 
those batteries. 


Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator permit an interruption there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know the Senator desires not to do the com- 
mittee an injustice. Under appropriations heretofore made there 





are 113 guns yet to be completed at the Washington Navv-Yard, 
the only place where they are assembled. Under the bill as it is 
now before us the Senator will find, beginning in line 20, on page 
48, a provision appropriating $4,837,670 for armor and armament, 
part of which may be used for the manufacture of these guns, 
and that will be sufficient to keep the navy-yard here in full opera- 
tion certainly for the next two years. It is true the guns to be 
used are for ships yet to be constructed and those which have been 
ordered, but still it will furnish a sufficient amount this year to 
run the yard the next two years to its full capacity, and hereafter 
we can make the provision which the Senator suggests. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Buack- 
BURN] made a very clear statement on the subject of what is be- 
ing done in the construction of guns, and the explanation which 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] now makes reconciles 
me to the withholding of the appropriation of $500,000, because 
unquestionably the Secretary of the Navy in case of an emergency 
can take the guns that are being made for war vessels.and put 
them upon the auxiliary ships, if he sees fit to do so. I therefore 
shall not again criticise the committee for striking ont this ap- 
propriation, although I do think, and I take occasion to say so 
emphatically to the chairman of the committee, that at the very 
earliest moment there should be put upon or near the docks to 
which these great ships come when they return from their com- 
mercial voyages the most powerful naval guns that can be manu- 
factured, so that the nations of the earth with whom we are liable 
to have difficulty, as we came very near having difficulty, as the 
Senator from Delaware [ Mr. HiaGins} has explained to us this 
evening, in the case of Italy and of Chile, may know that we may, 
without a day’s delay, convert these magnificent ships into the 
most powerful war cruisers afloat. But I shall not further ecriti- 
cise the committee in this connection. 

I am in favor of continued progress in the construction of our 
Navy. Idonot think we need to make undue haste. I do not 
regard it as an important question in the pending bill whether we 
authorize the construction of one or three battle ships, or omit to 
authorize the construction of any at all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire a question. He has been Secretary of the Navy. 
I dezire to ask him if he can give approximately the annual cost 
of maintaining a war vessel. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from North Dakota de- 
scribe the kind of war ship the expenses of which he wishes to 
ask about? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The kind of vessels provided for in the 
pending bill, battle ships. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A battle ship, according to the figures 
which the Senator from Maryland has given, has a complement of 
400 men, or 398. The amount is kept 2 under 400, as we see in 
the 99-cent stores. They mark the price of an article at 99 cents, 
so that the purchaseis made at less than adollar. Three hundred 
and ninety-eight is made the complement of one of these battle 
ships in order that it can be said that the complement is jess than 
400. For 400 seamen, at $500 a man, there would be $200,000 ex- 
penses for a year for the pay of the seamen. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Does that sum include the officers? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire of course 
does not propose to intimate that there would be that cost neces- 
sarily fora battle ship. My impression is that they would be made 
up with a mere skeleton crew, and the cost would be merely nom- 


Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the question of the Senator 
from North Dakota to be, in case one of these war ships goes out 
for a three-years’ cruise around the world, what the probable ex- 

mse will be. I should be very glad to defer to the Senator from 

outh Carolina and let him give his idea as to what it would cost 
a year to maintain one of these battle ships on a cruise. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that to be the question of 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator from North Dakota will 
please state his question again. 

Mr. BUTLER. Because the probabilities are that those battle 
ships would not be sent abroad at all. As has been stated by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and by very many other people who are 
familiar with this subject, the cruisers which are now in commis- 
sion would suffice for all the purposesof cruising in foreign waters. 
The chances are that the battle ships would not be put in com- 
mission at all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. . They would be in use all the time in 
some waters. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They would be occupied by some por- 
tion of the crew. 

Mr. BUTLER. They would be occupied by a few men, per- 
haps a skeleton crew. I will read now the memorandum I have 


from the Navy Department. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from South Carolina ailow 
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me to ask the Senator from North Dakotaa question? How much 

does it cost the Government of the United States to run the Sen- 

ate per annum? 

is Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senate is a very necessary institu- 
10n. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not so certain about that. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I maintain that in time of peace a bat- 
tle ship is not a necessary institution. 

Mr. BUTLER. [If the Senator will pardon me, I will read from 
a memorandum I have from the Navy Department. 

Mr. veaer, the former Secretary, in a conversation with the present Sec- 
retary, stated that his policy with the battle ships, had he continued in office, 
would have been to lay them up the greater part of the year with merely 
skeleton crews on board, and keep them in good and efficient trim for an 
emergency when necessary. ‘This is approved by the present Secretary, and 
will no doubt be followed by his successors. 

So the cost would be merely nominal. The crew on one of these 
battle ships, as this memorandum states, would be a skeleton crew. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Senator from South Carolina 
what is the use of building these ships if they are not to be used? 

Mr. BUTLER. To have them for an emergency. What is the 
use of building a fort? What is the use of having 10 regiments of 
cavalry and 25 regiments of infantry in the Army and so many 
batteries of artillery? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If that is the Senator’s answer I am will- 
ing to close the controversy. 

r. CHANDLER. Now, with the permission of the Senator 
from South Carolina, I will answer the que&tion of the Senator 
from North Dakota. This is a new idea which the Senator from 
South Carolina advances, to build these battle ships to lay them 
up. Ido not think that is the policy of any nation. I think it is 
conceded that one of these fine war vessels, whether a cruiser or 
a kattle ship, deteriorates so much when out of commission that 
the policy is to keep them in commission. 

Mr. BUTLER. [If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
Great Britain and France and Germany do not have their battle 
ships cruising all the time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think they keep them in commission all 
the time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Possibly they are kept in commission, but they 
are not actively engaged in cruising. So the expenses I will not 
say are nominal, but they are not so large. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if he will permit me—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was going to answer the Senator’s first 
question. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I should like to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire a question. Is not $500,000 per annum a reason- 
able sum to be expended upon one of these war vessels after it is 
completed and put into service? — 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould think that one of these battle ships, 
sent out on a three-years’ cruise, would cost the Government, with 
a full complement of men on board, for pay, for supplies, for coal, 
on a three-years cruise, from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000. They are 
unquestionably very expensive institutions to maintain, but that, 
I say to the Senator, is not the question. It is not how expensive 
they are. The question is whether they are needed and what kind 
of ships are needed. Unquestionably it would be much more 
economical for the United States to maintain a half dezen small- 
sized gunboats and keep them cruising upon our own coasts or 
in foreign waters than to send out one of these large battle ships. 
Nevertheless, battle ships are now being constructed by all the 
naval powers of the world, and if we enter upon their construc- 
tion we must not only pay for constructing them, but we must 
pay for keeping them in commission and sending them cruisin 
around the world. Ido not know any nation that builds battle 
ships to lay them up at the docks waiting for an emergency. 

r. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire has had 
some experience as Secretary of the Navy. Would he be likely, 
if we had three or five or seven battle ships, to keep them cruis- 
ing around the world? i 

r. CHANDLER. Unquestionably they should be kept in com- 
mission all the time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With the full complement of men? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Most certainly. Does the Senator, who 
takes an interest this session in increasing the appropriations upon 
the pending bill, advocate the construction of three battle shi 
with the idea that they are not to be commissioned and kept cruis- 
ing either — our own coast or in foreign waters? 

r. ALDRICH. They certainly ought not to be kept cruising 
around the world. There is no occasion whatever for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The cruisers and gunboats in the Navy are 
better for that purpose. 

a BUT . Any more than keeping a fort fully manned at 
times. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here is a Senator upon the other side of 
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the Chamber and a Senator upon this side, a Democrat and a Re- 
publican, and “2 get back to President Jefferson’s idea—— 


Mr. GRAY. The gunboat theory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of seventy-five years ago, to build a lot of 
gunboats, and when them ready, to say, ‘‘ Haul them up on land 
so that the bottoms will not decay or corrode, and when a war 
comes push them in the water and go out and capture the enemy’s 
fleet.” I do not understand—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, that is not a fair comparison. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not understand that is the practice of 
any great nation to-day. ; 

Mr BUTLER. The Government has appropriated an immense 
amount of money for the building of permanent fortifications on 
the different coasts of this country. Would the Senator from New 
Hampshire as Secretary of War insist that those forts should be 
manned to the full capacity and kept fully manned? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should not insist that the forts should go 
to sea. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By no manner of means. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is trifling now with a serious 
question. 

Mr. CHANDLER.: I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. He istrifling. Iasked him a serious question, 
and I ask him now if he were Secretary of War whether he 
would insist upon keeping all those forts manned with a full com- 
plement of men and ammunition and guns—perhaps guns, am- 
munition—but as to the men? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will answer the Senator from South Car- 


olina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is perfectly analogous to the case 
when it is said when we build battle ships we will put them in 
fresh water, where they can be protected and preserved, ready for 
an emergency, just as the forts are. 

Mr. C DLER. I will give the Senator from South Carolina 
a serious answer. He is entitled to it. I do not think all our 
forts should be manned with a full complement of men, but the 
guns should all be kept there, and the easiest way to prevent a 
naval vessel, whether a cruiser or a battle ship, from deteriorat- 
ing is to keep itin commission. There is not a Senator who has 
studied this subject, including the Senator from South Carolina, 
who does not know that it is destructive of a ship to lay it up. 
Unless the Senator, with his great knowledge of this subject, be- 
cause he has been an intelligent and industrious student of naval 
affairs since he has been upon the Naval Committee, can point me 
to some one of the great naval powers that builds battle ships and 
then lays them up, keeps them out of commission, then he cer- 
tainly can not maintain his argument that we are going to build 
these battle ships and then get rid of the expense of maintaining 
oo by putting them in fresh water or tying them up at the 

ock. 


Mr. BUTLER. While of course I do not pretend to have the 
knowledge and information on these subjects that the Senator 
from New Hampshire has, I venture the assertion that there is 
not a nation in the world which builds large battle ships and 
keeps them cruising all the time. They keep them in commission. 

r. CHANDL They keep them in commission. 

Mr. BUTLER. They put them in fresh water, with a skeleton 
crew to preserve and take care of them. But there is not a single 
nation, I venture the assertion, which keeps its battle ships afloat 
and cruising all the time. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
can point out where there is one I will say that he knows a great 
deal more about it than anybody else in the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to be a humble learner from the 
Senator on this subject, and I take anything dhe says as being 
true. But the general proposition is that the modern naval ves- 
sels of the great naval powers of Europe are kept in commission 
and kept cruising. To-day is the first time I have ever heard that 
it was apart of the plan of the construction of these great battle 
ships that we should tie them up at the docks and leave them out 
of commission. 

Mr. President, it is of no use to suppose that we can build and 
maintain a navy without paying for it, and I believe the country 
is wealthy enough, I believe it is prosperous enough, to maintain 
a suitable fleet. I believe the honor, the dignity, and the pros- 
perity of the country depend upon maintaining a suitable navy, 
of cruisers and battle ships, and I shall not be led into any atti- 
tude of antagonism to the continued construction of battle ships. 
I merely say that it is not a material or important question 
whether we authorize at this time the building of one ship or tyo 


ships or three ships. 
. FRYE. While the —— witness is.on the stand I should 


like to ask him a question. eying Dom Secr of the Navy, 
he has learned undoubtedly that aship is hollow. I wish to know 


if the distinguished sailor from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas], who an 
hour or two ago opposed the building of these battle ships, was 





Sa os 





rene 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








entirely right in the statement which he made. He declared that 
the American Navy of to-day is the equal of the navy of any nation 
in the world except Great Britain. Now, I wish to ask this expert 
witness whether the sailor from Wisconsin was correct in that 
statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state to the Senator from Maine that 
the Senator from Wisconsin is now here, and is abundantly able 
to take care of himself. 

Mr. FRYE. I should prefer that someone whois familiar with 
naval affairs should answer the question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before I answer the Senator’s question I 
will ask the Senator from Wisconsin whether the Senator from 
Maine has correctly repeated the Senator's statement—not that I 
doubt the word of the Senator from Maine, but he may be mis- 
taken. 

Mr. VILAS. Not quite. The Senatorfrom Maine has comeas 
near it as he probably can. 

Mr. FRYE. What did the Senator from Wisconsin say? 

Mr. VILAS. What I said in reference to it was that we occu- 
pied the same relative position, or as good a relative position, to-day 
in respect of the rest of the world as we ever did, and that there 
was no navy in the world, unless it was that of Great Britain, 
which we had reason to fear. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator to go alittle further than 
that, and to state that our Navy was the equal of any navy in the 
world except that of Great Britain. 

Mr. VILAS. In point of classes. 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. VILAS. Vessel for vessel. 

Mr. FRYE. Nowhere near it. Russia is out of sight of it; 
Italy is out of sight of it; Germany is out of sight of it. France 
has 16 or 17 big battle ships, and is buiiding 18 more to-day. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, I did not undertake to count vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to know how accurate the Senator from 
Wisconsin was in his statement. 

Mr. VILAS. I did not mean to count vessels; but class for class 
we have as good ships as they. 

Mr. FRY But not number for number. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I decide the case in favor of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FRYE. I supposed from the accuracy of the witness in his 
answers when he was on the stand that he would find wrongly. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to prolong 
the debate or to delay the passage of the biil, but I wish to state 
that I was very muchimpressed with what the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has said; and I think, notwithstand- 
ing the remark of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer] just now, 
that both sides of this question will defer very much to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire in an opinion as to the needs of the Navy. 
He was Secretary of the Navy, and he brought to his duties in 
that high position the assiduity and the intelligence which he 
brings to all the duties he has to perform, and when he says that 
much as he is in favor of the policy of increasing our Navy and 
of bringing it up to a standard which will compare favorably 
with that of the most formidable naval nations in the world and 
at the same time approves the committee amendment, I think it 
deserves very serious consideration. 

I am in favor of the amendment, not because I am hostile to the 
increase of the Navy, not because I am not a friend in a general 
way of the building up of the American Navy, but there is no pos- 
sible reason which has been adduced here to-day why we should 
be in such breathless haste to build the Navy all at once and out 
of the appropriations of two or three years. The number of these 
battle ships, in the building of which we have embarked, will 

adually increase upon our hands. We have no cloud upon our 

orizon. There is no prospectof war. Weare secure here in our 
continental boundaries. We do not fear attacks from abroad, 
and we can at our leisure and in our own way possess ourselves 
of anavy without helping to bankrupt the Treasury by extrava- 

ant appropriations in any one year or producing a reaction which 
Finontt very much fear, if we proceed in this extravagant way, 
would reverse the sentiment of the country now so favorable to 
the proper and reasonable increase of the American Navy. 

Now, there is no occasion to wave the American flag in this 
Chamber. There is no reason for pyrotechnics about American- 
ism and about the glory that is to be achieved by a nation with a 
strong navy. We are all, it seems, in favor of building up the 
Navy. Both sides of the Chamber agree about it. It is a mere 
question whether, as the Senator from New Hampshire has well 
stated, we shall provide this year for three battle ships instead of 
two, and whether we shall put a mortgage upon the income and 
the revenues of this country unnecessarily and without the least 
excuse or pretext of the necessity for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend from Delaware pardon me? I 
should like, not to put him on the witness stand, but to ask him 
a question. 
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Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says there is no occasion for haste 
or for extravagant appropriations for increasing the Navy, and 
that he is in favor of the amendment suggested by the Committee 
on Appropriations. Yet I find among the amendments of the 
committee provision for six gunboats, to cost $1,380,000 exclusive 
of the armament. The only question, as it occurs to me, is whether 
we shall have six gunboats in preference to the battle ship which 
the committee have agreed to strike out. That is the question. 

Mr. GRAY. The committee have stricken out nine torpedo 


boats. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. To cost $170,000 each, and I presume that the ag- 
gregate-—— 

Mr. HALE. Six gunboats, which are essentially needed for the 
everyday uses of the Navy, are not put in instead of one battle 
ship, but instead of nine torpedo boats, the expenses being about 
the same for each class, leaving three torpedo boats and two bat- 
tle ships. The Senator is wrong in assuming that the gunboats 
were inserted in place of the rejected battle ship. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not mean to say they were put in in place 
of the rejected battle ship. 

Mr. HALE. They were not. 

Mr. BUTLER. e case I put to the Senator from Delaware, 
and I should like to put it to the Senator from Maine, is whether 
it is not desirable that we shall have a proper proportion of battle 
ships to the vessels of the other classes in the Navy. I find in the 
list of gunboats nine already commissioned or being built. 

Mr. HALE. Not of this class. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very much of the same class. 
eae HALE. No; this is a class of light-draft gunboats, like the 

etrel. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Bennington. 

Mr. HALE. The Bennington is a larger boat. 

Mr. BUTLER. Seventeen hundred tons. 

Mr. HALE. — These are only about eight to ten hundred tons, 

Mr. BUTLER. Eight hundred and ninety-two tons. 

Mr. HALE. They are the most serviceable ships of the smaller 
kind that can be used in the Navy. The Senator himself, [ have 
no doubt, is in favor of them. They utilize the officers and take 
a small crew. They can be sent down in case of an emergency 
where the cruise of a large ship would cost $150,000, as the Co- 
lumbia did in Bluefields, while one of these boats would not cost 
nearly so much. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from South Carolina will allow me 
to interrupt him—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon; I have interrupted the Senator 
from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I had forgotten who it was. 

Mr. BUTLER. Weare both interrupting. 

Mr. HALE. I have not the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. I have only a word or two more tosay. As the 
Senator from Maine has justly said, in addition to building two 
battle ships, which we can reasonably afford to build, expensive as 
they are, these six gunboats will accomplish the result. We will 
have these small, convenient vessels which will enable us to keep 
the personnel of our Navy afloat; and that is what I desire to see 
accomplished. We do not want a navy on shore, and we do not 
want the officers hauled up on shore any more than we want the 
gunboats hauled up onshore. We want tosend the young officers 
to sea, the only school in which they can learn their profession. 

Now, we can keep this class of gunboats at sea; we can put 
them in command of the younger officers of the Navy, and we 
can make a school which will be fruitful in results in case we 
should be unfortunate enough to have real use for a navy in a 
maritime war. For that reason I think the committee has been 
very wise in economizing in the matter of one of these battle 
ships and giving us the cruising gunboats in place of the torpedo 
boats. 

I am exceedingly gratified that the committee,in favor of build- 
ing up the Navy, as the Senator in charge of the bill has stated 
that heis, and undoubtedly all the members of the committee are, 
have used the discretion and the information that they had in 
looking over all the appropriations and have said, ‘‘ We had bet- 
ter go a littleslow and strike off one of these battle ships and save 
that much money to the Treasury of the United States out of this 
year’s revenue.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print all reports, correspondence, charts, 
maps, and other matter now on file in the Treasury Department, 
Navy Department, United States Coast Survey, and United States 
Fish Commission relating to the seal and salmon fisheries, etc.; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 








Pea 


t 
I 


Re Se URANO FI 


ee dee a Ree See Pn es 


3 





NE a mS A Se SN ht Len AABN ao 


3122 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 

the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (S. 

1201) to provide for reimbursement of officers and seamen for 

property lost or destroyed in the naval service of the United States. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8.491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow of 
Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased; 

A bill (8S. 2342) granting a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. Mc- 
Clernand; 

A bill (8. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 91) to provide for the printing of a 
digest of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, sal- 
ary, and compensation of officials of the United States courts. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H.R. 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis was read 


oe by its title and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 





FISHERIES IN ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to print all reports, corre- 
spondence, charts, maps, and other matter now on file in the Treasury De- 
porcaees, Navy Department, United States Coast Survey, and United States 

‘ish Commission, relating to the sealand salmon fisheries and other matters 
pertaining to the Territory of Alaska, 3,000 copies to be printed, of which 750 
shall be for the Senate and 1,500 for the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the Senate concur in the con- 
ference report which has justcome from the House of Represent- 
atives on the bill relating to the reimbursement of officers and 
seamen for pooperty destroyed in the naval service. 

Mr. ALD H. Isuggest that the conference report be post- 
poned until after 10 o’clock. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask that it lie upon the table, tobe 
called up when the naval bill is finished. : 

Mr. HALE. That is better. Let it wait until we dispose of 
the appropriation bill. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 8665) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am hardly content to 
have the criticisms on the Committee on Appropriations to which 
the Senate has listened pass without one word from my own stand- 
point inexplanation. 

For ten vears past T have been a member of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and I feel that I can confidently refer to that 
record in proof of the claim that I have always been a friend of 
liberal appropriations for the Navy; but I hardly feel that it is 
fair or just to the Committee on Appropriations to charge it in 
its handling of the pending bill with any narrowness, much less 
a spirit of unfriendliness to the Navy. I would not have the Sen- 
ate get away from the facts. The estimates of the Department 
called for $30,952,000 for the naval service in the next fiscal year. 
I will drop the fractions and deal in round numbers. 

The Dill as it came to us from the House not only gave eve 
dollar that the Department estimated for, but one and a half mil- 
lion more. The Department estimated for a little over $30,000,000. 
The bill as it came to us from the House was for thirty-one mil- 
lion six hundred and odd thousand dollars. Now, as reported 
back to the Senate by the Committee on Appropriations with a 
reduction of $2,600,000, we find that the Committee on Appro- 
priations is asking the Senate ge to a naval appropria- 
tion bill carrying over $29,000,000, when that was asked for by 
the Department was $30,000,000. 

Further, the bill as it came from the House to us proposed 
three battle ships and 12 boats. As the Committee on 
Appropriations re it back to the Senate it carries two battle 
ships, three to: 0 boats, and nine gunboats, ranging from eight 
hundred toa thousand tons displacement. The advantage of those 
gunboats is clearly com ded when we look at the service 
performed by vessels of the same type already in commission. 

The bill as we have it before us now provides for two battle 
ships, six gunboats of from eight h to a thousand tons dis- 
placement, and three torpedo ts. Youcan take one of those 
gunboats, with its complement of bly 80 men, carrying 

as heavy as 6-inch caliber, and do the work of a battle ship 

most of the cases that we are called upon tofurnish. Here but 
recently we had occasion to send a ship to Bluefields. We sent a 
large cruiser that could not get within 12 miles of the shore, when 
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a gunboat of eight hundred or a thousand tons displacement could 

have gone there and performed the same service, with its comple- 

—- of 80 men, at at least one-third of the cost of the cruiser that 
id go. 

But more than that. Whilst it is claimed upon the one side 
that we should not disorganize and scatter the skilled labor and 
put a stop to the work in the great plants where the battle ships 
are building, the Committee on Appropriations answers and says: 
‘*We agree to that; we do not propose todo that. You have four 
battle ships already authorized by law. We here, in this one 
session, in this one bill, propose to give you two more, one-half as 
many as you have ever authorized before.” But we say that there 
are peculiar reasons why we should not go beyond this limit. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. I wish to know of the Senator from Kentucky 
if the Committee on Naval Affairs, of which he is a distinguished 
mem ber—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did not recommend three? 

Mr. HUNTON. Did not recommend unanimously the construc- 
tion of three of these vessels? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It always gives me pleasure—— 

Mr. HUNTON. Wait; I have not got through. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought you had. Will you ever? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes,in a moment. Mr. President, I submit 
to the Senate that the Committee on Naval Affairs, which is 
supposed to be conversant with the needs and necessities of the 
Navy, is a better judge of the necessities of the Navy than the 
Committee on Appropriations, that has so little time to consider 
the matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I agreed to 
yield for a question, not for an argument. 

Mr. HUNTON. Now I will ask the question. I want to know 
whether the Senator from Kentucky knows more as a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations or as a member of the Commit- 
tee.on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the question by saying that 
in order to know anything about this matter a man must be a 
member of both, as I am, and the Senator from Virginiais amem- 
ber of neither. [Laughter. | 

Now, Mr. President, if I may be permitted, I will get back. I 
say that you have ordered but four battle ships heretofore. This 
bill proposes to add two more. You may take the Maine and the 
Texas, and they are already, as suggested by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, of antediluvian date. You can not afford to 
build all your battle ships to-day, because five years hence you find 
them out of date, and you want to keep pace with the progress of 
naval architecture. 

But, more than that, the appropriations that have been made, 
the obligations that have been incurred for years past in building 
up the new Navy, have almost to a dollar matured in this one fis- 
cal year. The Secretary of the Navy tells you that according to 
the best estimates which can be made the appropriations needed 
for the fiscal year following the one with which we are now deal- 
ing will be $12,000,000 less than they are to-day. There are to be 
but $750,000 appropriated, as he tells us, for that coming fiscal 
year. The great bulk of the obligations which have been assumed 
to build the new Navy are maturing in the coming fiscal year, 
and it looks unreasonable to add to that vast sum. 

Why, this is the largest naval appropriation bill that has ever 
been reported to the Senate butone. There is but onesingle year 
in all your history where you ever passed a naval appropriation 
bill carrying as much money as the one that is now pending for 
your adoption. 

As to t int that was under discussion between the Senator 
from New nea {Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] a little while ago, let me say that 
I have in my hand a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy. It is under date of February 26,1895. It tells you whether 
these ships are to be kept in commission and manned or not. 
Here is his estimate by vessels for the men who are wanted. Here 
is his statement that the vessels now in commission have the mini- 
mum numberof men onboard. For what? Notsimply to keep the 
decks clean and — the mounted guns, but the minimum number 
necessary for efficient handling. He over here, ship b ~_ 
making his estimates for 326, for 310, for 380 men to avessel. He 
demands that number of men now and to > Bo upon their decks and 
stay there. The ships that you are to build are to be in commis- 
sion and are to be manned, and that adds to the vast cost 
incident to ir maintenance. 

I submit in all fairness that_ the Committee on Appropriations 
is not amenable to criticism either for a or parsimony in 
the bill that we have reported back here. ere the head of the 
Department asks for $30,000,000 the bill as we bring it back into 
the Senate offers him more than $29,000,000. Where he asks for 
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8 battle ships and 12 torpedo boats we offer him 2 battle ships, 6 
inboats, and 3 torpedo boats. It is a fair bill. It is a liberal 
ill. lt is the largest bill in the money that it carries ever 

by an American Congress save one for naval p 


urposes. 
Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky, 
in the line of what he is now saying, as to the amount carried by 


the bill, whether in his experience in regard to naval appropria- 
tion bills there ever has been one before that carried an amount 
equal to the estimate of the Navy Department? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Never; in no instance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This does not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This does not, but out of $30,000,000 it 
comes within $1,000,000 of it. ; 

Mr. President, I have ever been the advocate of liberal appro- 
priations for the Navy. In the Committee on Appropriations I 
stood with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, for, like him, I 
am a member of both the Committee on Naval Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations. He and I alone favored the giving 
of three battle ships; but in order to make the Committee on Ap- 
propriations solid in support of this measure we agreed to the ar- 
rangement here perfected of two battle ships, six gunboats, and 
three torpedo boats. Upon reflection Iam satisfied that in making 
that adjustment we went as far as the necessities of the Navy or 
os condition of the Treasury warrant Congress in going upon this 

ill. 

Mr.BUTLER. I do not think that my friend from Kentucky 
and I areso farapart. Everybody here seems to be a friend of the 
Navy and inclined to continue the building of ships. There is only 
one point of difference between the Senator and myself. My judg- 
ment is, and his judgment as a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs was, as was the judgment of the entire committee, that we 
ought to have three battle ships if everything else in the bill in re- 
gard to the Navy went out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No,I beg the Senator’s pardon; that was 
not my judgment. I was never willing to stand on three battle 
ships to the exclusion of the other vessels contemplated by the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand my friend to say that he was in 
favor of the three battle ships. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I not only was in favor of the three battle 
ships in the Committee on Naval Affairs, but, as stated, I, with 
the Senator from Maine, voted for three battle ships in the Appro- 
priations Committee. I am now satisfied that two were enough 
and that we went too far. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think my friend might go further and say 
that the entire Committee on Naval Affairs were in favor of the 
three battle ships. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They were. 

Mr. BUTLER. And the only point of difference is as to what 
class of ships ought to be built. My judgment is, and the judg- 
ment of the committee was, that we ought to build the three 
battle ships; I was perhaps a little extravagant in saying to the 
exclusion of other ships, but we insisted that three battle ships 
should be retained in the bill at all hazards. I am quite willing 
for the gunboats and the torpedo boats, but I do insist that in 
building ships for the Navy and preserving anything like a rea- 
sonable relation of the different classes of ships one to the other 
we ought to have at least ten or fifteen battle ships in order to 
establish the proper proportion with the cruisers and other ves- 
sels we already have. Now, that is the only difference. I insist 
that it would be very much better to have these three battle ships 
than the six gunboats. I have no objection whatever to the six 
gunboats in another apppropriation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. President, all I have to say in 
conclusion is in the matter of the demand made for men to put 
upon these ships. I again call the attention of the Senate to it, 
because it reaches right to the question as to the cost of mainte- 
nance. Here is the demand of the Secretary, under date of Feb- 
ruary 26, 1895. He wants 229 men for the Boston. He wants 394 
men for the Indiana. He wants 394 men for the Massachusetts. 
He wants 394 men for the . That shows you whether the 
ships are to be put into commission as built, and whether a com- 
petent crew is to be maintained upon them. 

There has not been an appropriation bill submitted to the Sen- 
ate during the present session that we have not been reminded, 
and properly reminded, of the depleted condition of the Federal 
Treasury and the necessity that rested upon us to be prudent, 
wise, conservative, and cautious in the matter of the amounts 
that we were to ee If that rule is to be followed, if it 
be necessary, or if it be proper that we should pay regard to this 
condition, I appeal to Senators to answer in fairness and say, when 
we give $29,000,000 on a naval app iation bill, the largest 
amount ever carried by a bill but once in the history of the coun- 
try, when only $30,000,000 are estimated for; when we give two 
battle ships when only three are asked for and only four have 
ever been ordered; when we give six gunboats and three torpedo 
boats when no gunboat is asked and twelve torpedo boats are 


estimated—in common fairness, even if your Treasury was over- 
flowing with money, if a surplus instead of a deficit confronted 
us, I ask the Senate to answer and say whether this is not a fair, 
a liberal, and a generous bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not know that anything 
more is needed by way of debate. It seems to me we have hada 
fair share of it. But there are some things that are a little teas- 
ingly and provokingly said occasionally here. I am willing tosay, 
and say cheerfully, that we received a very excellent bill on the 
whole. I think that patriotic people were agreeably surprised to 
find with what generosity the other House had dealt with this 
question, and I flattered myself then that there would be a straight- 
forward, easy, prompt return to the House of one of the best naval 
bills that had presented in a great many years. Perhaps 
there will be yet. 

Iheard a Senator say this evening, ‘‘ Why, what is the use of 
being in a hurry? Are wein danger of a fight? Take our own 
time about it;” and all that. Mr. President, out of some 100 or 
120 or 130 wars worth recording within one hundred and fifty 
years, not ten of them were preceded by fair notice and an open 
declaration of war. The act of war, the blow, in a great many 
cases came before the declaration. The first they knew was a 
thunderclap out of a clear sky and great nations were grasping 
each other's throats. That is the way war comes. . People 
do not sit down and philosophically meditate for five or six years 
whether they are going to fight or not, no more than in the street 
when angry passions rise. 

We are liable to have it at any time. I do not care what you 
may say about the condition of the rest of the world and the neces- 
sity of watching each other that exists among the European na- 
tions, there is always a possibility that we may within a fortnight 
have to go to war, not because we love war, but until mankind 
have arrived absolutely at the millennium there is danger that 
every once in a while there may be such a crisis that for very man- 
hood you have got to fight. You can not tell when that will come. 
I say, as I have said many times while these things have been dis- 
cussed, there is only one thing worse than a wicked war, and that 
is a cowardly peace. 

I say again that the United States having now 65,000,000 peo- 
ple, and striding along like an express train toward 75,000,000 
95,000,000, 100,000,000, 125,000,000 people, with its general, zreat, 
praiseworthy diffusion of intelligence, with red-hot patriotism, 
our people have the foremost place in all time, even if we were a 
monarchy, but asa republic altogether the foremost of the na- 
tions, not alone in physical greatness but in moral greatness and 
in the responsibility that that power and situation devolve upon us. 

I do not care whether we are likely to have war with Austria, 
Prussia, or France, or anything of that sort, when our cruisers 
are going about the world—these things are not without prece- 
dent—there willsome timecome some incident; wicked, stubborn, 
and dangerous representatives of some old nation will so oppress 
somebody, as perchance we can suppose it might happen to Hawaii, 
that it will be utterly impossible for an American naval officer 
to stand by without a threat and perhaps a gun. He wil! be 
obliged, as a true representative of the American people, to say, 
‘*Let that poor devil alone.” We have done it before. Are we 
going to sneak out and run away from all these opportunities of 
gallant and chivalrous things, and for the defense of high pur- 
poses, because of the question of economy? 

I do net wish to sneer at economy; I do not want a dollar wasted 
nor a dollar stolen; but I find if I know anything of the American 
people (and I have been for forty-five years and more making 
speeches to them), there is nothing to which they respond with 
more sincerity and heartiness than they do to appeals likethe one 
I have just been making. 

I never knew an American citizen—perhaps I did not see all of 
them—to cometothis city and pass through these noble streets, look 
out upon these fine prospects, and look through this and the other 
very noble buildings, without plainly in his or her face showing 
their pride in their country. Did anyone of them ever go through 
here and say to you: ‘Oh, this costa gooddeal. Do you not think 
you are extravagant?” They would not care if you put $10,000,- 
000 more, if you did not waste it. Thatiswhatour people are. We 
make a little mistake. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray} 
says that thereis dangerofareaction. I donotthinkthere is. So 
long asour plansare well laid by skillful engineers and experienced 
officers and approved by wise officers in the Cabinet [ have no 
fear ofa reaction. But reactions come in all sorts of unexpected 
ways in political affairs, and, reaction or no reaction, all have con- 
victions, and I have certain convictions as to what we ought to 
do in this regard. We ought to have not a navy large enough to 

in aggressive work, but abundant for manly and safe de- 
fense. We ought to have a navy considerably larger than we 
have now. Of that proposition I have no doubt whatever. 

I picked up the report of the Secretary of the Navy just now, 
and by eoctiens turned to page 25. England has 43 battle ships 
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and 10 building. France has 18 battle ships and 12 building. 
Germany has 13 and 1 building. Poor Greece has 3 battle ships. 
Italy has 9, and 9 building. Russia has 8,and9 building. Turkey, 
the unspeakable Turk, has 7 good battle ships. 

Now, is it unreasonable to say that we onght to have six or eight 
or ten at least? We havea good navy, somebody says. That is 
about correct. For the size of it, and the number of it, and the 
weight of it, it is about as good asany nation has. But you must 
bear in mind that it is very largely composed of the lighter classes 
of vessels that go at a very considerable speed about the world, 
and that endanger an enemy’s commerce or act as picket posts 
to warn us of the coming of a heavy squadron. 

They form the light cavalry, the uhlans out in front on the sea, 
and come in warning us that there is a great squadron coming up 
from Bermuda or from Kingston or somewhere else upon our 
coast. Then those vessels come up and these smaller vessels can 
not join battle in regular form with them. Then comes necessity 
for a heavier, if you choose a clumsier, class of vessels that are 
not expected to sail at the rate of 20 knots an hour, but to make 
12,14, 15, or 16 knots—well-armored vessels, with the most power- 
ful guns known—and they are, to use the expression of a soldier 
on shore, to draw up elbow to elbow and give battle. Unless you 
have something of that kind you may as well admit that you have 
no navy in certain emergencies. A pretty one in time of peace, an 
excellent cavalry outpost, but nobody could conduct a great bat- 
tle with it. , 

I shall not detain the Senate longer. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T.O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
t purposes. 

n | The m further announced that the House had passed the 
7} following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (8.707) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; and 

A joint resolution (S.R.19) authorizing the Secretary of War 

to correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty- 

sixth New York Volunteers. 
: The m also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill = R. 6831) =a a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, 
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widow of Lieut. Col. se; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to extend time in which mem- 
bers of the Fifty-third Congress may distribute documents. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2463) to grant a township of land 
to the State of a for the use of the Institute and College 
for Girls; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


¢ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
2 sideration of the bill (HB. R.8665) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations, on page 45, line 23, before the 
word “‘ seagoing,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as 
to read: 
That for the purpose of further Soca He naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
} contract two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 
f — a most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 10,000 
i Mr. GORMAN (at 10 o’clock p.m.). The yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the pending amendment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 
; e VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will call the roll. 

The acres a to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFF when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power}. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. If he were here I should 
vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurRPIg£]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE] upon this question. 
I understand that he would vote ‘‘nay,” and therefore I take the 
liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘nay.” ; é 

Mr. GORDON when his name was called). Iam paired with 
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the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson], but I am informed 
by his colleague that I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. prmengaen j 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer m 
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@e]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HILL (when the name of Mr. VoorHEEs was called). I 
beg to announce that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs] 
_ = on this question with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

RICE]. 

The roll call was concluded. é 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I will with- 
draw my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEorGE}. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire whether the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLs] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with that Senator and will 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. BRICE. I inquireif my pair has been announced with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been announced. 

~Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Indiana were present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Allen, Cullom, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Allison, Daniel, Martin Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell of Wis. Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Morrill, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray, Palmer, Vilas, 
Call, Harris, Peffer, Wolcott. 
Camden, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Kyle, Proctor, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pugh, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, rive. McLaurin, Squire, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gordon, Mitchell of Oreg. Walsh, 
Butler, Hale Morgan, White, 
Cameron, Hawley, Murphy, Wilson of Wash. 
Carey, Higgins, Perkins, 
Clark, Hoar, Piatt, 
Dubois, Hunton, Quay, 

NOT VOTING—26. 

Brice, George, Mantle, Smith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mills, Turpie, 
Coke, Hill, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Davis, Irby, Power, Washburn, 
Dixon, Jones of Nev. Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa. 
pole. ge, Sherman, 
Gallinger, McPherson, Shoup, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on chy coms was, 
on page 46, line 3, after the word ‘‘ each,” to strike out: 


And nine torpedo boats of from 100 to 300 tons each, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, at a cost not to exceed an average of $170,000; and the 
Sarees the Navy is further directed to construct three additional tor- 

edo boats of from 100 to 300 tons each, at a cost not to exceed an average of 

170,000, one of which shall be constructed at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., one at the Norfolk rere eee Norfolk, Va., and one at the Mare 
Island Navy-Yard, Mare Island, Cal. 


And insert: 


And six light-draft composite gunboats of about 1,000 tons displacement, to be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Navy, and no one of which shall cost more than 
$230,000, or in all for said six gunboats $1,380,000, exclusive of armament, and 
not more than two of said gunboats shall be built in one yard or by one con- 
tracting party: and in each case the contract shall be awarded by the Secre- 
tary of the avy to the lowest best responsible bidder; and three torpedo 
boats, at a cost of not exceeding $175,000 each; and, subject to the provisions 
hereinafter made, one seagcing battle ship; and one of said torpedo ts shall 
be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean, or in the waters connecting 
therewith, and one torpedo boat on the Mississippi River, and one torpedo 
boat on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcrETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee on page 46, line 22, after the word ‘‘ bidder,” by 
inserting: 

And one torpedo boat shall be built at the Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal., at 
a cost not to exceed $175,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

a PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to explain the amend- 
men . 
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Mr. FRYE. You can not explain under the agreement. So as to make the clause read: 
Mr. GORMAN. Under the agreement there was to be no de-| armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 


manufacture for the vessels authorized by the act of August 3, 1896; of the 


te. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iasku i in the end- | vessels authorized by the act approved March 2, 1889; of those authorized by 
nanimous consent to expla the am the act of June 30, 1890; of the fan authorized by the act of March 2, 1891; of 


ment, : A 
‘ those authorized by the act of July 19, 1892; and of the vessels authorized by 
Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. the act of March 3. 1893; and of the three torpedo boats, act of July 25, 1894, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. and of the vessels authorized under this act, $4,837,670, of which sum $2,000,000 

is to be made immediately available. 


_ Mr. PERKINS. Iam sure that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will not object when I ask for unanimous consent to say half | The amendment was agreed to. 
a dozen words. Mr. CAMERON. I offer an amendment to come in after line 
Mr. BUTLER. The reason I object is that I think the Sena- | 13, on page 50. j 
tor will get his amendment through if he does not talk, and if he Mr. FRYE. Are the committee amendments completed? 
does that he will lose it. [Laughter.] The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments are com- 


Mr. PERKINS. I do not desire to make a speech. ; pleted. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Mr. BUTLER. 1 withdraw the objection. vania will be stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The SECRETARY. On page 50, after line 13, it is proposed to 


Mr. HARRIS. If we allow the Senator from California to de- | insert: 
bate this amendment there is no reason why we shall not allow The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to remit the 


every other Senator to debate any other amendment. time penalties on the Yorktown, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Newark, and 
Mr. HOAR. I call the Senator from Tennessee to order, Mr. | is hereby appropriated for this purpose. 

President. . The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. I object. Mr. TELLER. I move to insert, on page 6, after the word ‘dol- 


Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. lars,” in line 20, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
Senator from Maryland to lay the amendment of theSenatorfrom | The Secretary. On page 6, after line 20, it is proposed to in- 
California on the table. sert: 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask for the yeas and nays. To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay, should he consider such pay- 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. ment desirable, for the exclusive rights to and for ordnance appliances now 

The amendment was rejected. in use on naval vessels, and protected and covered by patent No. 533171, said 


. patent being embraced in a contract dated January 28, 1893, and signed by 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- | the Secretary of the Navy and the patentee, as authorized in the “act mak- 

ment of the committee. | Ee pte come for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
The amendment was agreed to. J 


, and for other purposes,” $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
Mr. HUNTON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 








to be immediately available. 
from Maryland in charge of the bill to what seems to me to bea | The amendment was agreed to. : 
contradiction in terms in the amendment in line 18, which reads Mr. PASCO. I offer an amendment which has been referred 
“and not more than two of said gunboats shall be built in one eee on Claims and reported favorably by that com- 
yard or by one contracting party;” and then it proceeds to say . E 
that “in each case the contract shall be awarded by the Secretary | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


that the best responsible bidder may have made two or more bids. | 8¢Tt: 
Mr. GORMA Ny That will be attended to when the bill gets To pay to the parties who may be found entitled to receive the same any 
into conference. I think there will be no conflict in relation to it. balance that may be due and unpaid on account of the purchase money of 


the steamers De Soto and Bienville, purc » Inited States fro 8 
New York and New Orleans Stennnin Sumnaies ty antkesae, ra ne t ne 
Congress approved July 18, 1861, $41,701.95. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now trust the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend: 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Isubmit at this time a conference report 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the next 
fiscal year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would allow me to call up a 
motion to reconsider the antilottery bill. It will take but a mo- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should be glad to do so, but I can not 
give way. The Senator knows how late we were kept here last 
night on the previous conference report on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a joint resolution, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to extend 
the time in which members of the Fifty-third Congress may dis- 
tribute documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would say that the Committee on Print- 
ing has examined that joint resolution, and it is necessary that it 
shall be passed at once. I ask that it may be nuw considered and 


put on its nie 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky now yield to me 
for a moment, as he has yiélded to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can not. I have not yielded to any- 
body, and do not propose to do so. 

r. MANDERSON. This is a joint resolution on the table of 
the President of the Senate, which it is in order to lay before the 
Senate at any time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask that it lie upon the table with the 


; other matters which have already gone there. 
4 rauided, That no higher price shall be paid for armor and gun steel then | °"Tiie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is a mat. 
parties or other governments. ter of privilege. The Secretary will read the conference report 


The next amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
= was, on page 47, line 14, after the word “manufacture,” to 
strike out: 


In making proposals for contracts for building the vessels authorized b 
this act it shall be required that one of such battle ships and three of suc 
torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the 
waters connecting therewith, and two torpedo boats shall be built on the 
Mississippi River: Provided, That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the 
President of the United States from the biddings for such contracts, when 
the same are opened and examined by him, that the said vessels can not be 
constructed at a fair cost on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean, and that 
the torpedo boats above authorized can not be constructed at a fair cost on 
the Mississippi River, he shall authorize the construction of said vessels, 
or any of them, elsewhere in the United States; and if the Secretary of the 
Navy shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices for the construction of 
any of said vessels, then he may build such vessel or ve sels in such navy- 
yards as he may designate; And provided further. 


And insert: 


If it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President of the United States 
from the biddings for the contracts for either of said torpedo boats and one 
of the foregoing battle ships to be built on the Pacific coast, when the same 
shall be opened and examined by him, that the said torpedo boats or battle 
ship can not be constructed at a fair cost at the places fixed in the proposals 
and biddings, he may authorize the construction of said torpedo boats, or 
any of them, elsewhere in the United States, subject to the limitations as to 
cost hereinbefore provided; and any of the ships, gunboats,, and torpedo 
boats provided for in this act may be construc of steel or other metal, or 
of alloy, except where it is otherwise provided in this act, and. 


Mr. HALE. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee in line 18, on page 48, after the words “‘ torpedo 
boats,” by inserting: 

Or the battle ship the biddings for which provide for building upon the 
Pacific Coast. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis all right. It is only to conform to the rest 
of the bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on 1 page 49, line 9, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ five 
million two hundred and eighty-seven ” and insert ‘‘ four million 
eight hundred and thirty-seven;” and in line 10, after the word 
** available,” to strike out: 
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submitted by the Senator from Kentucky, and the joint resolution 
will lie on the table for the present, 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ng votes of the two Houseson 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5 to the bill (H. R. 8234) making a 

propriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, having met, after full and free conference have been unable 


to agree. 

JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
CALVIN 8. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
CHAS. E. HOOKER, 
WILLIAM FP. DRAPER. 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. President, I will state to the Senate 
that since its action upon this question had last night, the con- 
ferees on the part of the House met the conferees on the part of 
Senate to-day, when the action of the Senate was stated. ilst 
a majority of the Senate conferees favored, as they have done here- 
tofore, the giving up of the amendment of the Senate, the insist- 
ence of the Senate was stated, and the conferees of the House of 
Representatives refused to accept the amendment proposed by the 
Senate. 

It is needless for me to say that this is the only one of the fifteen 
amendments offered to this bill by the Senate upon which the 
two Houses have not already agreed. 

Mr. TELLER, I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will hear the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think that there is any pros- 
pect of an agreement? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. Then we may as well yield. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I call the attention of the Senate—I 
have a right to refer to the official record—when this disagree- 
ment was first discovered, about two weeks ago, and the report of 
the disagreement made tothe House, after full and elaborate debate, 
a vote was had by yeas and nays and the House refused to accept 
this amendment of the Senate by a majority of 38 votes. Within 
the last few days, an interval of ten days or more intervening, the 
conferees of the House again reported to the House their inability 
to agree with the Senate, and after another full and elaborate dis- 
cussion, followed by a yea-and-nay vote, the House a second time 
refused to accede to the Senate amendment by a majority of 36. 

We are assured to-day by the conferees of the House that that 
House will never recede from its di ment to this amendment. 
I do not believe that there is the slightest prospect of their doing 
so. Ido not believe that this bill can ever be enacted into law 
unless the Senate recedes from thisamendment. Ifeel thatama- 
jority of its conferees have gone as far and done as much asit was 
possible to do, although in contravention of their own judgment 
and their own conelusions, to secure action consonant with the 
wishes and demands of the Senate. I believe that this bill is 
doomed to failure if the Senate shall now, upon this test vote, in- 
sist further upon this pro d amendment. 

I might go further, . President, and say that while dis- 
claiming any authority to speak for anyone ag my coconferee 
and myself upon this question, I do not believe that this bill can 
ever become a law unless the Senate shall now and here agree to 
give up the amendment appropriating $500,000 for the beginning 
of the Hawaiian cable. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not quite understand the Senator from 
Kentucky. Does he say that if the House concurs in the passage 
of the bill with the amendment it could not become a law? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have never said that the President 
would veto or withhold his approval of the bill; but I will say 
this, Mr. President: If this amendment should be accepted by the 
House of Representatives, which I-am sure, as I have said, it 
never will be, if I were the President it would never become a 
law if it carried this amendment in it. 

I do not believe that it is ible to get the House to recede from 
its position. I do not believe that either House bas any moral 
right to force its conclusions upon the other House in the matter 
of legislation after that House shall have deliberately, not once, 
but twice, refused: to accept it. 

The House and the Senate do not stand in the same position upon 
this question. The House is not seeking to put any fegislation to 
which we object intoa bill. Weare the originators of this amend- 
ment. It was charged upon this floor, and I believed it then, and 
believe it now, that it was not fair for us to put this general legis- 
lation upon an ap riation bill as a rider; but, whether that be 
right or wrong, t mate by a vote determined that question 
against me. At any rate, it must be admitted that in this contro- 
versy, to which there are two sides, the Senate is insisting upon 
ne eecente upon this bill which the other House of 
Congress twice, after long and elaborate debate, determined 
by large and emphatic majorities, on yea-and-nay votes, that it 


will not consent to. I believe that the fate of this bill depends 
upon the action which the Senate is now to take. 

Mr. President, I have said all that I care tosay. If this bill 
should die between the two Houses I do not know whether it 
would necessitate an extra session of Congress; but it would sto 
the pay of every ambassador and every minister we have ; 
it would lock the wheels of our commercial relations with all for- 
eign countries by stopping our consular service. If the President 
should see fit and eve that the failure of this bill warranted 
the call of an extra session of Congress, I am sure that we on this 
side would regret the necessity. 

I do not know but that other ees might happen to-the 
country than an extra session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Both 
branches will be in control of the Republican party. We know 
full well that much mischievous legislation would result, but it 
— not be altogether an unmitigated evil, for, I doubt not, in 
a short time ow would prove that they were as utterly incompe- 
tent and incapable to grapple with the currency question as we 
have already proved ourselves to be. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HALE. That is saying a great deal. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Idec not know that an extra session of 
Congress would be the worst thing that might befall this country, 
and yet I stand here and now protesting against the Senate mak- 
ing that extra session either necessary or probable; and with that 
view, after a frank statement of my convictions as to the impos- 
sibility of getting the House to yield, I move, Mr. President, that 
the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate be dis- 
charged and that the Senate recede from its amendment, which 
has been submitted. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky has 
fairly stated the attitude of the majority of the conferees on the 
part of the Senate upon the disputed amendment. Both of the 
conferees in the original vote were outvoted, and the Senate by a 
large jority deeided in favor of the amendment for the la 
of the cable to the Hawaiian Islands. It was done after full de 
and on mature consideration. 

The amendment which was = on by the Senate is not open to 
the ordinary objection that the Senate has sought to originate 
upon an appropriation bill a clause that should have come from 
the House, if at all. The amendment, as I said last night, is 
closely connected with the treaty-making power of the Senate, the 
power that is imposed by the Constitution upon this body—that, 
in connection with the President, all treaties shall be negotiated. 
As a part and parcel of the policy that has been decided upon b 
this Government, by Congress and the Executive, we have accep 
a station, a harbor, territory in the Hawaiian Islands, as our own, 
and in carrying out the purposes of that treaty the Senate, as it 
had full swing to do, incorporated the amendment into the appro- 
priation bill. So it does not lie open to the objection urged by 
the Senator from Kentucky that the Senate is seeking to coerce 
the House of Representatives when the House ought to be the 
originating body. I do not need to go further upon this subject. 

or do t need to amplify the reasons why this body should 
maintain its position upon this subject-matter. Whatever may 
be the result, whatever may be the effect of the appeal of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky and the intimation that an extra session 
hangs over us if we insist upon the amendment, now or hereafter, 
just as certain as the tides and the sun rise, we are to have an im- 
mediate, close, the most rapid in the world, connection with the 
people of Hawaii. The American people will consent to nothing 
else. There will be on this matterno backward steps. If it isnot 
done by the present Congress now, it will be done by the next Con- 
gress, and if it shall be obstructed bs the lack of consent in 
another part of the Government it will only postpone for a brief 
time the will and the purpose of the American people. 

I do not in any way despair of the situation. The discussionin 
the present Congress hasso illuminated the subject and so brought 
out the expression of _ sentiment that there is but one way 
out of it, and the path is as clear as shining light. We are not 
going to give up our communication with, our interests in, and, 
I may say, our control of the Hawaiian Islands. It is only a ques- 
tion of time. 

When the Senator from Kentucky says that if an extra session 
shall come it will only show the inadequacy of the party which 
will then be in power in the two bodies, as his party has shown 
its lack of power, all I can say is that the Republican party, if it 
is in power in the next Congress in these two bodies, will have to 
be very busy day and night if it gets up to the record of the party 
of the Senator from Kentucky in the present Congress. p 

I am willing to have a yea-and-nay vote on the question of 


a amendment. 
Mr. Mr. President, in view of the fact that I have 
voted for the proposition referred to by the Senator from Maine 


and have heretofore insisted upon the making of the appropriation 
named, I wish to state that I do not think it is proper to longer 
continue in its advocacy. Weare now considering the diplomatic 
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and consular bill, and it certainly would place us in a very pecul- 
iar position if, in order to enforce our view upon others regarding 
this single item, we were to precipitate the destruction of the en- 
tire measure. 

After considerable investigation I have made up my mind that 
we can not procure the enactment of the bill with this item in it. 
It is almost Sunday, I believe, although the RecorD shows it is 
still or but it will very oe be Sunday before we can 
ever suce in compelling others to adopt the views which we 
entertain, which at least the majority of this body have entertained, 
regarding the construction of the cable. In view also of the fact 
that there are pending yet and being considered measures of great 
importance and concerning which action is yet in doubt, I 
think it is our business now to remove at least this source of con- 
tention and leave to the near future the solution of the cable 
problem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that 
the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPERTY LOST BY NAVAL OFFICERS AND SEAMEN, 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the oe votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1201) to provide for the reim- 

bursement of officers and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval 
service of the United States, having met, after full and free conference have 

soe to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
Ows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 1, 
and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disa ment to amendment numbered 2, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, after the word “the,” im line 4, 

age 2, insert “proper; after the word “losses,” line 3, page 2, insert “which 

ave accrued prior to the : of this act; and after the word “appro- 
priated,” in line 6, insert “and losses that shall hereafter accrue shail be 
certified by the Secretary of the Treasury at the commencement of each 
regular session to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, who shall lay 
the same before Congress for consideration.” 

The conference committee recommend that all of lines 1 and 2 and the 
word “claimant,” in line 3, page 2, be stricken out, and all after the word 
“act,” in line 22, e 2,down to and including the word “duties,” at the end 
of line 1, page 3, be stricken out. Strike out the word “is,” in line 14, page 2, 


and insert “ail.” 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
CHAS. H. GIBSON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


BE oS iens, 
= EB. F. }oup, ae 
' lanagers on the pai House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 134) ealling on the President to take 
such measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the 
agreement between the Governments of Spain and the United 
States for the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citi- 
zen of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 6637) to — the sale of intoxicants to Indians, provid- 
ing penalties therefor, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. Wo.cotrt, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. DANIEL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a little time to attend to 
legislative business under the agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Colorado that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 41 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After seventeen minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were reopened, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow ss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endi Sone 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph operators during the war of 
the rebellion. 


The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 8873) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi Rail- 
way and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River, in 
the State of Tennessee, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enroiled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President; 

A bill (S. 1066) to authorize the Auditor for the War Department 
to audit certain quartermasters’ vouchers alleged to belong to 
John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 8979) to provide for the salaries of the judges and 
other officers of the United States court inthe Indian Territory; and 

A bill (H.R. 8234) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendments of the Senate numbered 47 and 144 to the bill (H.R. 8479) 


making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
negotiate with the Ogden Land Company for the purchase of the interests 


said company may possess, if any, in the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian 
reservations in the State of New York. He is also authorized to negotiate 
with the said Indians, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, 
as to the terms upon which the said Indians will consent to the United States 

uarchasing the interest of said company in said reservations, if such ‘uterést 
is found to exist, and the Secretary of the Interior shall make a full report 
to Congress of his proceedings under this provision; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 144, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert thefollowing: “And 
the Government shall as early as practicable make provision for the educa- 
tion of Indian children in Government schools;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
WILEINSON CALL, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


W. S. HOLMAN, 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the question is put on concurring 
in the report I desire to ask the Senator from Florida what precise 
action was taken by the conference committee on the matter of re- 
ducing the contract schools, as recommended by the Secretary of 
the Interior, at the rate of 20 per cent per year. 

Mr. CALL. The Senate, as the Senator from New Hampshire 
is aware, struck out the House provision upon that subject. The 
conferees on the part of the Senate were obliged to sustain the ae- 
tion of the Senate upon the proposition; but the House insisted 
upon the provision. Then the conferees on the part of the House 

sroposed this substitute, which the conferees on the part of the 
mate accepted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Was that substitute read with the report? 
I did not observe it. 

Mr. CALL. The substitute was read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the substitute provide? 

Mr. CALL. It provides that as soon as practicable the Com- 
missioner shall make all schools Government schools. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest that we have the matter read 
again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair}. The 
provision of the conference report referred to will be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert: 

“And the Government shall as early as practicable make provision for the 
education of the Indian children in Government schools.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to make an inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Florida as to the provision in the report relating to the 
Cattaraugus Indian Reservation in New York. I wish to ask if 
the maximum price of $5 per acre for the sale of the land as fixed 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs and adopted by the Senate 
was retained by the conference. 

Mr. CALL. It was not. We changed the whole subject, re- 
quiring a report to be made, the whole proceeding to be ratified 
by Congress, whether it be $5 an acre or under five. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Or more than five. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; it has to be approved by Congress hereafter. 
That was the best we could do. 

The report was concurred in. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of executive business. 

After two hours and forty-eight minutes spent in executive 
session, the doors were reopened at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes a. m., 
Monday, March 4. 


INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLIC CONFERENCE, 


While the doors were closed, 
Mr. WOLCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and, after debate, agreed to. 


Resolved, That the following Senators be selected by the Senate as delegates 
to the international bimetallic conference, if one shall be called, in the event 
that the bill creating said conference shall be signed by the President: Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas, Mr. TELLER of Colorado, Mr. DANTEL of Virginia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow gs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued pensions in certain 
cases. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.PALMER. I desire permission to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri a question. The Senator has a very large and a very proper 
control over the businessof the Senate. Ihave half a dozen pension 
bills and two or three bills from the Committee on Military Affairs 
that I desire to have considered. I should be glad if he would in- 
timate when they can be best disposed of. If to-night, Ishould be 
glad if the Senate would stay and consider them. I defer entirely 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report I am about to submit will be 
the only matter from the Appropriations Committee to be con- 
sidered to-night, unless the naval eg ome bill should come 
back, which I think is probably doubtful, though I am not certain 
about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair will state to the Senator from Illinois that the request 
he makes will come in under the unanimous agreement made to- 
day. / 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill CH. R. ) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30. 
1895, and for prior years, and for other pur s, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 9, 10, 11, 15, 19, 21, 
23, 24, 27, 20, 31, 37, 41, 64, 65, 80, 85, 86, 87, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 97, 98, and 100. 

‘That the House recede from ‘its disagreement tothe amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2, 3,4, 5, 7,8, 12, 13, 15}, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22, 25, 26, 28, 30, 32, 34, 35, 36, 
38, 39, 40, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 63, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 
72. 73, 74, 76, 77, 78, 79, 81, 82, 84, 89, and 99, and agree to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: 

“And the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are directed to report 
to Congress at the beginning of its next regular session the amount of each 
of such certificates and the property against which they were assessed, and 
a method of enforcing their payment against such property.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inser by said amendment insert the following: 

“For additional eran required for the office of the surveyor- 
general of Montana, $ , as follows: For compensation of clerks, $1,000; for 
contingent expenses, $500." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 42, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “To 

y, Allen R. English, of Arizona, in full for services as attorney, rendered in 

Me ending five certain Indians charged with murder, under orders of the 

udge of the United States court in Arizona, $750;" and the Senate agree to 
© same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered @&, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment, insert on page 49 of 
the bi!l, after amendment numbered 63, as a new aph, the following: 

“ That the provisions of the joint resolution authorizing members to cer- 
tify monthly the amount paid by them for clerk hire, approved March 3, 1893, 
be, and the same are hereby, extended to Members and Delegates of the 
Fifty-third Congress for the period of thirty days from March 3, 1895; and 
to enable the Clerk of the House to pay to said Members and Delegates the 
amount, not exceeding $100 each, which they certify they have paid or 
to Pay for clerk hire hereunder a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated. "’ 

nd the Senate agree to the same. ’ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the follo : “and additional for the sal- 
ary of the financial clerk of the Senate w the office is held by the present 
incumbent;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: To re- 

imburse Ropert A. CatLps, THOMAS Serre, and A. H. A. Williams for ex- 

nses necessarily incurred in contested-election cases during the Fifty-third 
Jongress, $2,500 each; in all, $7.500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At 
the end of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the words “one 
hundred and one;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of lines 1 to 8, inclusive, of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, and in line 9 thereof strike out the words “Also, to” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word *“* To; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 101, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In line 12 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “num- 
bered,” insert the words “one hundred and two,” and after line 110 of said 
amendment insert the following: ‘** For pay of special assistant attorneys, as 
follows: To Charles 8. Whitman, $800; to S. F. Phillips, $684.76; in all, $1,458.76, 
fiscal year 189; to S. F. Phillips, $250, fiscal year 1894; and the Senate agree 


to the same. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
CALVIN 8. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


ThePRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
concur in the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee what was done with the certificates for the grading 
of Connecticut avenue. Isee there was an amendment to the pro- 
vision. Are they to be paid? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The provision was retained just as it was 
put in by the Senate with simply an addition that the Commis- 
sioners of the District should examine into the propriety of en- 
forcing the amount against the property. - 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire what was done with 
the provision to pay the judgments against the Government in 
favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was stricken out. 

Mr. STEWART. And no effort was made to submit the ques- 
tion to the other House? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The members of the conference on the part 
of the House said that it was simply impossible for them to take 
the bill back to the House; that they had no time to discuss it; 
and we had to do the very best we could. I will say to the Sen- 
ator that we did the best we could, and the other House has agreed 
to the conference report by an overwhelming majority. I am sat- 
isfied that it is the best that can be had. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state that it is probable the committee 
did the best it could. I was not reflecting upon the committee, 
but it seems to me strange that when the Senate for six or seven 
bes undertakes to pay a judgment about which there is no de- 

te or controversy there should be an arbitrary refusal to con- 
sider it or to bring it to the attention of the House. It places in 
the hands of a few men the whole control of legislation. I do not 
think the Senate ought to yield so readily. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly state what amend- 
ment he is talking about? 

Mr. STEWART. I am talking about the amendment to pay 
judgments in favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad for carrying 
the mail. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has that item gone out? 

Mr. STEWART. It has gone out without having been sub- 
mitted to the other House. It has been put in here at every ses- 
sion for several years. There is no question about the liability of 
the Government. There was no offset. Itis simply a declaration 
that the Government will not comply with its contract after it 
has gone to judgment, after it is approved by the Supreme Court, 
conceded by the Department, conceded by everyone. Congressis 
put in the position of standing here and saying that we will not 
comply with the contract. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the amendment that was made to 
the Southern Pacific Company provision has not gone out. 

Mr. STEWART. It has gone out. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What was that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Bowman Act claims. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Not the Bowman Act claims merely, but the 
French spoliation claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Have they gone out? 

Mr. HIGGINS. They have gone out—claims that were a part 
of the consideration of American independence, claims in carry- 
ing out the treaty Franklin made for American independence, 
claims that we owe for our national existence, claims that have 
been found by the Court of Claims and turned, if not into judg- 
ments, at least into obligations which honesty and honor demand 
should be paid; claims which have been paid in previous Con- 
gresses, beginning with the Fifty-first Congress. I think we 
ought to take the sense of the Senate before we accede to this con- 
ference report. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to add to the criticisms made upon this 
report. Theamendments concerning the Census Bureau have been 
dropped. I am quite sure that the committee will find within a 
year or so that they have been undera misapprehension. In one of 
the paragraphs relating to the Census Bureau the first thought is 
that the work of that Bureau is to be finished on the 4thof March, 
1896. Instead of that it is to be merely transformed into a division 
of the Department of the Interior, and the gentleman who has 
been doing that work and drawing two salaries, one of $5,000 and 
one of $6,000, is to continue to draw one of $5,000 and one of $3,000, 
making $8,000in salary. I thought the work of the Commissioner 
of Labor about as much as one man could attend to, but he not 
only attended to that last year, but had $10 a day fora considerable 
time for making a very bad report concerning the Chicago riot, 
a report having a very bad influence, in my judgment. 

You will find that the work of the Census Bureau will continue 
in the form of a division in the Department of the Interior, with 
the same gentleman in charge of it and occupying the same quar- 
ters; and the difference between the present condition and that 
can not be visible to the naked eye. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire about the 
amendment on v5 118. What was done with it? 

Mr. COCKR 4 The last one is retained and the other is 
stricken out, because it is alreadyin another executive document. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Are you certain about that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. Now, one other mat- 


ter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The first clause of amendment numbered 
94 is in Executive Document No. 102. The second is retained. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Linquire what has been done with 
the amendment on page 126 in regard to the claim of the State of 
Delaware? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was stricken out. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now, about the Oregon, Califor- 
nia, and Nevada war debts? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They kept company with Delaware. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Has there been anything left in 
the bill that the Senate put there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think a great deal. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator be kind enough 
to tell me what was done with the clause in relation to Indian 
depredation claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were left just as the House passed 


em. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That has gone out, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There was an amendment adopted 
here on the motion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]}. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was disagreed to. The House con- 
ferees refused to agree to that on any terms. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It has gone out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was receded from. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is there anything left that the 
Senate put in? r 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think when the Senator sees the bill he 
will find that a great deal has been left in. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to say just one word. It 
seems that the Senate put in a number of amendments. Whether 
they were all meritorious or not of course I am not able to say, 
but I am very positive that a number of them were; and here, ten 
hours before the expiration of the Congress, when there is ample 
time, the conferees come back with this bill, having come to an 
agreement, on the plea that the House conferees said they had not 
time to submit it to the House. For one, I should like to see the 
whole bill beaten; and if a majority are willing I am ready to 
join with the majority of the Senate and have the roll called and 
beat the bill. 

Mr. BRICE. I desire to state that as one of the conferees I did 
not agree with the course that was taken by my associates, and 
declined to sign the conference ——— until it had been signed by 
the other members and was ready for return, when I thought 
courtesy to my colleagues required that I should jointhem. Idid 
that after it was an accomplished fact that my colleagues from 
this body and the conferees from the House determined that 
it was better that the bill should pass as it passed the House of 
Representatives, with the recession from substantially all the Sen- 
ate amendments, rather than that the bill should fail. 

That was not my judgment. When the conferees on the part 
of the House refused to take the bill back and allow a vote to 
be taken on the Senate amendments, so far as I was individually 
concerned, I preferred that the bill should fail as an entirety. I 
am of the same opinion still; and I shall vote against concurring 
in the report submitted. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. The Senator did not sign the re- 
port, I understand. 

Mr. — I signed the report after it had become practically 
& report. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Under protest? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under duress? 

Mr. BRICE. Under duress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is precedent for the defeat of de- 
wee appropriation bills, and I think this is an instance where 
it would be very safe to follow the precedent. I believe that so 
much has been given away in conference of righteous, just. and 
honest amendments placed upon the bill by the Senate that the 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, one of the conferees, is an 
excellent one, and that this deficiency bill had better fail, even at 
the risk of an extra session of Congress, although I have no idea 
that that disastrous result would obtain. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. 

Mr. WHITE. Isimply desire to say that the mere fact that 
some of us have lost the claims that we thought should have been 
allowed (and I feel extra poor myself since the report has been 
read) should not induce us to defeat a bill which may bring solace 
to some one else. Therefore I shall vote to adopt the report. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I do not know but that this is a shrewd move- 
ment upon the part of some of the astute Senators upon the other 
side to put this side in the Calvinistic dilemma; and that if we de- 
feat this oe bill under Democratic auspices the Repub- 
licans will have to take up the load in the next Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. Has it passed the jurisdiction of the Senate, 
so that we can not disagree to the report and ask for a further 
conference? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; we can still further insist. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Of course the Senate can agree 
or disagree; and when it has disagreed the Senate will decide 
whether it will ask for a further conference or not. 

Mr. STEWART. I donot think there is any necessity to kill 
the bill. There is plenty of time to have the amendments sub- 
mitted to the House and the Senate be treated with due considera- 
tion in form if we gain nothing in fact. I think it is an exceed- 
ingly bad practice to bring in the bill in the first instance leaving 
out without a reason many claims which Senators believe meri- 
torious. I think we ought to disagree to the report and ask for a 
further conference. I move that the Senate disagree to the report 
and ask for a further conference with the House on the disagree- 


ing votes. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 
from Nevada is not necessary, because the question is, Will the 
Senate concur in the report? If the Senate refuses to concur then 
a a for further insistence and further conference will be in 
order. 

Mr. STEWART. Is not my motion in order? 

Mr. HAWLEY and others. No. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is already before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not in order. 
The question is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference? 

Mr.STEWART. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. en 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). learn that I can 
vote without any inconsistency, and I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Itransfer my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHErson| to 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota {[Mr. HANsBRovuGH}. 

Mr. CULLOM and others (to Mr. PALMER). Vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from New Jersey Nan SMITH] and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MANTLE] and vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lote, Ransom, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Roach, 
Bate, Gordon, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Mitchell of Wis. Vilas, 
Black Gray, Morgan, Walsh, 
Butler, Harris, Palmer, White, 
Caffery, Hill Pasco, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Platt, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Quay, 

NAYS—l4. 
Blanchard, Clark, Manderson, Squire, 
Brice, Dubois, MitchellofOreg. Stewart. 


Cameron, Hawley, Pettigrev, 
Carey. Higgins, Power, 
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NOT VOTING—37. 


Allen, George, Mantle, Smith, 
Burrows, Gibson, —— Tu 
Call, Hale, orrill, Vv 
Camden, Hansbrough, Murphy, 
Coke, Hunton, ‘erkins, as 
Daniel, Irby, Pritchard, Wilson of Iowa 
Davis, Jones of Nev. Proetor, Wilson of Wash. 
Dixon, ae Pugh, 
Dolph, cLaurin, Sherman, 

rye, McPherson, Shoup, 

So the report was concurred in. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the motion for the reconsidera- 
tion of Senate bill 1620. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be 
Stated. 

The SrcrRETARY. A bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery 
traffic through national interstate commerce and the tal 
service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to 
the House amendment to the bill the title of which has been 
stated. The question is omen that motion. 

The motion was 

Mr. HOAR. I now move sh lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ACCOUNTS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2802) to approve a compro- 
mise and settlement between the United States and the State of 
Arkansas. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, it occurs to me that there has 
been a unanimous-consent agreement that pension bills should 
be considered, and I think we are proceeding under that agree- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to consider 
the bill I have indicated. 

Mr. HIGGINS. How much money does it carry? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It proposes that the State of Arkan- 
sas shall pay to the Government $165,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, ‘The amendment heretofore 
proposed by the Senator from a PEFFER] will be stated. 

The SecreTary. At the end of the it is proposed to insert: 


Nothing in this settlement and ¢ ment is intended to or ony nt con- 
nection be held to pay ree the right of the State of Arkansas to assert — 
establish her title to any lands which "ie ted or confirmed to her by 
the said acts approved  Mantemepe r 2, 1855, March 3, ‘tor in so 
far as the same is ceguted by those Dine od any subsequent grant 
made or claimed to have been made, the scope and p of this settlement 
being hereby declared to be the adjustment of ail utes between the 
United States and the State of Arkansas, and to leave quullehunbed bed incidental 
controversies between said State and other parties in which the United 
States is not beneficially interested. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no desire to delay ac- 
tion upon this bill, but I can not give it my support. I know 
nothing of the question raised between the Senators from Arkan- 

sas and the Senator from Kansas about land settlements, but I 
find that the United States by this billis going to release to the 
State of Arkansas a very large sum of money. 

The State owes to the United States on account of the Smith- 
sonian fund $500,000, the interest on which up to October 26, 1861, 
thirty-four years ago, was nae 

The State of Arkansas also owes “to the United States $252,000, 
moneys due to the Chickasaw Indians. The interest on those 
bonds up to January 1, 1895, is $317,000. The total amount of 
bonds and interest which is to be released to the State of Arkan- 
sas, according to the statement I hold in my hand, is $1,611,803.61. 

It will be noticed that the interest on the $500, 000 of ‘Smith- 
sonian bonds is only reckoned up to 1861.. There is said to be an 
opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States that no in- 
terest is due u _— those bonds since 1861, thirty-four years. By 
what process the Attorney-General reached the conclusion that no 
interest was due upon those bonds I do not know, 

No one is Arkansas for this money; there is no dispo- 
sition to crowd the State of Arkansas to make her pay this money; 
and there is therefore no haste about this settlement. The State 
of Arkansas is to pay for this release $160,000 in money, and, be- 
side that, it is to eienher tothe United States some swamp lands, 
the complications of which I do not understand; but I ae not be- 
lieve, when there is no pressure being brought to bear upon the 
State of in connection with this lo loan, _ we no ant at 
this hour of the session to take oP so important a bill 
pass it. Iam therefore against its passage. 


va ne Is the consideration of the bill still open to ob- 
jection 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill has already been taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question been p 
sented to the Senate, and. by unanimous consent th the bow has ion 
taken up for consideration, the pending en the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from FFER}. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the amendment will | a voted down. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not like so much discrimination in treat- 
ing different sections of the country in relation to the claims which 
they present. I am tired of it. When the claims of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada, which are more meritorious than those 
which have been allowed to Texas and Missouri, and the nonpay- 
ment of which has embarrassed my State so much, a claim for 
money expended in a time when they were called upon by the offi- 
cersof the Government to aid in the suppression of the rebellion— 
we are told that those’claims can not have the dignity of being 
allowed to go before the House of Representatives for considera- 
tion, and that, too, after all the efforts we have made. At the 
same time, under the same bill, other States secure la: amounts 
of money; Texas, for example, getting a million dol for its 
Indian war ciaims subsequently to the rebellion. I think it pretty 
hard that these claims should be continually granted to other 
States: and such discrimination made against the Pacific Coast. 
In view of that I do not think that this case, which does not come 
before-us with the report of a committee—— 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, yes, it does. 

x STEWART. What committee of the Senate has reported 
i 
Mr. BERRY. The Committee on Public Lands has unani- 


moush ae it. 

Mr. STEWART. The Committee on Public Lands of the House 
did eee report it. 

Y.. I beg the Senator’s pardon; they did report it. 

Mr STEWART. ot unanimously. 

Mr. BERRY. The Committee on Public Lands of the House 
re in its favor. 

r. STEWART. But there is a minority report. I am not in 
the habit of obstructing legislation, but I can not consent—— 

Mr. CULLO I do not think we can settle this bill to-night. 

Mr. BERRY. I hopethe Senator from Nevada will allow us to 
take a vote. 

Mr. STEWART. There are times when I feel it my duty to 
call attention to the discrimination and the injustice with which 

—— section has been treated after having labored so long. 

BERRY. Does the Senator think I am in anywise respon- 
sible for the report of the committee of conference to which he 
has referred? 

Mr. STEWART. No, youare not responsible, but the Congress 
of the United States is responsible; somebody is responsible for 
turning a deaf ear to a whole section of the country, and it is time 
that that section should take care of itself, 

We have sat here and voted money to other sections without 
interfering with their requests. The Senators from. the Pacific 
Coast have been most liberal to those of other sections, and have 
been most ces: and it is an by this Con that section 
should be treated in the way it has been by Congress and. by 
a ngresses. At every session silos come in from other 

tes which receive favorable consideration. 

In this case the minority report of the Committee on Public 
Lands of the House of Representatives, which to me seems very 
important el which ought to challenge the attention of the 
Senate, is ed by six members of the committee, and I think the 
Senate had better understand the objections to this bill before it 
is passed. I find in the minority report the following: 


We, the unierstened, members of the Committee on the Publie Lands 
feel constrained to dissent from the report of the majority of the committee 


into the Union. It would — that as important a neater as the should be 
exami with due care by the committee. ee authorized a con- 
, which should have no binding effect until approved by 


reservation was pet = the act in order that the 
and ne — transaction a suitable an examination. 
We have no vaet this, as the matter was first heard in the commit- 
tee on.the 27th of February, 1895, with only three da: yas remaining of the ae, 
sion of Congress; but ¢t from a report of the Secretary of the Treasury and of 
the Secretary of of the Interior and the accompanying statement of certain 
= does seem to us that the settlement is not a iia iainer-ete 


Governmen 
orthe Government held the bonds of Arkansas for large amounts 

bonds were held as trust funds, and must be made by the United Sinton 
In making this settlement the interest is compu upon ns eae onl 
the date of maturity. <A very large number of them matw in 1861. Ire 
settlement gives away thirty-four years’ interest on aoe ps tions. Un- 
der this con these bonds are to be treated as paid because of the fact that 
the United Government has sold land, claimed to be swamp lands, 


which sales were made many years ago, at the Government price of per 
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in lieu thereof, and that the said lands now Rewer ears Thus, 
e value 


, should 
by stopping the interest on the bonds and computing that of the 
lands ve increased fourfold, the rights of the Government have been cut off 
th ways. 


The report shows that 7,673,565.16 acres of swamp land have all been pat- 
ented to the State, amounting to nearly 12,000 square miles. The enormous 
quantity of lands thus patented as swamp lands would indicate that Arkan- 
sas has not been unjustly dealt with in the certification of such but 
owing to the shortness of the time given to consider the matter it is impos- 
sible for us to examine the question from the reeords. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. STEWART. I will. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want to ask the Senator if his pur- 

is to prevent action u the bill. Ido not want to put the 
Sar im ths war of other This is the fifth time I have 
asked for its consideration, and I should be glad to have a vote 
upon it; but I do not want to be unkind to other Senators, and I 
will not be in the way of others, anxious as I am to have the bill 
passed, and earnest as I am to have it done. If it is the purpose 
of the Senator to prevent the passage of the bill I will leave 
to withdraw the uest for its consideration; but I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon his objection, but will allow us to 
have a vote. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think this bill ought to pass without 
mature consideration. I think it ought to have been brought here 
earlier in the session so that we might have had an opportunity to 
examine and discuss it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then let us have a vote. If other 
Senators are ready to vote let us vote on the bill, and if it is voted 
down that will be the end of it. 

Mr. BERRY. All we ask is a vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not wish to stand in the way of 
other Senators. 

Mr. STEWART. I think Senators would like to know some- 
thing about the bill before they vote uponit. I think a bill of this 
kind ought to be maturely considered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the request for unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill, but I want to say it is an 
outrage of the gravest kind against the sovereign State of Arkan- 
sas in the interest of a corporation, and that it is an iniquity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request for the considera- 
tion of the bill is withdrawn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Re mtatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Townes, its Chief Clerk, announced the House had passed a 
bill (A. R. 8988) to admit antitoxine free of duty; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

OUTER BAR OF BRUNSWICK, GA. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I wish to appeal to the Senate 
to allow a bill to pass which is of great moment to the State of 
Georgia and to commerce generally.. It is Order of Business 1052. 

I wish to say, as I said yesterday, that I have not troubled the 
Senate, and I have yielded time and time again, when I had the 
right to the floor, in order to facilitate the public business. This 
is a very important bill. It is simply for the idening of the bar 
at Brunswick on the same basis precisely agreed to by the Senate 
at its last session, without changing one particle the basis of re- 
muneration, and without advancing one dollar by the Govern- 
ment for the work. 

bre PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S.2721) toamend the river and harbor 
act of August 7, 1894, providing for improving the outer bar of 
Brunswick, Ga. 

The PRESIDENT _ tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Is it a House bill or a Senate bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. <A Senate bill. 

Mr. STEWART. thought the understanding was that we 
should not consider Senate bills. 

Mr. GORDON. I should not have consented to that, because 
there was an understanding between the Senate and myself four 
days ago that this bill should be considered. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam not going to object. Iwanted to know 
what the bill was. 

Mr. GORDON. It is simply for widening the outer bar of 
Brunswick, Ga. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That bill was included in the agreement. 

Mr. GORDON. I called attention to it at the time the agree- 
— was made, and I am satisfied there is no objection to the 


Mr. STEWART. I do not make any objection. ‘ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, on page 2, line 2, before 
the word “act,” to strike out “this” and insert “ said;” after the 
word‘ act,” to insert “of 1894,” and in line 5, before the word 
‘**reaches,” to strike out “depths” and insert ‘“‘channel;” so as to 


That an act entitled “An act yapbing equeeupintions for the construction 
repair, and preservation of certain publie works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other — ” received by the President AnguSt 7, 1894, and which be- 
came a law without his signature, be amended as to the item of said act pro- 

for im: the outer bar of Bruinswick, Ga., by adding after the 
words “ outer bar,” in the third line of said item, on the fifth page of saidact, 
the “For each width of 100 feet of at least as great depth 
as the least depth existing in the channel 100 feet wide, across said bar at the 
te of a> of said act of 1894, procured and certified as hereinafter 
provided, additional sums of $30,000 i 
channel reaches 500 feet.” 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ; 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, line 5, before 
the word “‘ act,” to strike out “‘this” and insert “‘said,” and im the 
same line, after the word “act,” to insert ‘of 1894;” so as to read: 

And that said item be further amended by striking out the words “and not 
otherwise,” in the twenty-fifth line of said item, and by adding after the word 
“bar,” in the twenty-sixth line of said item, the words ‘‘and removing ma- 
terial therefrom;” so that the item as amended shall read as follows: 

ae the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., $30,000, the whole of which 
shall be paid to C. P. Goodyear for depth of water heretofore obtained over 
said outer bar, and for each additional width of 100 feet of at least as great depth 
as the least depth existing in the channel 100 feet wide, across saidibar at tho 
date of the = of said act of 1894, procured and certified as hereinafter 
—_ additional sums of $30,000 shall be paid, until the total width of such 

epths reach 500 feet.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill wasordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CASH ENTRIES OF OFFERED LANDS, 


Mr. MARTIN. [I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
Se the bill (H. RB. 4244) to confirm cash entries of offered 
ands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the consideration of-that bill, Mr. 
President. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

=, \eehaamngmeccan Imove that the Senate take a recess until 9.30 
o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will allow me to ask the 
Senate to consider and pass a small pension bill for an old Indian 
woman. 

Mr. STEWART. The understanding was that we should pass 
pension bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill is for the benefit of an old Indian 
woman who was captured when she was a child. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest that the motion to takea 
recess is in violation of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senators have stated to me that it was not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The unanimous-consent agreement was 
that after the Indian appropriation bill was disposed of unob- 
jected House bills should be taken up on the call of Senators, 
and House bills where Senate bills of the same character had been 

assed by the Senate. That was the distinct understanding. and 
ir peal to Senators to allow the unanimous-consent agreement 
to be earried out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be impossible, then, for the Senate 
to take a recess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We should have to stay in session all night 
under that construction of the agreement. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska 
a do not think there was such an agreement as he has indi- 
ea 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the agreement be read and then we 
shall see what has been agreed to. 

= —— I am satisfied there is no such agreement 
as that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Letit be read and that will be better than 
the Senator’s remembrance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


be paid, until the total width ef sach 


Presrpine Orricer. The Senator from Maryland asks the unanimous 
consent of the Senate that the vote upon the amendments to the navai ap- 


propriation bill and on the bill be taken not later than 10 o’clock, but that if 
it is finished before that time the vote shall proceed, and that al! House bills 
shall be considered —— 
Mr. GoRMAN. Unobjected Honse bills. 
iInG OFFICER. That unobjected House bills shall be considered. 
Mr. GorMAN. And all Senate bills that have come from the other House 
*” cs ed = ie 2 


3B 
Mr. DANIEL. I merely wish to say this: Suppose Senators should desire to 
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bring up a new bill that has not passed either House. I understand thatsuch 
an agreement would cut him off. It seems to me that it would be better to 
leave it to the discretion of the Senate, without ruling out any bill. 


+ e ~ © oe © 


Mr. GorRMAN. Let me appeal to my friend from Virginia to permit us to 
make this agreement. I have been here, as has the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and others, practically for the last two days. 


*« 2 2 o % * of 


Mr. Harris. [should like to suggest to the Senator from Maryland, or 
rather to ask, why we should extend the time to 10 o’clock? Why not let us 
goosees with the appropriation bill up to9 o'clock, with the understanding 

hat it will be disposed of at that time 


© e * e au - oo” 


Mr. GoRMAN. My request is not later than 10. If we can reach a vote at 9 
or half past 9 or a quarter of 10 it will be taken. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not object to that, but I object to cutting Senators off 
from having bills considered. 

Mr. Harris. Then let us take a recess until a quarter after 8 o'clock, and 
I should be glad to have an agreement to take the vote upon the bill at the 
earliest hour that Senators can consent to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not earlier than half past 9. 

Mr. GorRMAN. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that if he would 
ask unanimous consent to have his bill considered he would no doubt secure 
it, and that is the only ee he can get his bill through. : 

Mr. DANIEL. [ merely did not wish to agree to anything which might 
estop me from asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. GorMAN. That would not prevent the Senate from proceeding by 
unanimous consent. Anymns can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DANTEL. I make no further objection. 

Mr. GorMAN. I hope that will be accepted. 

Mr. Wo.corr. Would the agreement prevent the calling up of the question 
of the appuintment of the delegates to the international monetary confer- 
ence? > 

Mr. GorMAN. 1 understand it would not preclude any business that is con- 
fined to the Senate itself. I only referred to bills. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Unobjected bills. 

Mr. GoRMAN. Unobjected bills. 

Mr. Wo.coTt. This is not an unobjected bill. 

Mr. GorMAN. Butit is a matter pertaining to the Senate itself as the mat 
ter of selecting a committee. ' 

Mr. Hoar. I want to be quite sure (but I believe the Senator from Mary- 
land stated very clearly as I understand it myself) that his word ‘uno 
jected” applies to House bills but is not included in that part of the stipula- 
ee which relates to Senate bills that have been acted on by the other 

ouse. 

Mr. GoRMAN. Any bill of the Senate that has been acted on by the House 
and is pending here for amendment. That is what I mean. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is nothing against a recess. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iask thatthe first page of the report beread. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. GorMAN. I now ask unanimous consent that at or before 10 o'clock 
the debate upon the pending bill, the naval appropriation bill, shall close. 
It may cease prior to 10 o’clock, but Iask that not later than 10 o’clock the 
vote 8 at taken without further debate upon all the amendments and 
upon the bill. 

Sir. SHERMAN. Why not vote now? 

Mr. GoRMAN. That is impossible. We must take a recess for an hour or 
two. 

Mr. LopGs. We can vote now. 

Mr. GorMAN. And I ask that after that House bills unobjected to and Sen- 
ate bills that have been acted on by the other House ma considered. 

Mr. Lopes. Why can we not vote now on the appropriation bill? 

Mr. GorRMAN. It is impossible to do it now,I will say tothe Senator. I ask 
the Senate to agree that those unobjected bills considered, ther 
with what other business pertaining to the Senate may come in, after the ap- 

ropriation bill is passed. If this is agreed to I shall ask that a recess may 
be taken until half past 8 o'clock. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Enough has been read. It shows exactly 
what I stated, that after the naval appropriation bill was finished 
unobjected House bills and Senate bills, like bills having passed 
the House, should be considered. There was no proposition in the 
agreement—— : a : 

Mr.COCKRELL. _ There is no proposition against a recess. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Wait one moment until I finish the sen- 
tence. There was no proposition that in the midst of carrying out 
the unanimous-consent agreement thera should be a recess. 

Mr.DANIEL. There was not. oe 

Mr.COCKRELL. There was no proposition that there should 
not be a recess. : . 

Mr.DANIEL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The interpretation put upon the unanimous- 
consent agreement by the Senator from Nebraska would keep the 
Senate in continuous session until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. GALLINGER. There is no harm in 


that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would do harm to the clerks and to those 
who take care of the bills. 

Mr. MANDERSON. They have frequently stood the strain be- 
fore under like circumstances. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Missouri is going to make 
his motion I hope he will makeit. If he isnot, Iask the Senate to 
take up the bili I have indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that it 
has no power to enforce a unanimous: consent agreement. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I made the motion to take a recess, but some 
Senators appear to think it is opposed to the agreement. I will 





state that the bill will not get to the President to be signed. Itis 
time thrown away for nothing. There will not be anything 
gained by it. 

Mr.DANIEL. I hope the Senator will allow us to go on and 


try. 

Yr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will take up the bill I have 
indicated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land will state his question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have aconstruction put upon 
the agreement under which we are now proceeding. I understand 
that the bills are to be considered under the eighth rule. If it is 
not so understood they certainly should be considered under that 
rule, in order that objection may be interposed at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no provision in the 
consent agreement that the bills are to be considered under Rule 
VIII. If there had been it would have been announced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that all bills hereafter taken up 
shall be considered under the eighth rule. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we are to transact business it must be in 
an orderly and methodical way. I do not know but that I shall 
want to talk more than five minutes. It depends entirely upon 
what the bill is. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator can object to the considera- 
tion of any bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri ob- 
jects . the request of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6816) to amend the title of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Suburban Railway Company. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall object to any bill of that character. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is all agreed upon by everybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not care. 

aden PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
objects. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will reconsider the matter. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. POWER. I present the credentials of Hon. Thomas H. 
Carter, chosen by the legislature of the State of Montana a Sena- 
tor from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. I 
will state that these are the corrected credentials, and I wish to 
withdraw those formerly presented. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


ISSUANCE OF BONDS, , 


Mr. POWER presented a memorial of the legislative assembly 
of the State of Montana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 


(Telegram. ] 
HELENA, Mont., March 3, 1895. 
[House joint memorial No. 9. Introduced by Mr. Tallant.]} 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.: 


We, your memorialists, the fourth legislative assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas the President of the United States and other prominent officials 
S — rs have suggested the issuance of a large amount of United States 

nds; an 

Whereas the country is nowin a condition of peace and the most produc- 
tive and recuperative nation on earth; and 

Whereas believing such issue of bonds would be detrimental to the pros- 
perity of the vast majority of the citizens of the country, and would eventu- 
ally bear especially hard upon the most numerous and rer class of our 
people wherever residing throughout the land, and could only in any event 
inure to the advantage of the wealthy capitalists and money powers of this 
country and Europe: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That 
we sincerely and earnestly protest against the Government of the United 
States issuing bonds as has been recommended; and 

Be it resolved, That we request the Senators and Member of Congress from 
this State to use their best efforts and all honorable means to prevent the 
peeanae of any act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

tates to issue United States bonds at this time and under existing circum- 
stances. 

W. H. SWEET, 
Speaker of the House. 
ALEXANDER C. BOTKIN, 
President of the Senate. 


DISTRICT SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. Se) is willing to withdraw his objection to the bill 
I asked leave to call up a few moments ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to withdraw the objection upon 
the solicitation of a large number of Senators who seem to be in- 
terested in the measure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lI call up the bill (H. R. 6816) to awend the 
title of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company, 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded _to consider the bill. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to submit a substitute for the bill 
as it was aa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will be read. 


The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the whole bill be read, so that we may 
know what is to be stricken out. I want to understand it. It is 
a very important measure. I want to have the bill read. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. We have plenty of time. 

Mr. DANIEL. This is the matter of the suburban road bill 
which I called up several —_ ago, and which was objected to 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. It has been ex- 
amined by the Committee on the District of Columbia; it is rec- 
ommended by the District Commissioners, and there were certain 
objections to it on the part of Senators which are now withdrawn 
because of changes in the route of the railroad and the limitations 
put upon its passage into the city which obviate all the criticisms 
and objections heretofore made to it. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will not retard its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not had an opportunity to readit. I 
generally read such bills before they come up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator of course has no interest in 
the original House bill, which it is not proposed to pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know what the Senator proposes 
to strike out. I may prefer what is to be stricken out to what is 
proposed to be substituted for it. 

r. HARRIS (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). I wish to state to 
the Senator from Missouri that we have had some controversy 
here between two or three railroad companies as to the charter 
that should be granted. Every one of the contending parties has 
agreed upon a line; it is perfectly satisfactory to the Commis- 
sioners of the District,to the District Committee, and to every 

rty in interest, and it is reflected in the substitute which the 
Denaner from New Hampshire asks may be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
there will be any ha. to the eo interest in passing the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis what.we — to protect. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, so 
far as I have known its objects and purposes, and I have been 
connected with it for eighteen years, has consulted the public in- 
terest rather than the interest of any other party or parties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the Senator from Tennessee makes 
those remarks applicable to this icular bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee intends to make 
them absolutel anes to this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not objecting to the bill, but I want 
to understand what is going on. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the original bill be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Missouri wants all of the 
original bill read, of course he has that right, and I shall not ob- 
ject. 

: The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Missouri to allow 
the substitute that the District of Columbia Commissioners recom- 
mend, that all the parties in interest agree to, and that the District 
Committee has reported, to be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Tennessee and other Sen- 
ators know perfectly well that the Senate is not in a condition at this 
late hour to pass bills indiscriminately. Senators say we can not 
take a recess. A question was raised which prevented the Senate 
from taking a recess. Now, I do not know of any better business 
that the Senate could be engaged in than reading the bill. I want 
it to go through, but there is plenty of time to read the original 
bill and to read the substitute, and then it will gothrough. I 
think the Senate will employ its time much better in doing that 
than it would be in doing something else. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
say so, I have sat here for days and nights, and in respect to a 
great many matters that I have had no opportunity to thoroughly 
examine for myself I have trusted him and his committee in re- 
spect to those matters which pertain to their jurisdiction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I had sup 
was an understanding that 
to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is mistaken as to 
the unanimous consent that was given. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask it now. 

Several S—NaTORS. Re r order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called for 
and the reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 


sed that some two hours ago there 
e pension bills should be considered 


Mr. DANIEL. I think enough of the bill has been read to sat- 
isfy the Senator from Missouri. 

- COCKRELL. I now ask that the reading of the original 
bill be dispensed with and that the substitute be read. I wish to 
ask the Senator from New Hampshire about the change that is 
made in the route of this road. I see, comparing the two bills, 
that this road is not to come into the city. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that true? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is simply to come to the boundary, and 
there a transfer arrangement has been made with three other 


Mr. COCKRELL. Itisin pursuance of the general policy which 
has been attempted to be enforced here in the District to keep the 
suburban roads from running into the District and requiring them 
to connect with the city roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So as to prevent the tearing up of streets 
and avenues in the city. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. I will state to the Sena- 
tor further, lest the question should: be raised again, that there 
has been a controversy between the roads. The Columbia road 
desires to extend its tracks out to Benning, and we have put a pro- 
vision on the amendment giving them that route, and also allow- 
ing the Eckington road to make a little extension up near the 
Soldiers’ Home. All the parties are agreed that those amendments 
should go on the substitute bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I heard a number of Senators objecting to 
the original bill. They agree to the substitute? 

Mr. GALLINGER. eo all agree to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the substitute be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute reported by the 
committee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and 
insert: 


That an act entitled “An act to incorporate the District of Columbia Sub- 
urban Railway Com A approved July 5, 1892, be amended so as to read: 

“Sec. 1. That Ric K. Cralle, Charles E. Creecy, John T. Mitchell, M. F. 
Morris, J. W. Denver, L. G. Hine, Gilbert Moyer, S. E. Mudd, Robert A. 
Howard, W. I. Hill, John W. Childress, J. F. Kenney, D. W. Glassie, Harry 
Barton, Philemon W. Chew, T. C. Daniel, G. P. Davis, Jere Johnson, and L 
C. Loomis, and their associates, successors, and assigns. are hereby created 
a body = by the name, style, and title of ‘The District of Columbia 
Suburban ilway Company,’ and by that name shall have epee suc- 
cession, and shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be imple ed, defend 
and be defended, in all courts of law and equity within the United States, and 
may make and havea common seal. And said corporation is hereby author- 
ized to construct and lay down a single or double track railway, as may be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, with necessary 
switches, turn-outs, and other mechanical devices, in the District of Colum- 
bia, through and along the following routes: Beginning at the dividing line 
between the District of Columbia and the State of Maryland on the Bladens- 
burg road, and running thence along the said road to the junction of Florida 
avenue and Fifteenth street northwest. 

“Also beginning at the junction of Bunker Hill road and Twelfth street in 
Brookland, and running south on Twelfth street to Dahlgren Circle; thence 
by such line as may be authorized by said Commissioners to Mount Olivet 
road at its intersection with Twelfth street east extended; thence along the 
Mount Olivet road to the Bladensburg road. 

“Also beginning at the junction of Emporia and Twenty-fourth streets in 
Langdon, on Twenty-fourth and Cincinnati streets to Twenty-second street; 
thence on Twenty-second street and Chapel road to Baltimore street; thence 
on Baltimore street to Eighteenth street; alsoon Chapel road from Baltimore 
street to Bladensburg road by single track. The crossing of said road over 
the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad shall be constructed in accord- 
ance with plans approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
The said company shall keep the space between its tracks, and 2 feet outside 
its tracks, in such condition as may be required by said Commissioners. And 
whenever the roadway of any street or road occupied by the said railway 
company is widened, one-half the cost of widening and the improvement of 
such widened part shali be charged tothe said railway company and collected 
from said company in the same manner as the cost of laying or repairing 
pavements lying between the exterior rails of the tracks of street railways 
and for a distance of 2 feet from and exterior to such track or tracks on each 
side thereof is collectible under the provisions of section 5 of the act entitled 
‘An act providing a permanent form of government for the District of Colum- 
bia,’ approved June 11, 1878. Before said railway shall be constructed on any 
country road of less than 66 feet in width said country road shall be widened 
to the width of 66 feet at the cost and expense of said company, and said 
widened part shall be dedicated to the use of 
the highway before the company shall be allowe 


the public and become a part of 


to oceupy said road. The 


tracks of the said road shall laid at one side of, and wholly outside of, the 
macadamized roadway of the Bladensburg road. 

‘Sec. 2. That said company may run public carriages propelled py over- 
head electric or trolley power. 

“Where the said railway is operated by overhead wires the corporation 
shall furnish and maintain such lights along its line as the Commissioners 






of the District of Columbia may direct, without cost to t! 
bia. For the p of making a continuous connecti s 
shall have the right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways necessary for 
this purpose: Provided, That whenever the foregoing route or routes may 
coincide with the route or routes of any duly ious porated street-railway 
company in the District of Columbia the tracksshall be used by both compa- 
nies, which are hereby authorized and empowered to use such tracks in com 
mon, upon such fair and equitable terms as may be agreed upon by said com- 
es; and in the event the said companies fail to agree upon equitable 
rms either of said companies may apply by petition to the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, which shall immediately provide for proper 
notice toand hearing of all parties interested, and shall have power to deter- 
mine the terms and conditions upon which and the regulations under which 
the company hereby incorporated shall be entitled so to use and enjoy the 
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track of such other street-railway company and the amount and manner of 
compensation to be — therefor: And provided further, That neither of the 
companies using such tracks in common shall be permitted to make the track 
80 used in common the me oe or general stopping place to await passengers, 
but shall only be entitled to use the same for the ordinary passage of its cars, 
with the ordinary halts for taking up and dropping off passengers: Provided, 
That this shall not a or interfere with any station already established 
on any existing lines; that said corporation is authorized and empowered to 
propel its cars over the line of any other road or roads which may be in the 
alignment with and upon such steosta as may be covered by the route or 
routesas prescribed in this act in accordance with the conditions hereinbefore 
contained; and that this corporation shall construct and repair such portions 
of its road as may be upon the line or routes of any other road thus used; 
and in case cf any disagreement with any company whose line of road is thus 
used such disagreement may be determined summarily upon the application of 
either road in any court in said District having competent jurisdiction. 
Whenever more than one of the tracks of said railway shall be constructed 
on any of the public highways in the District the width of space between the 
tracks shall not exceed 4 feet, unless otherwise ordered by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 3. That said company shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 
cents per passenger for any distance on its route within the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the said company may make arrangements with all existing 
railway companies in the District of Columbia for the interchange of tickets 
in ae bape of fare on its road: Provided, That within the District limits six 
tickets shall be sold for 25 cents: Provided further, That the Columbia Rail- 
road Company, the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, and 
the Metropoli Railway Company are hereby respectively authorized and 
required to transfer to and receive passengers from the said District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway for 3 cents for each transfer in addition to the 
regular fare, of which maid additional charge of 3 cents the District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway shall receive 2 cents and urban roads shall receive 
leent. It is hereby d to be the purpose of this act that passengers 
starting at the Conter Market or from intermediate points shall be trans- 
ferred from either the an and Soldiers’ Home Railway or from the 
Metropolitan Raiiway over the Columbia Road to and over the District of 
Columbia Suburban Railway, and vice versa, for 3 cents in addition to the 
regular fare, of which 3 cents the District of Columbia Suburban Railroad 
shall receive 2 cents and the urban roads 1 cent. 3 

“For the pariaes of said transfers the Columbia Railroad and the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railroad from Massachusetts avenue to the Center 
Market and the Columbia Railroad and the Metropolitan Railroad from New 
York avenue to the Center Market shall be considered one line. 

“Sec 4. That said company shall, on or before the Ist of February of each 
year, make a report to conanenn, through the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of 
stock held by each, together with a detailed statement of the bonded and 
other indebtedness and the receipts and ex pencitures, from whatever source 
and on whatever account, for the preceding year ending December the Slst, 
and such other facts as may be required by any general law of the District 
of Columbia, which report shall be verified, b davit of the president and 
secretary of said company, and if said prea is not made at the time speci- 
fied or within ten days thereafter, such failure shall, of itself, operate asa 
forfeiture of this charter, and it shall be the duty of the Commissioners to 
cause to be instituted r judicial proceedings therefor; and said com- 
pany shall pay to the ct of Columbia, in lieu of personal taxes upon per- 
sonal property, including cars and motive power, each year, 4 per cent of 
its gross earnings, which amount shall be payable to the collector of taxes at 
the time and in the manner that other taxes are now due and payable, and 
subject to the same pe on arrears; and the franchise and eos 
said company, both real and personal, toa sufficient amount may be seized 
and sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided by law for the of other 

roperty for taxes; and said 4 per cent of its gross earnings shall be in 
fien of all other assessments of personal taxes upon its property used solely 
and exclusively in the operation and management of said railway. Its real 
estate shall be taxed as other real estate in the District: Provided, That its 
tracks shall not be taxed as real estate: saudea kel ‘urther, That the pay- 
ment of the said 4 per cent of its gross shall not be uired dur- 
ing the period of five years after the commencement of the operation of any 
part of the said railroad. 

“Suo. 5. That the said railway shall be constructed of good materials and 
in asubstantial and durabie manner, with the rails of the most orm pat- 
tern, to be approved by the Commissioners of the said District, laid upon an 
even surface with the pavement of the street, and the gauge to correspond 
with that of other city railways. And all plans relating to the location and 
construction of said railway shall be subject to the approval of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, or their successors, and all work shall at 
all times be subject to their supervision. The said corporation shall, from 
time to time, de t with the collector of taxes, District of Columbia, such 
amounts as may eemed necessary by said Commissioners to cover cost of 
inspection, supervision, pavement, and repairs. 

“Saxo. 6. tthe ene ee eet shall be bound to keep said 
tracks, and for the space of 2 feet beyond outer rails thereof, and also the 
space between the tracks, at all times in as order as the streets and high- 
ways through which it passes ee to val of the said Commis- 
sicners, without to the United States or to the District of Columbia. 

“Sno. 7. by a nD in i = ae the ese + 8 
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main, fixture, or a atus. The said railroad shall be subject to the require- 
ments of section 15 of the act of Congress approved February 28, 1891, en- 
titled ‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia.’ The said company shall, before commencing 
work on said railroad on such street, deposit with the Treasurer of the 
United States to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct such sum as the Sec- 
retary of War may consider necessary to defray all the expenses that may 
be incurred by the United States in connection with the inspection of the 
work of construction of said railroad on such street, and in making good any 
damages done by said company or its works, or by any of its contracting 
agents, to any of said mains, fixtures, or apparatus, and in completing, asthe 
Secretary of War may deem necessary, any of the work that the id com- 
pany may neglect or refuse to complete and that the Secretary of War ma 
consider necessary for the safety of said mains, fixtures, or apparatus; an 
the said company shall also deposit as aforesaid such further sums for said 
purposes at such times as the Secretary of War may consider necessary: Pro- 
vided, That the said sum shall be disbursed like other moneys appropriated 
for the Washington Aqueduct, and that whatever shall remain of said de- 
posits at the end of one year after the completion of said railroad in such 
street shall be returned to said company on the order of the Secretary of 
War, with an account of its disbursement in detail: And provided also, 
disbursements of said deposits shall, except in cases of emergency, be made 
only on the order of the Secretary of War. The exercise of the rights by this 
act granted are to terminate at the pleasure of the Secretary of War in case 
of persistent neglect by said company, or by its successors, tomake the depos- 
ie. or to comply with any of the conditions, requirements, and regulations 
oresaid. 

“Sc. 9. That it shall also be lawful for said corporation, its successors or as- 
signs, to erect and maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along its 
lines as may seem most desirable to the board of directors of the said cor- 
pereties and subject to the approval of the said Commissioners, an engine 

ouse or houses, boiler house, and all other buildings necessary for the suc- 
cessful operation of a cable-motor, electric. pneumatic, or other railroad, and 
may eaeene. or construct such ticket offices, workshops, depots, and lands 
as may be necessaryat such points on its line as may be approved by the said 
Commissioners. 

“Sno. 10, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may make 
such regulations as to rate of speed, mode of use of tracks, and removal of 
ice and snow as in their judgment the interest and convenience of the public 
mayrequire. Acorporation whose servants or agents willfully or negligent 
violate such an ordinance or regulation as aforesaid shall be liable fo said 
Commissioners for a penal not exceeding $500. 

“Suc. ll. That the line of said railway company shall be commenced within 
six months and completed, with cars running regularly thereon, within two 

ears from the passage of this act. Failure to complete the said road within 

time specified in this section shall operate asa repeal of this charter. 

“Suzo. 12. That said company is hereby authorized to issue its capital stock 
toan amount not to exceed $100,000, in shares of $100 each. Said company 
shall require the subscribers to the capital stock to pay in cash to the treas- 
urer appointed by the corporators the amounts severally subscribed by them 
as follows, namely: Ten per cent at the time of subscribing and the balance 
of such subscription to paid at such times and in such amounts as the 
board of directors may require; and no subscription shall be deemed valid 
unless 10 per cent thereof shall be paid at the time of subscribing as herein- 
before provided; and if any stockholder shall refuse or neglect to pay any 
installment as aforesaid, or as regres by the resolution of the board of 
directors, after reasonable notice of the same, the said board of directors may 
sell at public auction, to the highest bidder, so many shares of his stock as 
shall pay said installments, and the person who offers to purchase the least 
number of shares for the assessment due shall be taken to be the highest bid- 
der, and such sale shall be conducted under such general regulations as may 
be adopted in the by-laws of said company; but no stock shall be sold for less 
than the total assessments due and payable; or said corporation may sue and 
collect the same from my delinquent subscriber in any court of competent 
jurisdiction: Provided, That it shall not be lawful for said company to issue 

ds and stock to an amount in excess of the actual cost of construction and 
equipment of said road, and the amountof said bonds shall be determined by 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

“Sc. 13. That within thirty days after the sage of this act the corpora- 
tors named in the first section, their associates, successors, or assigns, or a 
majority of them, or, if any refuse or neglect to act, then a majority of the 
remainder, shall meet at some convenientand accessible place in the District 
of Columbia for the organization of said company and for the receiving sub- 
scriptions to the capital stock of the company: Provided, That every sub- 
scriber shall pay at the time of subscribing 10 per cent of the amount by him 
subscribed to the treasurer appointed by the corporators, or his subscription 
shall be null and void: Provided further, That nothing shall be received in 
payment of the 10 per cent at the time of subscribing except lawful money or 
certified checks from any established national bank. And when the books of 
subscription to the capital stock of said company shall be closed the corpora- 
tors named in the first section, their associates, successors, or assigns, or a 
majority of them, and in case any of them refuse or neglect to act, then a 
majority of the remainder, shall, within twenty days thereafter, call the first 
meeting of the stockholders of said com y to meet within ten days there- 
after for the choice of directors, of which public notice shall be given for five 
days in two daily rene rs published in the city of eae: and by 

tten personal notice mailed to the address of each s lider by the 
clerk of the corporation; and in all mee of the stockholders each noon 
shall entitle the holder to one vote, to be given in person or by proxy: Pro- 
vided, That the charter or franchise herein granted shall not be sold or trans- 
ferred to any company or person ,until the road shall have been fully con- 
structed. 

“Sec. 14. That the said company shall place first-class cars on said rail- 
ways, with all the modern improvements for the convenience and comfort 
of —— , and shall run cars thereon as often as the public convenience 
may req ; the time-table or schedule of time to be approved by the said 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Every failure to comply with 
the conditions of this section shall render the said ration liable to a 
fine of $50, to be recovered in any court of competent j ction at the suit 
of the Commissioners of said District. 

“Sxc. 15. That the said company shall furnish and maintain passenger houses 
as required by the Co: ioners of the District of Columbia. Every fail- 
ure to comply with the conditions of this section shall render the said cor- 

to a fine of $50, to be recovered in any court of competent 
urisdiction at the suit of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 16. Thatall articles of value that may be inadvertently left in any of 
the cars or other vehicles of said company taken to its principal de- 
pot and entered in a book of record of unclaimed which book shall be 
open to the inspection of the public at all reasonable hours of business. 

‘““Szco. 17. That the government and direction of affairs of the company 
shall be vested in a board of directors, nine in number, the majority of whom 
shall be residents of the District of Columbia, who shall be stockholders of 
record, and who shall hold their office for one year, and untilothers are duly 
elected and qualified to take their places as directors; and the said directors 
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(a majority of whom shall be a quorum) shall elect one of their number to be 
president of the board, who also be president of the company, and they 
shall also choose a vice-president, a secretary, and treasurer, who shall give 
bond with surety to said company in such sum as the said directors may re- 
quire for the faithful discharge of his trust. In the case of a vacancy in 
board of directors by the death, resignation, er otherwise of any director the 
vacancy occasioned thereby shall be filled by the remaining directors. 

“Sec. 18. That the directors shall have the power to make and prescribe 
such by-laws, rules, and regulations as they shall deem needful and proper 
touching the disposition and management of the steck, property, estate, and 
effects of the company, not contrary to the charter or to the laws of the 
United States and the ordinances of the District of Columbia. 

“SEc. 19. That there shall be at least anannual meeting of the stockholders 
for choice of directors, to be holden at such time and P ace, under such con- 
ditions, and upon such notice as the said ey in their by-laws may pre- 
scribe; and said directors shall annually e areport in writing of their 
doings to the stockholders. ‘ 

“Suc. 20. That the said company shall have at all times the free and _unin- 
terrupted use of its roadway, and if any paren or persons shall willfully, 
mischievously, and unnecessarily obstruct or impede the passage of cars of 
said railway company with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or inany man- 
ner molest or interfere with passengers or operatives while in transit, or de- 
stroy or injure the cars of said railway or depots, stations, or other re 
belonging to said railway company, the person or persons so offending sh 
forfeit and for each such offense not less than twenty-five nor more than 
one inset 4 y 8 calle to be recovered as other fines and penalties in said Dis- 
trict, and shall remain liable, in addition to said ey: for any loss or dam- 
age occasioned by his or her or their act_as aforesaid; but no suit shall be 
brought unless commenced within sixty days after such offense shall have 
been committed. 


“Suc. 21. That the said District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company 
shall have the right of way across such other railways as are now in opera- 
tion within the limits of the lines granted by this act, and is hereby author- 
ized to construct its said road across such other railways in a manner to be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District: Provided, That it shall not 
interrupt the travel of such other railways in such construction. 

“Sec. 22. That no person shall be prohibited the right to travel on any part 
of said road or ejected from the cars by the company’s employees for any 
other cause than that of ae drunk, disorderly, unclean, or contagiously dis- 
eased, or refusing to pay the legal fare exacted, or to comply with the lawful 
general regulations of the company. 

“ SEo. 23. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed 
by the Congress of the United States. 

“Sec. 24. That in the event that the company should not be able to come to 
anagreement with the owner or owners of any land through which the said 
road may be located to pass, proceedings for the condemnation for the use of 
the company of so much of said land as may be required, not exceeding 100 
feet in width, may be instituted in the usual way in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as said court may 
prescribe for such purposes. 

*“ Src. 23. That the Columbia Railway Company, incorporated under the act 
of Congress approved the 24th day of May, 1870, be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to extend its line and tracks and to construct, jay down, and maintain a 
single or double track railway, with the necessary turn-outs, and to run its 
cars thereon by an electric overhead trolley system, or such other mechanical 

wer as the Commissioners of the District may approve, but not by steam, 

hrough and along the following streets and highways in the District of Co- 
lumbia: Beginning at the present terminus of the railroad of said company 
at the intersection of H street northeast and Fifteenth street east, and thence 
along Benning road to the junction of said road with Central avenue, with 
authority to construct a trestle bridge over the Eastern Branch: Provided, 
That the said Benning road shall be widened to 66 feet within the distances 
to be occupied by the said railroad, as herein provided, at the expense of the 
said railroad; and in the event that the said company shall not be able to 
come to an agreement with the owner or owners of the land required for the 
widening of the roads herein provided for, proceedings for the condemnation 
of so much of said land as may be required may be instituted in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, under and in pursuance of the laws now in 
a in the said District relative to the condemnation of lands for public 

ighways. 

*“ Sec. 26. That said company shall have authority to acquire and hold such 
ground and buildings as may be necessary for stations and power houses and 
other purposes as may be incident to the operation of said road, andé shall be, 
and is hereby, authorized and empowered to issue its bonds, secured by 
mortgage on its franchise and other property, to such an amount as may be 
necessary to pay the cost of the extension herein provided for, and the equip- 
ment thereof, and the expenses incident thereto, but not in excess of such 
cost; and unless the construction of the extension herein provided for be 
completed within one year from the date of the approval of this act, then the 
rights granted hereunder in respect of said extension on said last-mentioned 
streets and avenues shall be null and void. 

“Sxo. 27. That the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia is hereby authorized and directed to extend its tracks, 
and run its cars thereon, through and ag the following-named streets: 
Beginning at the intersection of North Capitol street_and Michigan avenue, 
thence easterly along Michigan avenue and Bunker Hill road to its intersec- 
tion with Fourth street northeast, so as to connect with the line now running 
to Brookland. 

“Suc. 28. That said railway company is directed to build and operate the 
extension herein granted within six months after the North Capitol street 
branch shall be in operation to Michigan avenue.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I learn unofficially that the House of Repre- 
sentatives has agreed to the Senate amendments to the naval ap- 
propriation bill and that the House has taken a recess until 8 
o’clock to-morrow morning. This bill can not go to the House of 
Representatives until after that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a mere matter of form to take up the 

| time of the Senate with it. 
' Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate must remain in session until the 
message comes from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

) The amendment was agreed to. 
) The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
\ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FauLkK- 
NER, Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8665) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 


CHARLES DEAL. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bili (H. 
R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Charles Deal, late a deputy collector of customs at Champlain, 
N. Y., $240.04, for expenses incurred by him in the case of Hugh 
O’Hara against the said Deal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. M. BILLINGS. 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 995) for the re- 
lief of J. M. Billings. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay J. M. 
Billings, of Santa Clara County, State of California, $850, for 
money, money orders, and stamps, and other property stolen from 
the post-office while he was postmaster in the town of Santa Clara, 
Santa Clara County, State of California, on the night of Septem- 
ber 11, 1877. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr..PLATT. I wish to inquire whether Senate bills that have 
not been acted on are within the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are not within the unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (8.2678) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge across the Potomac River. Itisa matter 
which has been much considered. It is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of War and much desired by him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it a Senate bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; and I ask that it be considered by 
unanimous consent. I have had no recognition in all the days of 
recognition, and I have stayed here all night long. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to suggest that the Senator had 
most signal recognition this very evening. 

Mr. DANIEL. I apologize for the fact. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Virginia 
that it is a Senate bill, and the attempt is fruitless. I hope he 
will not insist upon its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator ought to withdraw it. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is a very short bill. It would be very grati- 
fying to me if it could be passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon and others. Consent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be obliged to object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis objection to the request 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

EMORY AND CLINCH RIVER BRIDGES, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8659) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Emory and the Clinch rivers, in the State of 
Tennessee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KATE EBERLE, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an 
Indian woman. ‘ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsider the bill. It proposes to pay to Kate 
Eberle, her heirs and representatives, $672.08 out of the trust fund 
held and credited by the Government to the Sac tribe of Indians, 
the same being the approximately estimated cash value right- 
fully due her instead of her pro rata share of the provision in 
land or otherwise made by the Government according to the 
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treaties, which would have accrued to her had she remained with 
the Sac tribe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


SUITS AGAINST UNION AND CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Several days ago I introduced a joint res- 
olution (8. R. 132) authorizing the employment of counsel for the 
yyapee of bringing suits against the directors and stockholders 
of the Union and Central Pacific railroads. As I think my re- 
marks in connection with that resolution will be more appropriate 
when a settlement comes up next winter,I ask to have the joint 
resolution referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be so 
referred. 

ALLOTMENT OF LANDS TO INDIANS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. _ ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inform 
the Senate how many allotting agents have been employed in re a 
to Indians in the State of South Dakota during the years 1893 and 1894, the 
amount paid said allotting agents and their assistants, the number of allot- 
ments made by. each agent, also the duties performed by said agents, and the 
reason and necessity for their employment. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BATE. I do not object to its consideration, but is it ac- 
cording to the agreement of the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in accordance with the 
order of the Senate. The question was made, when the order was 
adopted, whether resolutions which were controlled entirely by the 
Senate could be taken up, and the Senator who made the unani- 
mous-conseut request answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. BATE. If it is within the rule I have no objection. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. : 

JOHN H. WILLIS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 1310) for the 
relief of John H. Willis, to report it favorably, and I ask for its 
present consideration. : ‘ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COPYRIGHTS OF PHOTOGRAPHS AND ENGRAVINGS. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask that House bill 8407, which is on the table, 
be now laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 

H. R. 8407) to amend section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of the 
evised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut if that bill or a similar one has been considered by the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator and other Senators will listen to 
me I think they will understand the bill. — . 

By the present law of copyright, if a daily paper, by mistake or 
inadvertence, violates a copyright of a photograph or an engraving 
it is technically liable for a dollar for each sheet. In the case of 
a daily newspaper in New York the liability would be two or three 
hundred thousand dollars. Newspapers are constantly being 
blackmailed owing to this provision of the law, and this is to miti- 
gate the severity of the penalty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It simply makes a new penalty. 

Mr. PLATT. It makes a new penalty. The bill has not been 
formally considered by the Committee on Patents, but the sub- 
ject-matter has been considered all the past winter, with the un- 
derstanding that we should favor the passage of the bill when it 
reached here from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HILL. Is it satisfactory to publishers? 

Mr. PLATT. It is satisfactory to the owners of newspapers, to 
the press associations, to the wre ht League, and to everybody 
who has any interest in it. The bill should be passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is to be the penalty hereafter? 

Mr. PLATT. Not less than $100 nor more than $1,000 in case 
of the violation or infringement of cea for a statue, etc., 
it is not less than $250; but the penalty is satisfactory all around 
to those who are interested. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE LYNN. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 6565, which I think is the last pension bill 
on the Calendar. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Jane Lynn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that 
case. 

Mr. QUAY. That bill was objected to, I believe, by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, but he withdrew his objec- 
tion, I will say to the Senator. s 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must hear the report read, or otherwise I 
must object to the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Let the report be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it a bad precedent for the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to be setting. 

Mr. QUAY. I certainly thought that when the bill had passed 
the scrutiny of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions it 
would not offend the sense of propriety of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Quay March 1, 1895: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6565) 
granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, have examined the same and report: 


e report of the Committee on Pensions of the House of Representatives, 
hereto appended, is adopted, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6565) 

ranting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, and appropriating money therefor, 

aving had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Mary Jane Lynn, the applicant, is now over seventy-six years of age, and 
resides in the city of Altoona, Pa. She was born in Union County, Pa., No- 
vember 23, 1817, and isthe only surviving child of John R. Lynn and Jane 
Lynn. John R. Lynn, her father, enlisted as a private in Captain Gill's com- 
pany of Colonel oylan’s regiment of Pennsylvania volunteers in 1780, to 
serve during the war, and resided at the time of his enlistment at Lancaster, 
Pa., and was honorably discharged from service. At the age of 63 years he 
was penn a pension as a Revolutionary veteran, his application being dated 
April 6, 1818. e died in Union County, Pa., September 28, 1847, and left to 
survive hima widow and the applicant, who continued to reside with her 
mother until her mother’s death, in 1854. 

Miss Lynn, the applicant, is a maiden lady and is in indigent circumstances, 
and has made her living as a seamstress. She is now of such an age and is so 
infirm that she is unable to follow her employment. and is dependent to a 
very large degree upon her friends (she having no relatives) for ae gee 

All the facts relative to the service of the soldier are shown in the papers 
on file at the Pension Bureau; and Hon. J. D. Hicks, the gentleman who 
introduced the bill in the House, certifies from personal knowledge to the re- 
lationship, age, and dependence of the ene: 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and in the light 
of the claimant’s necessitous circumstances your committee believe that the 
small pension proposed in the bill should be allowed to her. The passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I enter my vote on the record against that 
bill and the principle involved in it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OBION RIVER BRIDGE, IN TENNESSEE, 

Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8873) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mis- 
sissippi Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion 
River, in the State of Tennessee, and for other purposes, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to extend time 
in which members of the Fifty-third Congress may distribute 
documents. It has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Printing. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be read the third time, read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN W. KENNEDY. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4162) for the relief of John W. 
Kennedy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BASIL MORELAND. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
ears a of the bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Basil 
Moreland $2,212 in full for all claim he may have agai the 
United States for his land and improvements in Blue Earth 
aay Minn., taken by the United States for the Winnebago 

ians. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Hasthat bill been referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs? ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It has been before the Committee 
on Claims. The bill passed the House of Representatives and 
went to the Committee on Claims, and was reported a few days 


0. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Claims of the Senate? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; and after it came to the Sen- 

ate Isent the case to the Department and obtained ananswer. It 

is a very meritorious claim. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. E. WYSE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a 
House pension bill which is on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill & R. a a pension to Mrs. 
E. Wyse, widow of Lieut. Col. F. O. Wyse. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I offer a resolution, which I send to the desk, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, which is as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That ph 1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Sen- 
ate be amended by striking out the words “All general Ses bills 
shall be referred to the Committee on Ses, except bills making 


appropriations for rivers and harbors, whi be refe to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce,” and insert the following: 
‘“The general appropriation bills shall be referred to committees as fol- 


lows: : 
“To the Committee on Appropriations: The bills for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, for sundry civil crpenese eae for all deficiencies. 
“To the Committee on Agriculture: The bill for the Agricultural Depart 


To the Committee on Foreign Relations: The consular and diplomatic bill. 
“To the Committee on Military Affairs: The bill for the military establish- 
ment, including the Military Academy. 
“To the Committee on Naval Affairs: The bill for the naval establishment. 
oe > — oenee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: The Post-Office appro- 
* “To the Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill for Indians and Indian tribes. 
“To the Committee on Commerce: The bill for rivers and harbors. 
“To the Committee on Coast Defenses: The fortifications bill. 
“To the Committee on the District of Columbia: The bill making appropria- 
tions for the District; and 
“To the Committee on Pensions: The pension appropriation bill.” 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Idaho has asked unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution goes over. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The reading of the resolution has not been 
completed yet. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have heard enough to satisfy me. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator may have heard enough, and 
I have no doubt he has. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over, be- 
ing objected to. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I give notice that I shall call up the resolution 
on the first Monday of the next session. 
Mr. COCKRELL. At 12 o’clock the resolution dies, 


JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN, 


Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution to place Joseph McGuckian on the 
messenger roll of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Missouri not to object, 
but to allow the resolution to pass. It is for the relief of an old 
er of this body, Joe McGuckian, who is known very well 
to all Senators, and the resolution has been favorably reported by 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is not the time to consider it. 

. Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate take a recess for six 
ours. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that that motion may be withdrawn, 
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as I desire to call up a joint resolution which will occupy but a 
moment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the motion for a moment. 


MEDAL OF HONOR. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 199) relative to the 
— of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 

. ; 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after line 9, in the following words: 

Resolved, That the wearing of said medal or ribbon by any other than the 
persons above specified shall be deemed a misdemeanor, and subject, on con- 
viction, to a penalty of $100. 

So as to make the joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That any person who has been, or may hereafter be, awarded 
the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1868, 
vely, may wear, in lieu of said medal, a bowknot of ribbon of a pat- 

— ander regulations to be prescribed by the President of the United 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 


i lution to be read a third time 


The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALDRICH (at 4 o’clock a. m., Monday, March 4). I now 
renew my motion, thatithe Senate take a recess for six hours. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Fix the time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Until 10 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be necessary for the Presiding Offi- 
cer to be in the chair at an hour earlier than that in order to facili- 


tate the final of bills. 

Mr. CHAN BLER. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
to say 9 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will name 9 o’clock, with the understanding 
that there is to be no general business transacted until 10. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nothing except in connection with enrolled 


bills. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With that exception. 

Mr. PLATT. We could not pass any measure after that hour 
and get it to the President in time to be signed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We might as well say 11 o’clock. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There may be some matter which it is 
important to acton. There will be the usual formal matters in- 
cident to the closing hours of a session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Such business certainly can be done in two 
hours. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam sure it is better to say 9 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well, with the understanding that no 
business shall be transacted, except such as I have indicated, be- 
fore 10 o’clock. 

Mr. WHITE. Then Senators need not come here until 10 


o'clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not makeit11 o'clock? That will give 
us an hour longer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I will modify my motion so as to 
extend the time until 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I propose that we now take a recess until 9 
o’clock, and that no business shall be transacted until 11 o’clock 
— in connection with bills which have already passed the 

nate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the un- 
derstanding which the Senator attaches to his motion? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is a request for unanimous consent, I 
understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land asks unanimous consent that the understanding be that no 
business shall be done in the Senate until 11 o’clock, except in 
connection with conference reports on appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And all other bills that have been passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And engrossed bills. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And bills that have passed either Honse. 

Mr. STEWART. Nottotake upnew bills, but to finish the busi- 
ness partly done. 

The PRESIDEN we tempore. With the understanding that 
the President of the Senate shall sign bills and announce his sig- 
nature before that hour. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is all right. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose there is a little amendment of the 
House to a Senate bill; let that be concurred in also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Sen- 
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ate concurring in a little amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives? 

Mr, HAWLEY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Nevada is objected to. The agreement will stand as stated 
by the Chair, in the absence of objection. 


RECESS 


Mr. ALDRICH. Inow move that the Senate take a recess un- 
til 9 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and7 minutesa.m., 
Monday, March 4, 1895) the Senate took a recess until 9 o’clock 
a. m. 

At the expiration of the recess (at 9 o’clock a. m., Monday, 
March 4) the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow s&s, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 833) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; os 

A bill (8. 2862) to amend the act entitled ‘An act authorizing 
the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge the 
Sulphur River in the State of Arkansas or in the State of Texas,” 
approved April 21, 1894; 

A bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran; 7 

A bill (S. 1252) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the terms of the United States courts in the State of Washington; ” 


and 

A bill (S. 2721) to amend the river and harbor act of August 7, 
1894, providing for improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6816) to amend the 
charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company. 

The message further announced that the House passed the 
bill (S. 1841) to provide that all persons employing female. help in 
stores, shops, or manufactories in the District of Columbia 1 
provide seats for the same when not actively employed, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrenceof the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R.8518) making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 

RECESS. 

Mr. MANDERSON (at 9 o’clock and 5 minutesa.m.). In view 
of the fact that there seems to be no business to be transacted (the 
unanimous-consent agreement one except that which is 
merely formal), and the further fact the other side of the 
Chamber seems to be in a most dismal minority, I move that the 
Senate take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 9 o’clock and 20 minutes a. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


SEATS FOR FEMALE HELP IN STORES, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Eupeaneneaieas to the bill (S. 1841) to provide 
that all persons employing female help in stores, shops, 8, OF 
— shall provide seats for the same when not actively 
employed. 

a amendments of the House of Representatives were read, as 
follows: — 

In section 1, line 1, after the word “them,” insert “in the District of Co- 


lembia. 
pls, seetion 2, line 1, after the word ‘*help,” insert “in the District of Colum- 


In section 2, line 8, strike out the words “ their stores, or other places 
business ” insert “his store, or other of business." 
Tn section 2, line 6, strike out “ they” and insert “he.” 


@ kanal kngptn steven, cage, Gitcen, or Epumateetertes Ae the Bieerict 2 
Sahai atitdeaeinedentipeskea® 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. They are simply verbal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow ass, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Brpertment and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CALL. If there is mo business before the Senate, I move 

that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution pro- 


viding for the eee of a special committee to investigate 
the operations of the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company in 
the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It can not be that the Senator from Flor- 
ida is aware of the unanimous-consent agreement under which 
the Senate took its recess at 4 o’clock this morning. 

Mr. CALL. I was not present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That unanimous-consent agreement was 
that no business whatever should be transacted by the Senate ex- 
cept the signing and the announcement of the signature of the 
Vice-President to enrolled bills until the hour of 11 o’clock was 
reached. 7 

Mr. HARRIS. And action upon conference reports. 

ae MANDERSON. Yes; action, of course, upon conference 
reports. 

r. CALL. I understood before I left that it was to be agreed 
that Senate resolutions might be considered, and especially this 


one. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This agreement was made at 4 o’clock 
this morning and after a good deal of contest. 

Mr. CALL. There could not have been a quorum hereto make 
such an agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. There were a great many here, quite enough to 
agree that we would do nothing except consider the reports of 
conference committees and sign and announce the signature to 
enrolled bills until 11 o’clock. 

Mr. CALL. What then? 

Mr. HARRIS. Then it is supposed the Senate will be here and 
do what it pleases. 

Mr. CALL. That supposition isa very extraordinary one, be- 
cause the Senate never does what it pleases. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other puposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented ne sundry citizens of Bloom- 
ington, Ill., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States prohibiting the appropriation of 
moneys for sectarian institutions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bloomington, 
Ill., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States providing that ‘‘no State shall grant the 
right of franchise to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States;” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of 60 citizens of 
Astoria, Oreg., and a petition of 150 citizens of North Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant 
the right of franchise to any person whois not a citizen of the 
United States;” which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

He also presented a petition of 150 citizens of North Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting the appropriation of moneys 
for sectarian institutions; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented memorials of aa citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the suspension of annual work on 
= claims; which were referred to the Committee on Mines 
an : 

He also ; resented a ition of sundry citizens of Hinsdale 

County, Colo., praying for the suspension of the annual work on 

mining claims; which was referred to the Committee on Mines 

OP lao presen ted tion of Progress Assembly, No. 399 
e a petition o 88 embly, No. § 

Knights of r, of Selees. Colo., praying that ois c 

—— in the monetary system; which was ordered to lie on the 
e. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Creede, Colo., 
remonstrating against granting the elective franchise to persons 
who are not citizens of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of 


Los les, Cal., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523 


to re te the removal of letter carriers, post-office clerks, an 
railway mail clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 














































MATTHEW M’GUIRK. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1380) for the relief of Matthew McGuirk, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLeEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8.338) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; 

A bill (S. 707) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 

A bill (S. 1201) to provide for the reimbursement of officers and 
seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval service of the 
United States; ; 

A bill (S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph operators during the 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued pensions; 

A bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis; 

A bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran; 

A bill (S. 2721) to amend the river and harbor act of August 7, 
1894, providing for improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 6816) to amend the charter of the District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway Company; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 19) eer ikas Secretary of War 
to correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty- 
sixth New York Volunteers; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 134) calling on the President to take 
such measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the 
ment between the Governments of Spain and the United States 
for the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citizen of 
the United States. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be aj 
join a similar committee a: ted by the House o: 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that the two Houses, 


having completed the business of the present session, are ready to adjourn, 
unless the President has some other communication to make to them. 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate, and Mr, Voor- 
HEES and Mr. SHERMAN were appointed. 4 

PROTECTION OF FUR-SEAL HERD. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table 
the bill which came from the House of Representatives the other 
day, to protect the American fur-seal herd from further destruc- 
tion, which was passed by the House with practical unanimity, 
and I think there is a very strong sentiment here in its favor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, after a night and day of great 
fatigue, I sat up nearly all night last night for the purpose of ob- 
jecting to the passage of that bill under any and all conditions. 

regard it as a surrender on the part of the Administration upon 
a question which is of very ¢ importance to this country, a 
surrender to British demands without the slightest foundation in 
fact, law, or justice, and so I object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 


OBION RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer a concurrent resolution to authorize the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives to correct the enrollment of 
a bill, one section being omitted. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That the Clerk of the House 
be authorized and to make such changes in the engrossed copy of 
the bill (H. R. 8875) entitled “An act authorizing the Dyersburg and Missis- 
sippi lway Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River, in the 
State of Tennessee, and for other pu: "as cause said engrossed copy 
to conform with the said bill as it passed the House of Representatives. 


NORTH CAROLINA STATE GUARD. 


Mr. RANSOM. Task unanimous consent to introduce a joint 
resolution, for which I ask present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 148) authorizing the Secre of 
the Navy to deliver to the First Regiment North Carolina State 
Guard two pieces of condemned cannon was read the first time 
by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secre of the Navy be, and he is hereby, autho 
ized and directed to deliver to the First Regiment North Carolina State 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was r 
ment, ordered to be e 
time, and passed, 
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VENTILATION OF SENATE CHAMBER. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read, 


and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to report at the next 
session of Con: whether any improvement can be made in the ventilation 
of the Senate C ber, and in their retion to obtain the opinion of experts 
on the subject, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CONTINUATION OF STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the standing and select committees of the Senate, as now 
constituted, be, and they are hereby, continued, with power to act, until the 
first Monday in December, 18%, or until their successors are appointed: and 
that the Committee on Printing, as it may be constituted on the 3d day of 
March, 1895, be, and it is hereby, authorized tosit during the recess of the Sen- 
ate to perform such duties as may be required by law. 


BERING SEA SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. CAMDEN. If there is no objection, I have a little busi- 
ness from the Committee to Audit and Contrel the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate which I will ask permission to have acted 
on now. I report favorably with an amendment the resolution I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGANn 
on the ist instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the 4 of the President received by the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 13, 1895, relating to 


13, 189% a by the United States of the claims of 
Great Britain arising out of the Beri 


ring Sea controversy, is referred to the 
Committee on Fore Relations, with instruction that such committee ex- 


m of such liability to Great Britain and the amount 
thereof, if any, and cf any liability on the part of Great Britain or Canada 
arising out of said controversy, and that said committee shall have authority 
to report by bill or otherwise; and, in making such examination, may sit in 
the vacation of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. Insert at the end of the resolution: 

Said committee shall have authority to send for persons and papers, admin- 


ister oaths to witnesses, and to employ the services of a stenographer, at a 
cost not to exceed $100. 


‘ Mr. a What is the parliamentary situation of the reso- 
ution 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is reported 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. I object to its adoption. 
mous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being reported at this time, 
one objection carries it over until to-morrow. 

Mr. GRAY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution is objected to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope my colleague on the Committee on For- 
eign Relations will allow that body to investigate this very im- 
portant subject. 

What remained of the Bering Sea controversy, if the Senate will 
allow me for a moment, after the tribunal at Paris had passed 
upon it, was a negotiation that was provided for in the fifth arti- 
cle, I believe it was, of the treaty under which the tribunal was 

ized and sat. The consideration of the question contained 
in the fifth article was withdrawn expressly from the tribunal by 
the consent of the two Governments. I did not believe that they 
had the jurisdiction to withdraw it. Yet that was the order of 
the tribunal, and it was referred to these two Governments as a 
subject of negotiation upon an ascertained basis of fact, which 
facts related only to the number and the names of ships that were 
taken, and the points at which they were taken. No liability of 
the United States was discussed or decided, but that was reserved 
as a question for negotiation, not for arbitration. 

The Secretary of State has informed us that he or the President 
has made an arrangement with Great Britain of a diplomatic sort 
to pay these all 3, to the amount of $425,000, in order 
to evade or avoid, as I must conclude, the negotiation which was 
required to be in by that treaty. 

If this matter gone before the tribunal at Paris upon the 
evidence submitted, and m the argument of Judge Blodgett 
that he made there, it would not have been possible, as I conceive, 
that theGovernment of Great Britain could have recovered a cent 


upon it. 

On the strongest point in the claim, on the strongest view of this 
question, there can not be due to the Government of Great Britain 
more than $96,102.50; but no time remains this morning for me to 
state the account. Three vessels of the lot which were included 
in the claim of Great Britain were required to be appraised by the 
Government, either at the time when Mr. Bayard was Secretary of 
State or his successor, Mr. Blaine, was, i forget which, and they 
were ised by Mr. Tingle, the Government agent of the United 
States, at the seal isles, and another gentleman, Mr. Redpath, aa 
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Iremember. Those appraisers valued the three ships at $12,000, 
and so reported to their Government. The Government of Great 
Britain claims $173,000 for those three ships, and this agreement 
allows it. 

Now, I wish to investigate that subject. The message of the 
President is already referred to the committee. The committee 
is in duty bound, of course, to make an investigation and report, 
but I want the opportunity of taking the testimony of two gen- 
tlemen. I want that testimony brought into the Senate. I want 
an investigation and a report made, and I do not wish that the 
Secretary of State shall avoid his constitutional a his 
privilege of making the negotiation as is required by that treaty 
and devolve it upon a set of commissioners who may perhaps not 
have any embarrassment in a negotiation. 

I want this work to be done straight and right and by the diplo- 
matic authorities, and I am more particularly interested in it 
because Gp ee through the press, utterly false, have 
made the Paris tribunal responsible for the condition of affairs 
in the Bering Sea, which has beer produced by the fact, as I be- 
lieve, that this feature of the arbitration was withdrawn from 
them, and by the additional fact that the special regulations made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, under the general regulations 

opted by the Bering Sea tribunal, have assisted in destroying 
the seals in the North Pacific Ocean by permitting a violation of 
the restriction of that award in refusing to permit the sealers to 
carry guns and ammunition on board of their licensed crafts 
under a seal that anybody can break at any time without detec- 
tion. I wish to have these special regulations examined. 

More than that, Mr. President, the Paris tribunal required that 
a log should be kept on board of each licensed sealer, and on that 
log should be entered the date and place of every killing and the 
sex of the seal killed. Those logs were required to be reported 
when each of these licensed ships returned to port. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury informs us that they have not reported. He 
informs us that there are some papers, of what sort I do not know, 
which he withholds from the Senate because they relate to mat- 
ters of a public character not port to be known. I can not un- 
derstand how the Secretary of the Treasury could have any fact 
in the archives of his Department which the Senate has not a 
right to. 

Unless those logs are presented under the requirements of the 
award, it is impossible to determine how many seals have been 
killed, or the latitnde and longitude in which they were killed, or 
the time of the year in which they were killed. Those vessels 
usually outfit in January. They first fish up 35° of north latitude. 
They then seal or pretend to have sealed up their guns and am- 
munition, cross the waters within which a close season prevails, 

o over to the Commander Islands, and in that vicinity, where 
Soe and Russia have their seal herds, poach upon them until the 
time arrives for their entrance into Berin Sea, and come back 
without discharging their guns and enter Bering Sea. There, of 
course, the herds, nie 9 concentrated, are exposed to slaughter at 
their hands, and the only security which is possible against the 
use of those guns and the maraud across the 60-mile limit is the 
log which the award requires to be produced and which has not 
been produced. I want them. 

Mr. GRAY. Has theSenatorfrom Alabama the letter he speaks 


of? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the letter of February 11, 1895, in which 
Mr. Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, says: 

The papers above referred to constitute all the mepeste and documents in 
pen oy se vom which it is deemed compatible with the public interests to 
t t to Congress at this time. 

Great Britain in agreeing to this arbitration professed, as it had 
done in the whole course of its diplomatic correspondence with 
the United States, the greatest interest in and the most serious 
concern for the preservation of the seal herd. It may well have 
done so, because Givens Britain gets more profit out of the manu- 
facture of seal skins in London than the Government of the United 
States gets out of the seal islands which it owns. Great Britain 
has 10,000 people in London engaged in the manufacture of seal 
skins and at high — Those professions were accepted by the 
tribunal as being e in faith, and were acted upon. 

They were repeated in ts of counsel and they are 
the basis of the decree of the tri in a large part. 

Now, each of these Governments, Great Britain having the 
greatest monetary interest in the seal herd, ——_ themselves 
to the protection of those seals against their own people and 
against every else amenable to their laws. What was the 
result last year? ty per cent of the outfitting is done at Van- 
couver and 90 — cent of the profit of the poaching — Bering 
Sea and the North Pacific Ocean goes to Canada. e wrongs 
that have been done the seal herd have come from Canadians 
and not from Americans to any large extent. Great Britain sent 
one ship during the last fishing season to restrain the ee 
and watch and guard those seals against the marauds of own 
people, and the ship spent the en summer outside of Bering 


Sea in port. The United States had 10 ships there and had to 
maintain them at_a heavy expense, to do what? To watch the 
subjects of Great Britain, to vee them, as far as they could, 
from transgressing the law laid down between these Governments 
in the award of the arbitrators. 

The administration of the law on the part of the Government 
of the United States has been slack. The administration of that 
law on the part of the Government of Great Britain has been 
absurdly inefficient. No attention, as I have observed before, of 
any valuable sort was paid to the requirement that the sealers 
shall furnish logs indicating what I have already referred to as to 
the location of their ships at the time when_they took the seals. 
The result is that no evidence was presented to the Government 
of the United States upon which we can hold Great Britain to 
account for the conduct of her sealers. The whole thing is left 
under a cloud of uncertainty and doubt and darkness, and yet the 
Secretary of the Treasury tells us that there are papers in his 
Department which he does not send to us because he deems it in- 
compatible with the public service to do so. 

I think that under those circumstances it is due to this Govern- 
ment, and due to this body also, that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations should make a fair and impartial but thorough inves- 
tigation of the subject, and that is the object of my motion. 

r. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorRGAN] has asked me to withdraw the objection. I owe it to 
him as I owe it to the Senate and to myself to state why I can not 
withdraw it. 

The House of Representatives passed with practical unanimity 
a day or two ago, I think it was on Friday, a bill to protect the 
American fur-seal herd from further devastation and destruction. 
That bill lies upon our table. Its purpose, as is apparent upon its 
face, is to proceed by the only intelligent mathon by which that 
end can be accomplished, and provides for the appointment of a 
joint commission composed of delegates from Great Britain, the 

nited States, Japan, and Russia, the countries that are immedi- 
ately interested, and whose citizens and subjects are concerned 
in the fur-seal fisheries, in order to investigate what has been the 
destruction of that herd, what have been the causes, and what are 
the defects in the present regulations under the arbitration of 
Paris ae for the protection of that valuable animal. 

The bill I speak of ought to be taken up by the Senate for con- 
sideration. e Senator from Alabama has objected to this con- 
sideration. I believe there is a majority in favor of passing it. I 
am afraid that my honorable and distinguished friend from Ala- 
bama feels that in the passage of the bill there would be some im- 
putation or reflection upon the tribunal of which he was an orna- 
ment and an honored member. The tribunal at Paris did, so 
far as the American members of it were concerned, all that was 
possible to be done to obtain such regulations as would protect 
the seal herd. The Senator from Alabama himself signed, with 
his associate member, Mr. Justice Harlan, and with one of the 
foreign members of that arbitration tribunal, I think Baron de 
Courcel, a declaration that in their opinion it was necessary, in 
order to thoroughly protect the herd and accomplish the end all 
had in view in adopting those regulations, to make a close season 
of three years, or two years at least. 

Now, all that the bill to which I have referred proposes to do is 
that we shall have, through the expert commissioners of the coun- 
tries interested, a further investigation of what regulations are 
necessary, and during the period that that investigation is being 
had there shall be a modus vivendi which shall stop the destruc- 
tion of the herd until better regulations can be formed. 

Mr. President, it is no reflection on the Senator from Alabama 
that he was not able to obtain from the seven other delegates, or 
five other delegates, I forget which, of foreign countries a better 
code than he has been able to obtain. All that the Administra- 
tion is endeavoring to do, all that this bill proposes, is to supple- 
ment, after a year’s rience of those dequlationn, the efforts 
that mae has already e by another endeavor to obtain efficient 

0 


ms. 
r. MILLS. Will the Senator from Delaware yield tome? I 
want to call up a little bill and put it on its passage. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall be through in a moment. 

There is not a particle of evidence which has been called to my 
attention showing that there has been any lax administration of 
these regulations on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
We have had ten vessels cruising in those waters. But one seiz- 
ure has been made, and in that case the vessel was released. There 
is no evidence that seals have been destroyed to the extent that 
they have been during the past year—56,000, I think, of them— 
except by pelagic hunters in the open season that was allowed by 
the Paris re tions. The difficulty is that in the months pre- 
ceding May and succeeding July, to wit, the months of March and 
April and the months of August and September, the pelagic hunt- 
ers are licensed by these regulations to hunt and destroy the seals 
at their pleasure, and there has been a destruction to the extent 
that I have mentioned in that way. There is not a particle of evie 
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dence to show that there has been any destruction due to poach- 
ag, the closed season provided by those regulations. 

ow, Mr. President, in regard to the $425,000 that was offered 
to be paid by the United States as a lump sum in the settlement 
of claims for the seizure of British vessels on the high seas, the 
liability for which was admitted by the Paris Tribunal. That 
amount was far within the estimates made by the British claim- 
ants and the best estimates that could be made by the ts of 
the United States. When that matter was presented to the For- 
eign Relations Committee of this body, it is no impropriety tosay 
that it was received with almost universal favor. I suppose the 
Senator from Alabama did not agree to it; but it seemed to us 
then a settlement very advantageous to the United States. 

But that is out of the —- now, and the Senate has had the 
opportunity to provide for the only alternative of settling this 
matter by a lump sum—that is,to provide for a convention be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States in which the claims 
could be adjudicated and the amountsdetermined. That has been 
refused. ow, the bill from the House is before us, designed to 

revent the lamentable destruction of this valuable herd of fur- 
Conia seals, and we refuse to act upon it, or at least the Senator 
from Alabama refuses to permit us to act upon it. I donot think, 
with all due deference to him, that the responsibility that he takes 
in this matter is a very light one. 

Mr. President, in the minute that is left to me I desire to say 
that there is absolutely no ground for the imputation that the 
Secretary of the Treasury ae ap the logs of licensed sealing 
vessels or other documents which could throw light on the ad- 
ministration of the Paris regulations, as a perusal of the letter 
of the Secretary to which the Senator refers will show. 

I am sorry that I am not permitted ‘n these closing moments to 
say more. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution having been 
reported to-day and objected to, it goes over under the rule. 

ry MORGAN . lLask the leave of the Senate to place in the 
RECORD a statement of the actual condition of the account be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States, which I have had 
carefully prepared, showing how much we would be liable for, 
even upon the principles that they contend for. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection the state- 
ment will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears objection. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask to have printed as a part of my remarks the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to which the Senator from 
Alabama alludes as the foundation of his statement that there 
have been logs of these vessels suppressed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will ask oe with like consent to put 
into the RecorpD the letter of Mr. Phelps, of Vermont, showing 
what this award was and what its consequences are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Ala- 
bama? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to. 


DECISIONS AND PRECEDENTS OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Delaware —_ GRAY] on the 28th of February, to report it 
with amendments; and I for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: . 

Resolved, That there be ae 500 additional copies of Senate Miscellaneous 
Document No. 278, second session Fifty-third Congress (Digest of Decisions 
and Precedents of the Senate and House of Representatives, etc.), for the use 
of the Senate. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 1, 
before the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘six;” 
in line 4, before the word ‘‘ for,” to insert ‘‘ 500,” and to add to the 
resolution ‘‘and 100 for the use of the special committee, to be 
bound in paper covers;” so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That there be printed 600 additional copies of Senate Miscellane- 
ous Document No. 278, second session Fifty-third Congress (Digest of Decisions 
and Precedents of the Senate and House of Representatives, etc. ), 500 for the 
use of the Senate and 100 for the use of the special committee, to be bound 
in paper covers. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to inquire of the honorable Senator 
from on OT what is the subject-matter of this document? 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Secretary to read the title of the doc- 
ument which is mentioned in the resolution. It is a digest of elec- 
tion cases. 

Mr. GRAY. Continuing them up to date. But let the Secre- 
“| state the title of the document. 

he Secretary. A Digest of Decisions and Precedents of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resv:lution? 

Mr. TURPIE. I understand that it is to print a digest of the 
decisions of the House of Representatives and of the Senate. On 
what subject? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana ad- 
dresses the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. TURPIE. I call the attention of the honorable Senator to 
the fact that the resolution as read does not show the subject- 
matter of the document, and I ask, what is the subject-matter? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Maryland has asked me to ex- 
plain it, as being within my personal knowledge, for I submitted 
the resolution. 

The special investigating committee of last summer had, dur- 
ing the progress of the work, to consult a great many precedents 
in regard to the powers and duties of the Senate in the matter of 
dealing with recalcitrant witnesses and corporations. During 
that examination a great many interesting precedents, both of 
this body and the other, and also decisions of the Supreme Court 
and of cases in the district courts of the United States, were col- 
lected. The clerk of that committee has made a most interesting 
volume of about a thousand pages of digest, with a table of con-. 
tents, which will be of almost as much value in use as Taft's 
Election Cases. It is an exceedingly interesting volume, going 
back to the foundation of the Government, historical in its value 
and practical in its use. The resolution is to provide for the 
printing of a hundred copies of that digest. It is already in type. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the honorable Senator from 
Delaw-re to add 25 copies for the us2 of the compiler. The gen- 
tler an who did the work ought to have some copies. 

M:. GRAY. Iam willing that that amendment shall be made. 

M:. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by adding: 

Twenty-five copies in addition thereto for the use of the compiler 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE GAZETTE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit the report of the Committee on 
Printing on the investigation of the Patent Office photolitho- 
aphing contracts, authorized by a resolution of the Senate of 
ebruary 19, 1894. I also present the testimony taken by the 
committee, which Iask may accompany the report and be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


THE COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed toinquire and report 
to the Senate what revision of or amendments to the rules, if any, should be 
adopted to secure a more efficient and satisfactory disposition of the busi- 
ness of the Senate, and for this purpose the said committee is authorized to 
sit during the coming recess of Congress at the city of Washington. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution, being objected 
to, goes over. 

r. STEWART subsequently said: I desire to withdraw my 
yo ge to the resolution offered by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] with regard to the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection being with- 
drawn, the Secretary-—— 

Mr. PETTIGRE I renew the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is renewed. 


THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORRILL. I offer a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due and are hereby tendered 
to Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, Vice-President of the United States, for the 
ability, dignity, courtesy, and impartiality with which he has presided over 
its de. tions during the present session of Congress. 

The resolution was considered by unanimons consent, and unan- 


imously agreed to. 
INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr: President, some time ago Lintroduced a reso- 
lution in this body asking that the Committee on Commerce be 
authorized to make a trip to the Pacific Coast for the purpose of 
ing certain investigations regarding the location of a deep- 
water bor. There has been difficulty concerning that subject 
experienced by the members of the Committee on Commerce of such 
a character that they were unable todetermine where the harbor 
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should be located, and it was resolved by the committee at the last 
session of Congress that it was necessary to visit the ground. 
Adequate powers were conferred, but owing to matters over which 
the members of the committee had no control it was impossible 
to make the trip. 

At the present session I had a similar resolution referred to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses, but it has never been re- 
ported. The committee came to the conclusion, I understand, 
after consulting with various members of the Senate upon both 
sides of the Chamber, that it was inadvisable that any of these 
trips should be made. There has been some change in the mem- 
bership of the Committee on Commerce, so that at the next ses- 
sion not more than two-thirds of those who now compose the com- 
mittee will be members of the Senate. 

After making considerable investigation I have ascertained that 
members of that committee design visiting the coast improvements 
during the recess; and finding it impossible to procure the author- 
ity to make the necessary expenditure I will extend to the mem- 
bers of the committee my earnest invitation to visit the work, and 
believe that by so doing we shall have no difficulty at the next 
session of Congress in making a proper location for the proposed 
improvement. 

I referred in a short address which I made on the 18th of Feb- 
ruary to a petition filed by my constituents here, those who live 
close to the region most particularly affected by this improvement, 
signed by some 20,000 taxpayers, regarding the work, and while 
at this time it appears impossible to procure the passage of the 
resolution to which I refer, I repeat that in view of the promises 
of those who will remain members of the committee at the next 
session I believe the necessary inspection will be had. 


THE COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing will have a great deal of business to do during the vacation. 
Iam a member of that committee; and in order that the commit- 
tee may have a full membership I tender my resignation as a 
member of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
olina asks to be excused from further service on the Committee on 
Printing. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the vacancy occasioned by the res- 
ignation of the Senator from North Carolina from the Committee 
on Printing may be filled by the Chair. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to fill the vacancy, and Mr, BLACKBURN was appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. KERR, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the Heese had agreed to the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate directing the Clerk of the House to 
make such changes in the engrossed copy of the bill (H. R. 8875 
authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi Railway and Improve- 
ment Company to bridge the Obion River, in the State of Tennes- 
see, and for other eet as will cause said engrossed copy to 
conform with the said bill as it passed the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the Secretary of the Senate 
and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives borne 
on the annual rolls their respective salaries for the month of March 
on the 9th day of said month; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had appointed 
Mr. Catcsuines, Mr. OurHwaltTe, and Mr. REED a committee on 
the part of the House to join such committee as had been appointed 
by the Senate to wait upon the President of the United States and 
to inform him that Congress, having finished its business, was 
ready to close its session by adjournment. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following e ilis and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed a Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1841) to provide t all persons ea pale 
help in stores, shops, or manufactories in the District of Columbia 
shall provide seats for the same when not actually employed; 

A bill (S. 1252) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the terms of the United States courts in the State of Washington;” 

A bill (H.R. 8873) authorizing the | and Mississippi 
Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River, 
in the State of Tennessee, and for other ; an 

A joint resolution (8. R. 143) authorizing’ the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliverto the First Regiment N. Carolina State Guard 
two pieces of condemned cannon. 

LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 
Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
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tion of the resolution creating a special committee for the investi- 
gation of the operations of the Honduras Lottery Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Cau Feb- 
ruary 9, 1895, as modified, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate. That a special committee be, and is hereby, created, 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company a been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is engaged in business therein 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. s 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. There have been introduced quite a number 
of resolutions to continue committees during the coming recess of 
Congress. After a conference of the committees on both sides of 
the Chamber it was thought to be wise that no privilege of this 
kind should be granted. The control of the Senate passes away 
from this side in a few hours; indeed, it has already passed away, 
although we are nominally in charge of the organization. The 
distinguished Senator from California on my left [Mr. Wurre] se- 
cured at the last session of the Senate the ge of a resolution 
directing the Committee on Commerce to visit the Pacific Coast to 
look at the very important work which he alluded to a moment 
ago. The committee, for various recsons, with which the distin- 
guished Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is perfectly 
familiar, were unable to go there and perform that duty. 

Mr. RANSOM. There was no chance. The chairman of the 
committee made every effort to get the committee to make the in- 
a but it was impossible for them to go to the Pacific 


ast. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iam perfectly aware, of course, as the Senator 
from California stated a few moments ago, that he has been anx- 
ious for the members, those of us who are on the committee in the 
next Congress, to visit the Pacific Coast, knowing the importance 
of that work; but recognizing the propriety of the suggestion 
which has been made on both sides of the Chamber that it would 
not do to continue committees and encroach upon the small con- 
tingent fund during the coming recess, we have been compelled 
to refuse the Senator from California and all other Senators; and 
so far no authorization of any committee to remain in session or 
to sit during the recess has been granted except the Committee on 
Printing, which under the statute is required to perform certain 
duties during the recess, the approval of bonds and contracts, and so 
on; which committee during the coming recess—and this is true of 
that committee in every recess in the past—will not expend a sin- 
gle dollar of the public money for the performance of the duties 
imposed upon them during the recess. That was the agreement 
on both sides of the Chamber represented by the respective com- 
mittees. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the attention of the Senator from Maryland 
at this time, in order that in the confusion of this last hour there 
may be no misunderstanding, to the fact that I introduced a reso- 
lution directing the Committee on Rules to report at the next 
session of Congress whether the ventilation of this Chamber may 
be improved, and for that purpose to employ an: expert at a cost 
not exceeding $200. It will not involve any session of the com- 
mittee in the vacation; and as it is a matter which affects the 
health of all of us, 1am sure every Senator will regard it as an 
exception and not within the prohibition to which the Senator has 
referred. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there is acommon understand- 
ing on both sides of the Chamber, in view of the facts to which I 
have alluded, that it will be unwise and impolitic to authorize 
any commitéee of the body, either standing or special, to remain 
in session during the recess of Congress if it shall become a charge 
upon the contingent fund of the Senate. 

I desire to say to the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
ee Hoak], in answer to his inquiry, that I trust in the resolu- 

ion to which he alludes, which is important to the health and 
convenience of all Senators, he will strike out any provision for 
an appropriation. 

Mr. HOAR, I will modify the resolution in accordance with 
the su; ion of the Senator. 

Mr. RMAN. One other word. I desire to say to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] that so anxious 
are we that there shall be no variation from the understanding to 
which I have referred that those of us who are members of the 

i on Commerce, and who were unable to execute an 
order of the Senate made at the last session, propose at our own 
expense, and without any nse whatever to the Senate, to visit 
the Pacific Coast and to orm the duty then assigned to that 
committee. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to say 
a word about the resolution on which the Senator from Maryland 
has been speaking? 
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Mr. CALL. I yield to the Senator. . 

Mr. CULLOM. By leave of the Senator from Florida, I desire 
to say that the Committee on Commerce has twice, I think, been 
authorized by the Senate to make an investigation on the Pacific 
Coast. It is well known that the extra session of Congress, and 
various matters concerning the public interests, have heretofere 
interfered with the committee making that investigation, but I 
agreed with the Senator from Maryland, and joined with him in 
arriving at the determination, that no committees should be au- 
thorized to sit during the recess or to travel at the public e se. 

There has been a great deal of discussion for years past with 
reference to the location of a deep harbor on the southern Pacific 
coast. Some members of the committee have visited various 
places there heretofore, and claim that from their investigation 
they are satisfied as to the course which should be pursued, while 
others of us have not had that opportunity, and there has been a 
desire on the part of those who have not visited the coast and 
examined those harbors to do so for the purpose of determining 
what their duty requires them to do in the premises. Ihave been 
one of those, and I hope that I may have the opportunity during 
the vacation of going to the Pacific Coast and seeing those places 
for myself at my own expense, and without any expense to the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the resolution I have moved to take 
up asks for no appropriation of money and involves no e >. 
The religious and moral people of this country will contribute the 
necessary means for that investigation which the Senator from 
es desires to suppress. The considerations which are al- 
leged by him have no reality; they do not relate to the subject. 
It is known that a great and powerful organization, a foreign cor- 
poration, is striking at the very vitals of republican government, 
and the moral and religious sentiment of the —_— of this coun- 
try has been aroused instit, Ihavedone allinmy power. Let 
the division be made, Mr. President. Imove thatthe Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Florida to take up the resolution. 
[Putting the question.] The ‘‘ noes” appear to have it. 

Mr. CALL. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
eall the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPx]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam/paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). From the charac- 
ter of my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
son] I feel free to vote on this question, and I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). 1 am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon}. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. oe 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was calied). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarRD}. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Georgia | Mr. GoRDON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
Bhire [Mr. GALLINGER}. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Bate, Culfom, Lodge, Roach, 
Berry, Dubois, Me Millan. Sherman, 
Blanchard, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg. Squire, 
Burrows, Hale, Morgan, Stewart, 
Butler, Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Caffery, Hill, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Call, Hoar, Platt, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Jones of Nev. Proctor, Washburn. 
Clark, Lindsay, Quay, 
NAYS—IS. 
ldrich, Gibson, Hunton, Ransom, 
rice, Gorman, Jones of Ark. Smith, 
Camden, Gray, Manderson, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Harris, Morrill, 
Faulkner, Hawley, Murphy, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Allen, Dolph, Mantle, Pugh, 
Allison, Gallinger, Martin, Shou 
Blaekburn, George, Mills, Turple, 
vy Seren, », Mitchell of Wis. baa 
Hansbroug. Palmer, alsh, 
Coke, ee Pasco, ite, 
Daniel, ey " Peffer, Wilson of Iowa 
Davis, cLaurin, Power, Ww of Wash. 
Dixon, McPherson, Pritchard, 
So the motion was agreed to. 





The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution? 5 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. MANDERSON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before that is done, will the Senator from 
Florida allow me to call up a resolution in reference to the em- 
ployment of an old messenger of this body? 

Mr. CALL. I will yield for that purpose. 

JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution for the employment of Joseph Mc- 
Guckian as a messenger of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate on the 
19th ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved, That Joseph McGuckian be placed on the messenger roll of the 
Senate at a salary of $600 per annum, to be paid monthly out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, and that he be assigned to one of the committees of the 
Senate now without a messenger. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That resolution was called up last night; 

I objected to it, and I enter my objection to it now. It can not 
at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was not aware that the resolution had been 
objected to last night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that it is for the employment of 
a poor old man, who was long in the service of the Senate and who 
ought to be employed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. 


VENTILATION OF SENATE CHAMBER. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], to report it with an amendment, I ask the 
Senate to consider the resolution at this time. 

Mr. CALL. I demand the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida de- 
mands the regular order, which is the consideration of the reso- 
lution submitted by him. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Florida will allow the 
resolution, which relates tothe ventilation of the Senate Chamber, 
to be now considered. 

Mr. CALL. I yield for that purpose. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution: 

Resoived, That the Committee on Rules be directed to report at the next 
session of Congress whether any improvement can be made in the ventila- 
tion of the Senate Chamber, and in their discretion to obtain the opinion of 
experts on the subject, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 

The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate was, after the words 
**Senate Chamber,” to strike out: 

And in their discretion to obtain the opinion of experts on the subject, to 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

SALARIES OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYEES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the Secretary of the Senate 
and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives borne 
on the annual rolls their respective salaries for the month of 
March on the 9th day of said month; which was read twice by its 
title. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolntion. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Kerr, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon ey by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 2362) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 
the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge the 
Sulphur River in the State of Arkansas or in the State of Texas,” 
approved April 21, 1894; 

A bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings; 

A bill (H.R. 6565) granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John R. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pennsylvania in the war of the Revolution; 

A bill (H.R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy; 
A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal; and 
A bill (5.1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic through 
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national and interstate commerce and the postal service subject 
to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil Moreland; 

A bill (H. R. 8659) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Emory and the Clinch rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H.R.7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian 
woman; 

A bill (H. R. 8407) to amend section 4965, chapter 8, Title LX, 
of = Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy- 
rights; 

A bill oe Granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, 
widow of Lieut. Col. F.O. Wyse; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to extend the time in which 
members of the Fifty-third Congress may distribute documents. 


HONDURAS OR LOUISIANA LOTTERY COMPANY. 


Mr. CALL. I now ask for a vote on my resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, Thata special committtee be, and is neretas created, 
who shal! be charged with the duty of inquiring and reporting to the Senate 
whether the Louisiana or Honduras Lottery Company has been established 
and is now operating in the United States and is engaged in business therein 
and in the use of the mails and of the interstate-commerce corporations or 
companies in violation of the laws of the United States. , 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, Ihave no purpose of oppos- 
ing the resolution of the Senator from Florida, but I desire before 
the Senate votes upon it to make a single statement. It was 
unanimously agreed by committees representing both political 
sides of this Chamber that no consent of the Senate should be 
given for the sitting of committees during the recess. 

Iasked buta few momentsago for authority, when I saw that that 
agreement was not being carried out, for the Committee on Rules 
to sit in the city of Washington during the coming vacation, 
without making any charge upon the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, with a view of submitting at the next session of Congress 
such revision of the rules as it might deem proper to offer to the 
Senate for its consideration. That request was not agreed to, and 
was not allowed. 

I wish to bear witness to the correctness of the statement made 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GormAN] that the steering 
committees of the Senate did agree, and agreed unanimously, 
that no committee should be given the power which the resolu- 
tion now before the Senate carries to the committee proposed to 
be raised by the Senator from Florida. 

One thing more, Mr. President, before I close. It is true that 
no charge is made upon the contingent fund of the Senate by the 
terms of the resolution of the Senator from Florida, but we know 
very well that if this resolution is adopted, and this committee 
goes to Florida to prosecute the inquiry with which it is charged, 
when the Fifty-fourth Congress meets a demand will be made in 
the shape of a resolution to pay the expenses incident to the execu- 
tion of this order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator kindly yield to me to 
offer a resolution with which I know he will be in entire accord? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have said all I care to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, on this subject. 

THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I submit a resolution that I ask be read 
for information, and I shall then ask unanimous consent for its 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and are hereby tendered, 
to Hon. Isham G. HARRIS, President of the Senate pro tempore, for the 
ability, dignity, courtesy, and nnpartiality with which he has discharged 
the duties of the Chair during the present session. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and unani- 
mously agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators, your indulgence and 
kindly aid have made the duties of the President pro tempore easy 
and pleasant. Accept my profound thanks for the resolution that 
you Save just a, to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. Prupen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2539) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney; 

An act (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin; 

An act (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. Karge: 

An act (S.328) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Martha 
Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Admiral 8S. P. Carter; 

An act (S. 2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. _s Tassin; 

An act (8.454) for the relief of Washington ege (now 


— as Washington and Lee University), located at Lexing- 
m, Va.; 

An act (S$. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax; 

An act (8.1503) to establish harbor regulations for the District 
of Columbia; 

An act (8.1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, 
brevet brigadier-general of volunteers; 

An act (5.2790) to amend section 1 of chapter 398 of the laws 
of 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for deductions from the gross 
tonnage of vessels of the United States;” 

An act (S. 1656) granting an increase of pension fo Mary A. L. 
Eastman; 

An act (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widowof 
Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased; 

An act (S. 2388) for therelief of Fred Kormann; 

An act (S. 2342) granting a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. Mc- 
Clernand; 

An act (S. 2463) to grant a township of land to the State of Mis- 
sissippi for the use of the Institute and College for Girls; 

7 a act (8.577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M, 

ill; 

An act (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. 
Sweeny; : 

An act (8.2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly; ‘ 

An act (5.2798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Ill.,” approved 
February 13, 1895; 

An act (8. 1841) to provide that all persons employing female 
help in stores, shops, or manufactories in the District of Colum- 
bia shall provide seats for the same when not actively employed; 

An act (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran; 

An act (S. 1201) to provide for the reimbursement of officers 
and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval service of 
the United States; 

_An act (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued pen- 
sions; 

An act (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic through 
national and interstate commerce and the postal service subject 
to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting permission for the erec- 
tion of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late 
Prof. Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D.C. L.; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing Second Lieut. F. D. 
Rockenbach, ofthe Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, to accept 
the position of commandant of cadets at the Virginia Military Acad- 
emy, Lexington, Va.; 

A joint resolution (8. R.91) to provide for the printing of a di- 
gest of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, salary, 
and compensation of officials of the United States courts; 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 19) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth 
New York Volunteers; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 134) calling on the President to take 
such measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the agree- 
ment between the Governments of Spain and the United States for 
the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citizen of the 
United States; 

A joint resolution (8. R.139) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to citizens’ general committee on the twenty-ninth na- 
tional encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at 
Louisville, September, 1895, condemned cannon; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 141) to extend the time for taking testi- 
mony in relation to the value of the improvements cf the Monon- 
gahela Navigation Company on the Monongahela River, in Penn- 
sylvania; and 

A joint resolution (S. R.142) continuing the present officers of 
the courts in the Indian Territory until the bill for the reorgani 
zation of the judiciary of that Territory, which has passed both 
Houses of Congress and awaits the signature of the President of 
the United States, becomes a law. 

LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida 
ie CALL] proposing an investigation by a special committee of 

e operations of the Honduras Lottery Company? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire to confirm the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] and 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] as to the a 
ment between the committees representing the two sides of the 
Chamber in regard to such resolutions. I do not claim, nor does 
the Senator from Maryland, I understand, that we could bind 
the Senate in the matter, but we could bind our individual action 
and prevent a resolution of this kind from being considered by 
unanimous consent. 
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The reason for the agreement on the part of these two commit- 
tees must be obvious, I think, to the Senate. I can see no public 
interest that can be served by making this investigation. it is 
to be made at all, however, it should be made by a committee of 
standing and a committee which can make it in an im ialanda 
thorough manner, and it should be made by one of the standing 
committees of the Senate. 

Under the leadership of the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] we yesterday concurred with the other House 
in the amendments to the antilottery bill, so called, which isa 
measure of the most stringent character. We have taken steps 
by legislation to do overyening in the power of re to stamp 
out the lottery business in the United States, and I have no doubt 
it will be done. 

Does any Senator e + that this committee, if it is —— 
under the leadership of the Senator from Florida, is to have any 
effect upon the business of this lottery company? Itis well known 
to every member of the Senate that it is to be simply a political 
committee, appointed for its effect upon the politics of Florida, 
and that it would serve no public purpose whatever. If this in- 
vestigation is to be had let it be made thoroughly by a standing 
committee of the Senate already appointed, and without any ex- 
pense to the United States. 

I move to amend the resolution of the Senator from Florida by 
striking out the words “ a special committee ” and inserting ‘‘ the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The SECRETARY. In the first line of the resolution strike out 
the words ‘‘a special committee” and insert “the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
say a word? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I pronounce the statement made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island as being without foundation. He 
has no warrant, except his desire to promote the lottery in the 
United States, in saying this. He speaks without the warrant of 
truth or justification. There is no such knowledge with anyone, 
either in Florida or elsewhere, that this is a mere political resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT obtained the floor. 

Mr. ee: T rose to move to lay the resolution on the table. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to say 
one word? I do not wish to detain the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter upon any 
discussion of the merits of thisresolution or any other discussion 
within ten minutes of 12 o’clock to-day; but I wish to say as avin- 
dication for myself that there has been some grave mistake some- 
where, if any committee has undertaken to bind this side of the 
Chamber, certainly to bind me, by any agreement about this mat- 
ter. I never knew there was such an agreement, and never au- 
thorized wey to make it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In justice to the committee, I will say to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that he must have been inattentive 
to my statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I spoke of the statement of the Senator from 
eee I did not hear the statement of the Senator from Rhode 

and, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated thatit simply bound the members of 
the committees. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I merely want to put myself right. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, for aeslt I am very glad in- 
deed to be bound by any agreement by anybody who stands for 
either party in the Senate that will prevent these junketing tri 
during recesses. There was a distinct understanding between the 
two committees. It does not legally bind anybody. That it does 
not legally bind everybody is evident by the sort of appeal the 
Senator from Florida has made here on the floor to-day. It mor- 
ally binds me, and in my opinion that which only binds men mor- 
ally should in this case affect every man who cares for the preser- 
vation of the public funds and is unwilling that the money of the 
country should be frittered away in useless investigations, which 
in nine cases out of ten are intended to further somebody’s politi- 
cal fortunes. 

Mr. President, the attack which the Senator from Florida has 
made on the Senator from Rhode Island is utterly unwarranted. 
The Senator from Rhode Island can take care of himself. I know 
the general sentiment throughout this body is that such an inves- 
tigation is needless and useless. Only yesterday we passed a law 
at the request of the Senator from husetts [Mr. Hoar] 
which binds still more closely the fetters which prevent and keep 
out the lotteries from this country. To-day upon our statute 
books there are laws which permit more espionage than wasever 


The Post- 


permitted under the old days of the French monarchy. 
Office Department may do everything except open private corre- 
spondence, and the last law would almost justify them in that. 


ey can prevent, as they do, the selling of lottery tickets. They 
make it a felony if some servant girl in Washington should buy 
a lottery ticket and mail the letter to Honduras or to New Orleans. 
She may be indicted in New Orleans and taken there and punished 
for a felony. 

Now we are asked, in spite of all these laws, to investigate as to 
whether railroads engaged in interstate commerce have carried 
lottery tickets as a trade. It is the shadow of the old resolution 
of the Senator from Florida which he had here two or three 
weeks ago and which was so decisively defeated by the Senate. 
We have laws enough to punish lotteries. 

Mr. President, it is time that somebody should not be afraid to 
8 out and vote against this sort of useless expenditure. The 
threat that because a man does not believe in spending public 
money he shall thereby be charged as a friend of lotteries is too 
absurd and contemptible to meet serious denial. There is no 
Senator on this floor who is not opposed to the dealing in lottery 
tickets. We all know the infinite injury gambling and trading 
in lottery tickets have done all over the world. I do not know of 
anybody who ever won anything on any ticket when he bought it. 

DEDICATION OF NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 
please suspend. The Chair appoints as additional members of 
the Senate to participate in the dedication of the Chickamauga 
and Chattanooga National Military Park, on September 19 and 20 
next, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. Davis, Mr. DantreL, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
Gorpon, Mr. Quay, Mr. Berry, and Mr. SHERMAN. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (S.R.143) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver to the First Regiment North Carolina State Guard 
two pieces of condemned cannon; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the Secretary of tho 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the 
officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives 
borne on the annual rolls their respective salaries for the month of 
March on the 9th day of said month. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

At 11 o’clock and 55 minutes a. m. Mr. VoorHEEs and Mr. 
SHERMAN appeared at the bar, and 

Mr. VOORHEES said: Mr. President, the committee appointed 
by the Senate to wait on the President of the United States,in 
conjunction with the Committee of the House of Representatives 
appointed for that purpose,and inform him that the Fifty-third 
Congress was ready to adjourn sine die at 12 o’clock to-day, has 
performed that duty. The President said to us he had no further 
communications to make, and tendered his congratulations to 
Congress on the conclusion of its labors. 

LOUISIANA OR HONDURAS LOTTERY COMPANY. 

Mr. Cau, Mr. Quay, and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow 
me to say a word? 

Mr. CALL. I believe I have the floor. I have been recog- 


nized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida has been 
recognized. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say a single word in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr.Wo.Lcort]. He says it is time sonieone 
should have the boldness to speak out in regard to resolutions 
which seek to take money out of theTreasury. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Colorado never fails to speak out when the interests 
of foreign corporations as against the people of the United States 
are involved. He speaks out, and boldly, against the people, 
always and everywhere. 

Now, Mr. President, I am content that a division shall be had 
upon agreeing to the resolution. The resolution would pass by 
a great majority. See the idle pretenses upon which the Senator 
here in this body undertakes to attack this resolution. He says 
that we have laws which are ample, when we know that this 
great ——— to-day, notwithstanding our laws, is more pow- 
erful and operating more extensively than it did in the State of 
Louisiana. Yet the Senator, in the face of the fact, known to 
everyone, that the laws are defied in Florida, undertakes to say 
that we have laws that forbid it. 

Mr. President, the pretenses upon which the resolution is at- 
tacked are idle and unreal, and the people of this country so ap- 
preciate it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon. 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o’clock m., Monday, March 4). 
Senators, the hour has arrived fixed by law for the termination of 
this Congress. 

In the magnitude of the questions determined and the ability 
with which they have been discussed the Congress just closing 
has been surpassed by few that have precededit. Since its organi- 
zation two Senators have retired by resignation, two by expiration 
of the terms of their appointment, and four have been removed 
by the hand of death. is hour marks the close of the long and 
honorable terms of service of Senators who will be bornein grate- 
ful remembrance by their associates who remain. 

For the courtesy uniformly extended me, and for the resolutions 
just adopted, my gratitude can not be measured by words. I 
would do violence to my feelings if I failed to express my thanks 
to the officers of this body for the fidelity with which they have 
discharged their important duties, and for their assistance and 
courtesy to the Presiding Officer. 

With the fall of the gavel the great debates and the important 
legislation of the Fifty-third Congress pass to the domain of his- 
tory. It only remains to make official announcement that the 
Senate stands adjourned without day. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 2, 1895. 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 


George H. Small, of Missouri, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at St. Louis, Mo. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


Joseph H. Senner, of New York, to be commissioner of immi- 

gration at the port of New York, in the State of New York. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Assistant Paymaster Eugene D. Ryan, to be passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy. ci 

Frencis Joseph Semmes, a citizen of Louisiana, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy. 

Richard Hatton, a citizen of Iowa, to be an assistant paymaster 
in the Navy. 

John B. Frazier, a citizen of Tennessee, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy. 

John P. Chidwick, a citizen of New York, to be a chaplain 
in the Navy. 

POSTMASTERS. 


P. P. Callery, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Arthur Beardsley, to be postmaster at Swarthmore, in the 
county of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles A. Wells, to be postmaster at Coffeyville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas. 

John D. Tyrrel, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of 
Garfield and State of Washington. 

J. Atwood Pyle, to be Fenn oe enc at West Grove, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

John B. Patterson, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of 
Brie and State of Pennsylvania. a 

Daniel A. Doyle, to be postmaster at O’Neill, in the county of 
Holt and State of Neb . 

Jonas W. Olson, to be postmaster at Galva, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois. 

Frank M. Moulton, to be postmaster at Wenona, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Tlinois. 

Alfred A. Guck, to be aster at Lake Linden, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan. 

Jacob H. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 

at Bath, in the county of 


Walstine G. Crum, to be 
Steuben and State of New York. 
William J. Atchison, to be postmaster at Owego, in the county 
of ‘Tioga and State of New York. 
Ella B. Connolly, to be postmaster at Red Key, in the county 
(aks EL eee Be peamianes Wi Shidiey,n he cong 
arry M. . postmaster a y,in the county o 
Oceana and State of Michigan. 
Michael A. Leary, to be 


at Penn Yan, in the county 
of Yates and State of New York. 
George W. Grieve, to be 


at Perry, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. 
yman 8. Coleman, to be postraaster at Castile, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. 
Witt C. McKeel, te be master at Farmer, in the county 
Ouest si State of a i Watkins, in the ty 
artin J. Sunderlin, i coun: 
of Schuyler and State of New York. 


Da i Sra eos eae 


William H. Murray, to be postmaster at Hornellsville, in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York. 

James E. Conley, to be postmaster at Brockport, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. 

Hervey Ross, to be tmaster at Gloversville, in the county of 
Fulton and State of New York. 

John Peel, jr., to be postmaster at Livonia Station, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 

Wilbur P. Borland, to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in 
the county of Otsego and State of New York. 

Lucius M. Monroe, to be postmaster at New Canaan, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

George J. Webb, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 2, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Bagpy. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 

reports to file may be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 
r. LOUD. Ishall have to object to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to submit some privileged reports 
from the Joint Commission, to be printed. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] has also a report to submit for printing. 

COPIES OF LETTERS WRITTEN IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress to In- 
quire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, submitted a report of the commission with reference to pre- 
serving the copies of letters written in the various Departments of 
the Government; which was ordered to be printed. 

CHECKING MONEY ORDERS. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress to In- 
quire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, submitted a report embodying the recommendations of the 
commission with reference to checking paid money orders against 
the reports of issue; which was ordered to be prin 

SUPERVISING ARCHITECT’S OFFICE, 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress to In- 
quire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, submitted a report embodying the recommendations of 
the commission touching the reorganization of the Supervising 
Architect's Office; which was ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS. 


Mr. DINGLEY, from the Joint Commission of Congress to In- 
quire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, submitted a report embodying the recommendations of the 
commission with reference to the method of collecting the cus- 
toms and rendering an account thereof to the Auditor of the 
Treasury; which was ordered to be printed. 

8ST, JOHNS RIVER, FLORIDA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter of the Chief of Engineers, 
a report of the preliminary examination of St. Johns River, Flor- 
ida; which was ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

NANCY G. ALLABACH. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1639) granting 
a pension to Nancy G. Allabach. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy G. Alla widow 


of Peter H. Allabach, late colonel One hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 

Mr. JONES. I should like to have the report in that case read. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HAYES. I can make a short statement, if it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman can make 
a brief statement. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. er, this is a bill to pension the widow 
of General Allabach. He was in the Mexican war, and also in the 
late war, and in both performed creditable and distinguished serv- 


ice. was five in the Regular Army, and’ during that 
time participated Gy dhe Mexican wer. In the late war he was 
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colonel of a Pennsylvania regiment, the One hundred and thirty- 


first Infantry, and commanded a brigade. He was in the 

of Fredericksburg, Chancellorsville, and Antietam, and com- 
manded a brigade at Antietam. Not only that, but his wife, the 
beneficiary of this bill, was with him upon the battlefield at An- 
tietam, ministering to the wants and comfort of his soldiers. I 
have here letters and communications from Generals Humphreys, 
Briggs, and Hancock, under and with whom he served, expressin: 
in the very strongest terms commendation of his services, as fol- 


lows: 
WaASHINGTON, November 6, 1866. 


Srr: Understanding that Col. P. H. Allabach, of Washington’(late of the 
One hundred and y-first Pennsylvania Volunteers), is an aqplicant for 
the appointment of naval storekeeper at the Washington Navy-Yard, I beg 
leave to state that Colonel Allabach served under my command in the Army 
of the Potomac as commander of the Second eof the Third Division 
(my division) of the Fifth Corps, from the 14th of September, 1862, until the 
middle of May, 1863, when his regiment and brigade were mustered out of 
service, their term having expired. During all this time Colonel Allabach’s 

igade took a conspicuous part in theo a ; 
Fredericksburg, on the 13th of December, he was especially distin, 
the gallant manner in which he led his brigade against the stone wall on the 
right of our army. It is generally conceded that the attack on my division 
was the most spirited e that day on our right. ap . 

At Chancellorsville he exhibited the same zeal and spirit; in fact, his con- 
duct throughout all the operations of the army was of the same character. 
His brigade was noted on all occasions for promptitude and good discipline, 
the ma of his devotion to duty, his good judgment, and fine solliesty 

ualities. 
. Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


. A. HUMPHREYS, 
Maj. Gen. Vols., Brig. and But. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 
Hon. GripEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


PIrTsriELD, MAss., January 28, 1863. 

My Dear CoLonet: I am just in receipt of your favor of the 26th instan 
for which please —— my acknowledgments. I assure you that you an 
your noble command have much in my mind during my long and dis- 
couraging separation from you, and you may well imagine that I have had a 
very large share in the animation which your t charge at Fredericks- 
burg excited throughout the Couey. I congratulate you and the officers and 
brave men of the brigade upon such distinguished conduct. My brief but 

t acquaintance with the command gives me the assurance that it 
would never be found wanting in the hour of conflict; but I must confess that 
I was not prepared to learn tin their first engagement they had eclipsed 
the veteran regiments of the old Army of the Potomac. 

My second thought. after that of exultation, was that you, the officer who 
had led such a command so creditably, were entitled to retain the command, 
and, as I wrote to Lieutenant Whittlesey, [ had determined, in justice to you, 
to uest at headquarters that I might be transferred to some other position, 
in order that you might be retained in command. But before I was able to 


get to Washington, and without any suggestion on my , Lreceived, about 
a week since, an order from Headquarters of the Army, ing me to report 
for duty as soon as my health would to Major-General enck, com- 


manding Middle ent, at re. So it seems that my connection 
with the gallant Pennsylvanians is dissolved before an acquaintance has been 
fairly formed. Iam sincerely grateful to you for your kind expression of a 
desire for my return. but the considerations before mentioned re- 
specting your own claims would have induced me to have suggested achange. 
And now that the change has been effected without mention on my part, I 
can but hope that it is an indication that you are not to be disturbed. 
* w 2 x ” x * 

Please present my sincere regards to the officers of your command with 
whom I am acquainted, and be assured that I shall follow and remember with 
the liveliest interest the brave men with whom to have associated for 
only so brief a period will always be esteemed a high honor. 

Very truly, your obedient servant, 
HENRY 8. BRIGGS. 
GovERNOR’s IsuAND, New YorkK HARBOR, April 26, 1879. 

Col. P. H. Allabach is known to me as a brave and faithful soldier, who has 
served the Government as an officer of the Army during the Mexican war 
and the late rebellion. In the latter war he was colonel of the One hundred 
and thirty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, and a brigade commander in the 


division of Gen. A. A. Humphreys. 
His services to the country commend him for the yin he now seeks. 
S. HANCOCK. 


Major-General, United States Army. 
Upon General Allabach’s death he left his widow, as the Senate 
report states, entirely without means, so that she is supported 
through the kindness of friends. The bill only provides for $30 a 
month; is entirely within precedent, and the case is a peculiarly 
strong and meritorious one of its class. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentile- 
man from Iowa? 
— _ no ——S* is 
1e bill was orde to a third reading; and was according] 
read the third time, and = 
On motion of Mr. HA 
was laid on the table. 


CONTINUATION OF THE ORGANIZATION OF THE JUDICIARY 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (8S. 
R. 142) continuing the present officers of the courts in the Indian 
Territory until the bill for the organization of the judiciary of 
that Territory which has passed both Houses of and 
awaits the signature of the President of the United be- 
comes a law. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please be seated. Therearea 


ES, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


OF 


- SIAT 


while to dispose of them unless some privileged matter comes in. 
The Chair will do his best to give every gentleman an opportunity 
Sus Tengen if he can. The Clerk will report the title of the 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate joint resolution (S. R. 142) continuing the present officers of the courts 
in the Indian Territory until the bill for the organization of the judiciary 


of that Territory which has passed both Houses of Congress and awaits the 
signature of the President of the United States becomes a law. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Whatis that? Is that a request for unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BatLey] 
asks the consideration of this resolution, but he does not seem to 
be in his seat. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that it be allowed to lie on the table for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be allowed to lie on 
the table for the present. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR BADGES TO GRAND ARMY DELEGATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate joint resolu» 
tion (S. R. 139) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
citizens’ general committee on the twenty-ninth national encamp- 
ment Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at Louisville, Sep- 
tember, 1895, condemned cannon. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, ) ask consideration of this joint 
resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report it, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to deliver to 
the order of Thomas H. Sherley, general chairman Twenty-ninth National 

pment Grand Army of the Republic citizens’ committee, Louisville, 
Ky., such condemned cannon as is necessary for the purpose of furnishing 
badges to the Grand Army delegates at said encampment: Provided, That 
no expense shall be ca the Cnited States through the delivery of said 
condemned cannon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CARUTH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
REIMBURSEMENT OF OFFICERS AND SEAMEN OF THE NAVY FOR 

PROPERTY DESTROYED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1201) provid- 
ing for reimbursement of officers and seamen for property lost or 
destroyed in the naval service of the United States. 

Mr. BUNN. I ask immediate consideration for this bill 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam quite willing that this bill shall be con- 
sidered if the gentleman will accept a couple of amendments. 

Mr. BUNN. I have no authority to accept them; but I shall 
make no opposition. That is all I can say. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
= fen _ The Chair hears none. 

r 


, . Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ments to the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ survivors,” in line 8, insert the words “by shipwreck or 





other marine disaster.” Then, in lines 5,6, and7, on page 2, strike out the 
words “ paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
and be in full of all such loss or damage” and insert in lien thers £ the 
following: “certified by the Secretary of the Treasury at the commence- 


ment of each zogales session tothe Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, who shall lay the same before Congress for consideration.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CONTINUING THE ORGANIZATION OF THE JUDICIARY IN THE IN- 

DIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER again laid before the House the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 142) continuing the present officers of the courts in 
the Indian Territory until the bill for the reorganization of the 
judiciary of that Territory which has passed both Houses of Con- 
gress and awaits the signature of the President of the United 
States becomes a law. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there is objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

Mr. REED. What is this? , 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 


large number of these bills on the table, and it will take quite a! again. 
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The title was again repo 

Mr. REED. Will en a ia from Texas have the kindness 
to explain the necessity for the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I would say, with the permission 
of the House, that both Houses have passed a bill reorganizing 
the judiciary of the Indian Territory, ; peovies for two addi- 
tional judges and two additional marshals and district attorneys. 
The bill itself provides that until the judges are appointed the 
present judge of the United States court in the Indian Territory 
shall exercise the full jurisdiction of that court; but it does not 
contemplate the failure of the appointment of a marshal or dis- 
trict attorney, or that they may fail to q a and the present 
joint resolution simply provides that until ey are appointed 
and until they do qualify the present marshal and district attor- 
ney may discharge the duties of the offices. It also a for 
commissioners until the two additional judges are ap 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; an 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN A. LYNCH. 


The - ow laid before the House the bill (8.502) for the 
relief of John A. Lynch; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


it” was ac- 


AUGUSTUS G. xELoce. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1905) for the 
relief of Augustus G. Kellogg 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Spode, th this is a bill in which the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota was interested. Objection 
was made to the bill and tf was laid ht to be called u ain. 
I ask unanimous consent that it be allowed to lie on the er’s 
table for the cae in the absence of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. LL]. 
The PEAKER. Without objection it will be withheld for the 
resent. 
. FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 2799) granting 
to the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reser- 
vation in said State, for the purpose of establishing western 
branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas 
State Normal Institute thereon, and for a public park. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the abandoned Fort Hove Military geet 
and all the improvements thereon, situated in the State of and the 
same is hereby, granted to said State upon the conditions that sai shall 
establish and maintain perpetually thereon, first,a western branch of the 
Kansas Agricultural ege; second, a western branch of the Kansas State 
Normal Institute, and that in connection therewith the said reservation eu 
be used and maintained as a public park: Provided, That said 8 
within five years from and after the of this act, accept this grant Sant 
shall by pro per leet legislative action esta on_ said reservation western 
branches of t! Agricultural College and the anges State Normal In- 
stitute; and whenever ae: lands shall cease to be used by said pnw ly for the 
purposes herein mentioned the same shall revert to the United Sta 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, rese the right to abet, I 
would be in to — the gentleman exp what this bill is. 

Mr. Is. = er, this is a small reservation on the 
edge of that aalleg aa the country known as the Great Plains. It 
lies near the 100th meridian. It comprises only five or six thou- 
sand acres of land. Its use for military purposes has been aban- 
doned for a number of years. The Agricultural College of the 
State of Kansas is situated on a level a thousand feet lower and 
200 miles this side of that reservation, The reservation is 300 
miles from the Missouri river. It is desired that some place shall 
be had where agricultural experiments can be und en for the 
benefit of that vast region of country which is known as the plains. 
The experiments at the existing agricultural college, located at 
Manhattan, are made in a region ‘weely dissimilar, and, for the 
Pp of “cultivating grasses and ne methods « of agri 
culture suited to that great Western country, the State of enaes 
asks that this abandoned military reservation be given to her. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How many acres of land? 

Mr. HARRIS. Five or six thousand. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the value of it? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not worth more than seven or eight dollars 
an acre at the outside. 

neers That would make it worth about $48,000 al- 

er? 
. HARRIS. ons like that. The buildings are quite 

inferior, oe the 1S not this — to decay. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


oy was considered by the 
House on a former scoumien aan rej 
Mr. HARRIS. I never heard of its i considered before 
Mr. DOCKERY. I «am informed by a a on my left 
that the bill to which I refer involved this same land. That bill 
provided for donating the land to the Kansas soldiers’ home, and 


the House rejected it. Now it is proposed that the same land 
shall be given to the State for icultural purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill to which the gentleman refers was de- 
feated, I understand, because there was already a soldiers’ home 
in Kansas. This land could not be used for that purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of this House? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; and reported favorably. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Unanimously? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; unanimously. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. ‘The action of the cominittee was unani- 
mous in favor of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas that this bill be now considered? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered 7” a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, an 

On motion of Mr. wannis’s a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 
one (H. R. 1819) to correct the military record of James P. 

Cc ; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chastain; 

A bill ty R. 1229) granting a — to Bridget Devine; 

A bill (H. R. 3194) to amend the record of Simon Rice, of Com- 

pany A, ixth Maryland Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6430) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. Pin- 


ney; 

A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis; 

A bill (H.R. 2118) to pension John B. Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander Wil- 
liamson; 

A bill (H. R.5565) granting a a to Joseph R. Brooks, 
father, by adoption, of Henry M. Broo 

A bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 

A bill (H. R.1716) granting a ——— to Ellen Carney; 

A bill (H. R. 3977) to pension Jane Webster; 

A oo Bg CR. 6651) to pension Susannah Kepford, of Noble 


oe. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine; 

. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

. R. 6461 of to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary Button, of 
wido yn Asa Button, deceased; 

-R.8 5908) foe thes a@ pension to ‘Saloma Mangold; 

. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs; 

.R. 2180) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 

. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to A Wilson 
Rk. 


6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
ria of Wear Crawford; 
. R. 7997) to amend the military record of Angus V. 
.R. S001} 
. R. 5301 
dian war 


. R. 7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham; 
H.R. 840) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 


for the relief of James Berry Duckett; 
to Pension David H. Sexton for services in 


and 
A bill ‘(H. R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith. 


The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill fs 707) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 

A — 8.2647) to amend the military record of John H. Skin- 


granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 
granting a pension to Robert Gamble; 
s. = anting a pension to William Brown; 


al (8 rre$t 
He 2731) for the relief of H. K. Palmer; 


8. 1684 


8.1707 granting a pension to Caroline Reed; 
8.2746) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 


(3. 2612) for correction of muster of George P. Corts, late 
an | aababgmeal United States Volunteers; 

A bill (8.2451) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Andrew Martin; 

A bill (8. 1287) for the relief of Augustus Boyd; and 

Joint resolution (S.R.49) for the relief of James P. Veach. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following os a amendments i in which the concurrence of 
the House was 

A bill ea .R.1 1 erenting frp bene W. Thornhill; 

Po aac H. R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll 
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A bill (H. R. 8127) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate numbered 9 to the 
bill (H. R. 8093) ing appropriations for fortifications and other 
worksof defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1921) for the removal of 
snow and ae from the Lae “toms. alee ae and gutters in the 
cities of Washington an rgetown, and for other purposes, 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. 
Hunton, and Mr. Proctor as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

JOHN A. LYNCH. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Senate bill 502, which is in the hands of the Clerk, lie temporarily 
on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

AUGUSTUS G. KELLOGG. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1905) for 
the relief of Augustus G. anes 
Mr. HALL of Minnesota. , en IT ask unanimous con- 
sent that that bill be now considered. 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object until 
I can hear what the bill is. 
Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am informed by the 
tleman upon my left [Mr. DocKERyY] that he proposes to ob- 
pe anyway. Ithereforeask that the bill remain on the Speaker’s 
table. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
the right to object. 
The SPEAKER. The bill may lie on the table, but it will be 
there when the House adjourns on Monday, for the Chair will not 
ain have an opportunity to lay these bills before the House. 
The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 
MRS. MARY TASSIN, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (8.2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Tassin. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase to the sum of $25 per month the pension 


of Mrs. Mary Tassin, widow of Augustus G. Tassin, late first lieutenant, 
Eg Regiment United States Infantry; said pension to be in lieu of pen- 
on No. . 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

A MemsBer. What is the bill? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. This is a Senate bill, but substan- 
tially the same bill as has been reported by the House Committee 
on Pensions, and provides that the beneficiary be granted a pen- 
sion of $25 per month. She is the widow of Augustus G. Tassin, 
who died October, 1893, from causes origieesing in the line of duty 
as asoldier. The deceased entered the United States service from 
Perry County, in the district I represent in this House, as a first 
lieutenant of Company D, Thirty-fifth Indiana Infantry, on Sep- 
tember 8, 1861; promoted to captain June 16, 1863, to lieutenant- 
colonel of the regiment August 8, 1864, and to colonel March 3, 
an ted He was mustered out of the volunteer service September 
30, 1865. 

On July 28, 1866, thesoldier was appointed captain in the Twelfth 
United States Infantry, and served as such until honorably dis- 
charged on December 1, 1870. He reentered the service June 18, 
1872, and was assigned to the Signal Corps of the Army, in which 
he served until April 3, 1873, when he accepted an appointment of 
second lieutenant in the Twelfth Infantry; promo to be first 
lieutenant, Twelfth ae June 28, 1878, and to captain, same 
regiment, April 23, 1890. e died October 19, 1893, from causes 
originating in the line of duty. 

On March 2, 1867, he was successively breveted major, lieuten- 
ant-colonel, and colonel, for gallant and meritorious services in 
some of the hardest fought battles of the war. Colonel Tassin’s 
record during and after the late war wasof the highest character, 
and his services received the he commendation of Gen. George 
H. Thomas, the governor and the legislature of Indiana, and from 
numerous military and civil officers of the Government under 
whom he served at various times. Hisresignation from the Regu- 
lar Army, on December 1, 1870, was to enable him to accept a 
commniasion in the French army during the Franco-Prussian war 
and after that conflict had terminated he returned to the United 


States, reentered the service and continued in the active discharge 
of his duty until his death. 

Mrs. Tassin, after the death of her husband, made application 
for a pension, and the same was allowed under the general laws 
at $17 per month, the Pension Office holding that his fatal dis- 
ease (disease of kidneys) originated while he held the rank of first 
lieutenant in the Regular Army, although his widow contends 
that the disease had its origin in an attack of typhoid fever while 
a colonel of the volunteer forces. 

The beneficiary in this bill accompanied the soldier during his 
service in the Regular Army, she having married when quite 
young, and remained by his side until his death. She was left, I 
am credibly informed, comparatively penniless, and is encum- 
bered by a young daughter who is now in school. I am con- 
vinced that no more meritorious case has come before Congress 
for special legislation, and I trust it will receive the favorabie 
consideration of this House. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Has that bill been reported from 
the committee? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It has been. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Has it been considered at a Fri- 
day evening session? 

Mr. TA IR of Indiana. No, sir; I could not reach it last 
night. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


TheSPEAKERalso laid before the House the bill (S. 2754) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Oakland, in the State of California. 

Mr. ENGLISH of California. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Before consent is given—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California‘ 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Before consent is given for the 
consideration and passage of this bill I think it no more than fair 
that some gentleman on this side—— 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter with which the Chair has 
nothing todo. The question is on granting consent for the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. [If this bill is to be taken up and 

I think it should be with the understanding that a similar 

ill of some gentleman on this side of the House shall be permitted 

to go through if this one goes through. I have in my charge a 

bill for the erection of a public building at Jamestown, N. Y., in 

my district, a bill equally meritorious with the one which the 

pa from California is seeking to pass; and if his bill passes 
want consideration for mine. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. ENGLISH of California. I ask that this bill remain on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it can lie on the table. 


MONONGAHELA NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 
(S. R. 141) to extend the time for taking testimony in relation to 
the value of the improvements of the Monongahela Navigation 
Company on the Monongahela River in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of this joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I should like 
to hear some explanation. 

Mr. DALZELL. The last river and harbor bill provided that 
the Secretary of War should inquire and report to this House as 
to the terms on which the Monongahela Navigation Company’s 
works could be purchased, and should also take testimony and 
report to the House as to the commercial value of those works, 
to the end that Congress might determine upon the expediency of 
making the purchase. This joint resolution simply extends the 
time for taking such testimony. It involves no charge upon the 
Treasury. It authorizes the Secretary of War to report on this 
subject at the next session of Congress instead of this Congress. 

. DOCKERY. Has this measure the approval of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. DALZELL. That committee approves the measure. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, by a provision of the last 
river and harbor bill it was made the duty of the Secretary of War 
to take testimony regarding the value of these works. For some 
reason he has been unable to complete the taking of the testimony 
——s the time allowed. The only object of this resolution is to 
extend the time within which the Secretary of War may do what 
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he was directed to do in this matter. The resolution carries no 
appropriation whatever, and it ought to pass. 
ere being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and yg 
On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL, 


Mr. ENGLISH of California. I understand that objection is 
now withdrawn to my request for the consideration of the bill (S. 
2754) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon at Oakland, in the State of California. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say that after much persuasion on 
the part of the gentleman from California I have agreed that, so 
far as I am concerned, I will not object to the consideration of 
this bill if an agreement can be reached by which one gentleman 


on the other side can be —— 
. Mr. geet That is all right, if such an arrangement can 
e made. 


Mr. HERMANN. I represent to-day the capital of the only 
State in this Union for which a public building has not been pro- 
vided; and if this request is granted, I claim similar considera- 
tion for my State. 

Mr. KIEFER. My case is precisely similar. 

fa — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? . 
The Clerk again read the title of the bill. 
Mr. WELLS. I object. 


HARBOR REGULATIONS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1503) to es- 
tablish harbor regulations for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask that this bill be considered now. 
I wish to state that _a House bill, a precise counterpart of this, 
was passed by the House on the 9th of April last, was sent to the 
Senate, and was there favorably re ; 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been prepared by the 
District authorities and was forwarded to the committees of the 
House and Senate at the beginning of the session of Congress. It 
was favorably reported in both branches of Congress and passed 
the House unanimously on the 9th day of April. The Senate 
passed a similar bill; and now I ask, in order to complete the leg- 
islation, that the House take up and pass the Senate bill. 

cae oe Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is proceeding with the regular 
order now. 

BRONZE STATUE OF PROFESSOR GROSS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 
(S. R. 117) arntins ee for the erection of a bronze statue 
in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, 
M. D., LL. D., D. C. L. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate resolution. The House 
amended the resolution, which amendment was on by 
the Senate, and a conference is now asked on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
further insist on its amendment and agree to the conference asked 
by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BARTLETT, 
Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana, and Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania as 
conferees on the part of the House. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT, TEXAS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R.7151) to provide for terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the western judicial district of the 
State of Texas to be held at the city of Laredo, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REFERENCE OF A SENATE BILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill 6. 2519) 
granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris; w was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REPORT ON COTTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 

current resolution of the Senate: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed copies of the report of the Com- 
adsbenen henibaliens enh alco onanelt tindag mae at ohne 


500 shall be for the use of the said committee, 200 for the State nt, 
500 for the Bureau of Statistics, 1,500 for the Senate, and 3,500 for House 
of Representatives. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of this resolution, 
which meets the approval of the Committee on cheeses 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
concurred in. 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Pecrotney be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in a with its request, a duplicate copy of the amend- 
ments to the bill (H.R. 3246) for the wg e of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the bill re- 
ferred to there is a House bill with Senate amendments. I hope 
consent will be given for the present consideration of the amend- 
ments of the Senate, as the District Commissioners desire that 
legislation shall be had on this matter at this session of Congress. 
The amendment of the Senate meets the approval of the House 
committee. 

The amendment of the Senate was read at length. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. § er, this amend- 
ment provides, as will be seen, for a better system of law govern- 
ing the duties and emoluments of the sealer of weights and meas- 
ures in the District of Columbia. The amendment of the Senate 
does not increase the cost to the public, and the Commissioners 
recommend, and urgently recommend, the passage of the bill now. 
The present law is sadly deficient. 

I insert in this connection, as explaining the whole matter, the 
report of the Senate committee, prepared by Senator McMILLAN, 
upon this subject. 

It is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, after 
consideration, report the bill back with an amendment in the nature ofa 
substitute and recommend that the bill, when so amended, do pass. 

The necessity for some new legislation on the subject is shown by a letter 
addressed to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia by the present 
inspector, who says: 

WASHINGTON, September 15, 1898. 

GENTLEMEN: Herewith I transmit draft of a bill providing for the annual 
measurement of yardsticks, the annual correction of counter scales, the in- 
spection of butter in market,and the inspection and sealing of hucksters’ 
ve hts and measures, with the request that you will ask for its enactment 

ry Congress. 

The law at present does not poet the sealer of weights and measures to 
inspect a yardstick upon which his official stamp has already been placed, 
notwithstanding he may have reason to suspect that it has bevun shortened. 
on is therefore required which will allow of a yearly inspection of 
ya Ss. 

While I am permitted to examine spring scales four times a year, counter 
scales, like | baat may not be examined after they have been declared 
correct, and the same necessity exists for their periodic inspection as in the 
foregoing case, for it is very evident that such es are frequently tampered 
with after they have been officially stamped. 

There does not at present seem to be any afegne law for the protection of 
purchasers against short-weight butter, and although I find large quantities 
of butter having a shortage in weight of from one ounce to two and a half 
ounces in the pound, I am powerless to take any action in the matter. It is 
at the earnest mann of many citizens that I include the provision for the 
ins m of butter. 

All hucksters, without exception, have false measures. Every one I meet 
on the street has a or half-peck measure with a false bottom, or he has 
taken a stave out of it and thus reduced its size. There appears to be no law 
to prohibit this nefarious practice, and hence these men are daily imposing 
upon the —s To take ir measures from them has no effect other than 
to cause them to procure others equally deficient, and the enactment of some 
punitive legislation is therefore urgently required. 

. ” BOND 


FRANK A. ND, 
Sealer of Weights and Measures, 
The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DIsTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill, as |p santa by the present sealer of weights anc measures, and 
1e 


indorsed by the Commissioners, was passed by the House of Representatives. 
It has seemed best to your committee, however, tochange the House act in 
some essential features, while at the same time providing remedies for the 
“Tinie thee aim of Congress tod with the f of payment 
n oaway ee m y: 
for the services of District o' new hag pte Pa na: a ome The 
resent sealer of weights and measures now ves fees amoun te more 
Phan $4,000; and it has been estimated 
tee would increase the amount to from $8.000 to $10,000 
his income he pays his assistant and a laborer, and he 
and wagon when necessary. His net receipts are about $, 
salary provided for in the amendment submitted. 
Tnasmuch as the correctness of weights and measures is a matter of public 
concern, the committee believe that no fees should be exacted. Moreover 
they believe that the best interests of the service require that there should 
be no money relations between the officers and the owners of scales and 


mThe qasmmadtéee has also inserted several sections for the better protection 
of the buyers of coal by providing for tests at the instance of either the pur- 
chaser or the sealer of weights and measures. 

I ask that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


rovides a horse 
the amount of 





rs 
es 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to withdraw papers 
in the following cases: 

To Mr. Harris, in the case of Daniel Woodson and the estate 
of Eli Moore, Fifty-third Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. ; 

To Mr. Tracey, in the case of Margaret F. Brannan, Fifty- 
third Congress: no adverse report. 

Also to Mr. Tracey, in the case of John V. Behan, Fifty-third 
Congress; no adverse report. 

To Mr. FIrHIAN, papers before the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in the case of James A. Crouch. 


e ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference a epresentatives £0 % the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Re ee te Oe Se 
anting a pension to Elizabeth Moore lish, nh. basis met, after a full and 
ree conference have agreed to paueanendy aul do recommend to their re- 
ee. Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. 
Cc. L. MOSES, 
J. F. STALLINGS, 
J. A. TAWNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The House managers submit the following statement: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the Stenins statement: 

H, R. 0585, as reported to the House by the Committee o mn Pensions, granted 
to the widow of Earl English, late rear-admiral United States Navy, &@ pen- 
sion at the rate of $0 per month. This amount was reduced by the House, 
and the bill was at $3) per month. The Senate amendment increases 
the amount originally reported by the House committee. 
The eifect of the or of the managers on the part of the a is to in- 
crease the amount to be paid to the beneficiary in the bill named from $30 to 
$50 per month. 

Cc. L. MOSES. 
Ms A. TAWNEY. 
J. P. STALLINGS. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. s 4 
On motion of Mr. TAWNEY,a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRuDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On February 28, 1895: 

Ta a Eg cog ng  prmespee chong tip 
Post-Office ent for the i une 30, ; 

‘An act (H.R. 2066) for the relief of Charles A. Edwards ; 

An act (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre; 

An act (H.R.4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; and 

An act (H. - 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of 
Mound City, 

On ‘1, 1908: 

An act (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney; 

An act (H. R. 962) for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s 
Company of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 8237) for the relief of William W. Buckley, late 
first lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest; 

An act (H.R. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of 
land in section 36, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Bernardino 
meridian), in the State of California; 

An act (H.R. 8572) for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Com- 
pany of Daviess County, Ky.; 

An act (H. R. 8459) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, in the 
State of Mississippi, known as Back Bay; 

An act (H. R. 8337) —" to Rock Creek Railway Company of 
the District of Columbi 

An act (H. RB. 6570) for the relief of James Phelan, internal-reve- 
nue collector at Detroit, Mich. ; 

An act (H. R. 8680) granting the Mount Vernon Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Alabama for public uses; 

An act (H. R. 2377) to amend “An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the United States, conce 


the —— of steam if, Title August 7, os 
also to amend section 4414, Ti Tir or the Tovkecd tes, 


“Regulation of steam vessels; 


An act (H. R. 9604) for the relief of the heirs and devisees of 
Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 277) in reference to the free zone along 
the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the United States. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (5.966) to pay Elihu Root 
for services rendered by direction of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. rt had called for the regular order. 

The SP . Did the gentleman from Indiana demand the 
regular order? 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the 
pension bills which come over from the Friday night session. 

' = RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to present a privi- 

“The s. . But these pension bills are the regular order. 
The previous question was ordered on them, and so they come up 
immediately the reading of the Journal, under the rules of 
the House. 


SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I should like to submit a conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I wish to submit a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
House conferees. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 


ann: conferees of the two Houses on the disagreeing votes on the bill H.R. 
rt an agreement that the House agree to amendments as set forth 
in coed erence report, as follows: 
The first amendment to section 1 is “is bo verbal. 
The —- d amendment to section 1 is make more specific the language 
of the 
The first amendment to section 2 protects the applicant for permit untilthe 
lication has been passed upon. = ’ 
‘he second amendment to section 2is simply verbal. 
The third amendment to secticn 2 and all amendments to sections 3 and 7 
a an? on the part of the vendor to constitute sales unlaw ful 


The Seas on uneadnent to section 2 places the regulations of the health 
officers under control of the District Commissioners. 
The fifth amendment to section 2 declares under what conditions the sale 
of milk may be suspended or prohibited. 
The amendment to lines 4 and 5 of section 10 makes knowledge of the exist- 
ence of certain diseases nvcessary to constitute the offense therein set forth. 
tion 13, inserted by the Senate, provides for the analysis and test of milk 
= the — of witnesses, one of whom may be the owner of the milk or 
Ss age 
The f first and third amendments to section 13 of House bill changes the pen- 
alt — ——— for trial by jury. 
e recedes its amendments to sections 6, 8, and 10, inserting 
the ae cna * leaving those provisions as passed by the House 
The Senate also oosten from its amendment in section 10, whieb relates to 
the length of time milk may be taken after parturition. 
The punishment for the cecomal offense, as provided for in section 13, is left 
as adopted by the House. 
GEO. W. COOPER, 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Conferees on part of the House. 
The conference report was agreed to. 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with a favorable recommendation, were severally considered, the 
House bills ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
being engrossed, read the third time, and passed; the Senate bills 
etek to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, the 
amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole havy- 
ing previously been agreed to: 

A bill (H. R. 1310) “for the relief of John H. Willis; 

A bill (5.2199) granting a pension to Charles 8. Holly; 

A bill (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Eugenia 
R. ee 

A bill (H. R. 7002) to pension Mrs. Martha Frank; 

A bill (5. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

A bill (H. R. 4637) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Deshler 
Whiting (title amended in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee) ; 

A bill (S. 1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 
Eastman; 

A bill (H. R. 8245) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett; 

A bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (s 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New: 

A bill (H. R. 776i) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother 
(title amended in accordance with the recommendation of the 


on bill (EL R. 7562) 
A bill R. granting a eee to Tenderson Smith; and 
A bill fs. 1189) = the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman. 
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By unanimous consent, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the bills were passed was laid on the table. 


THOMAS M. CHILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S.577) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. Chill, reported favorably 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “twenty ” and insert the word “twelve.” 

Mr. BYNUM. That amendment was not adopted by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The Recorpshowsthat. The House com- 
mittee recommended an amendment, but it was not adopted by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to the fact that the bill that was read pro- 
vided for a pension of $12 a month. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itis a Senate bill. The recommendation of the 
House committee was toreduce the amount to $12, but that amend- 
ment was not agreed to in the Committee of the Whole last 


evening. 

The SPEAKER. This is evidently a case where the print of the 
bill providing for $12 a month was read, instead of the one pro- 
viding for $20. Therearetwoprints. Onesays ‘‘twelve” and the 
other ‘‘twenty.” The bill which was reported to the House was 
one in which the word ‘‘twenty” was stricken out and the word 
**twelve” inserted. 

Mr. BYNUM. But it was not adopted in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Inreadingit,it wasreadat$12. Thatcopy was 
read instead of the official copy. If the gentleman will look at the 
RECORD he will see how it was. The Clerk read the bill as though 
it read $12 a month, instead of saying that the committee recom- 
mended to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘twelve.” If the amend- 
ment is considered as having been agreed to, the gentleman can 
move to disagree toit, of course. The question will be upon agree- 
ing to the amendment reducing the amount to $12. If that is 
voted down, it will stand at $20. If agreed to, it will stand at $12. 
In that way it can be corrected. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will let it go at $12. Iwill not move to disa- 
gree to the amendment. I will let it go at $12. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to, reducing the amount to $12. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have a privileged report 


to present. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for the 
— order. 
eSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws the 


demand for the regular order. “The Chair will give the gentleman 
from New York another opportunity to ask unanimous consent to 
consider a bill. 

ELIHU E, ROOT. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 966) to compensate Elihu E. Root for services 
rendered the Attorney-General. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to submit a priv- 
“— —* 

he SPEAKER. TheChair hopes that the gentleman will allow 
the Chair to recognize one gentleman on the other side. 


F. M. VANDLING. 


Mr. SCRANTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8677) for the relief of F, M. Vand- 
ling, postmaster at Scranton, Pa. 

e bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I ask that it lie on the table for the present. 

The SPEAKER. It is not on the table. 


EULOGIES ON GENERAL POST. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
‘ennessee, 
os RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I present a privileged re- 
P The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
delivered in Co on the Hon. Philip Sidney a a Repre- 


eulogies ngress 
sentative from the State of Ilinois, be printed as required by law. 


: The report (by Mr. RicHaRDsON of Tennessee) was read, as fol- 
ows: 


The committee has considered the House concurrent resolution to print 
the eulogies delivered in Congress on Hon. Philip S. Post, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Illinois. The estimated cost of same is $2,600. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
SPECIAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have another privileged 
report. There are one or two other items of printing. They are 
Ss matters and not myown. The gentleman from Maryland 

as one or two. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies, in cloth ee the Second Special Report 
of the Commissioner of Labor, being a report of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce of the House of Representatives, submitted July 20, 
1892; 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Depart- 
ment of Labor; and the Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized to re- 
vise said report to include the labor legislation subsequent to the year 1891, 
and to annotate the report with reference to decisions of courts under the 
laws comprehended therein. 

The report (by Mr. RIcHARDSON of Tennessee) is as follows: 

The committee have considered House concurrent resolution to ue 5,000 
additional copies of Second Special Report of the Commissioner of Labor,and 
have directed me to report the same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

‘The estimated cost of the same is $1,970 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REPORT ON CHICAGO STRIKE. 


Mr. McKAIG. Mr.§S er, I present a privileged report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, here is one of the in- 
vestigation of the Chicago strike, and ought to be printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives gonturriae), That 
there be printed of the report on the Chicago strike of June and Ju W 1894, 
of the United States Strike Commission, ae by the President July 26 
1894, 10,500 extra copies in paper covers, without appendixes, of which num- 
ber 2,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 3,000 for the use of the Department of Labor; also 5,000 
extra copies of said report, with appendixes, in paper covers, of which num- 
ber 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House, and 
2,000 for the use of the Department of Labor. 

The report (by Mr. McKaia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 10,000 copies of the report on the Chicago strike of Juneand July, 
1894, of the United States Strike Commission, appointed by the President Jaly 
26, 1894, have considered the same, and report it back with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. McKAIG. Iask for the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PATENTS AND TRADE-MARKS. 


Mr. McKAIG. I have another privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Represen tatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be — 5,000 copies of the “‘resolution on patents and trade-marks adopted 
by the aux congress of the World’s Columbian Exposition held at Chi- 

. October 2, 1893, and presented to the Committee on Patents of the House 
of presentatives, second session Fifty-third Congress, February 5, 1894. 
ther with remarks of the committee prpcinees to eons the same;” of 
which 1,000 7 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the Patent Office. 
The report (by Mr. McK aia) is as follows: 


The committee have considered House concurrent resolution to print 5,000 
copies of the “‘ resolution on patents and trade-marks adopted by the auxil 
congress of the World’s Columbian Exposition, held at Chi > r 2, 
1893,” etc., and direct me to report same with gocousmendation that it do 
pass. The estimated cost of same is $125. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
JAMES CURRAN. 


Mr. FIELDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
amy consideration of the bill (8.2503) for the relief of James 
rran 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

GEORGE RUSHBERGER. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. eae I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 3671) for 
the relief of George Rushberger. 

The bill was at length. . , 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

WASHINGTON COLLEGE. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill which I send to the desk. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 454) for the relief of Washington Coll 
ington and Lee University), located at 
m Coll 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to reimburse to Washingto 
known as Washington and Lee University) for the injury to its bi 
son, libraries, and other property injured or destroyed by troops 
the Uni States during the late war, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and direc to pay to the proper authorities of said institution, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sum, not 
exceeding $17,484, as the accounting officers of the Trenaury Department, 
under direction of the Secretary, may find to be duly proven on account of 
such injury and destruction. : 

SEC. 2 That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I demand a second. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Missouri, Mr. DocKERY, pg the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, Mr. TUCKER. 

The House divided; anda second was ordered—185 members vot- 
ing in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. Tucker, to control the time in favor of this bill, 
and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. DocKERy, to control the 
time in opposition to it. 

Mr. TUCKER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I have not since I have been a 
member of this House supported any claim which could properly 
be described as a rebel warclaim. 1am ready to give my support 
to the bill for the relief of this Virginia college, because, in my 
judgment, the case differs altogether from any claim for damages 
caused by the ordinary ravages of war. 

In the first place, the common law of nations recognizes the 
sanctity of institutions of learning and of religion; and, more than 
that, the general orders under which the Union armies operated dur- 
ing the rebellion recognized the doctrine, by the special direction 
of our Government, that monuments of art and institutions of 
learning and religion should be sacred against the ravages of war. 
For these reasons I think the United States ought to make good 
to this college the damage sustained by its occupation by the 
Union Army during the rebellion. 

Mr. LOUD. Is there anything in the evidence to show that this 
loss resulted from the acts of the Union soldiers? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The evidence is absolute to show that the 
damage resulted directly from the occupation of the campus and 
buildings of the college by the Union troops, and that the amount 
asked is reasonable; and I am for this bill use I do not believe 
that a great civilized Government like ours, after the bitterness of 
the war is past, should see that ancient household of American 
learning suffer from damages inflicted by military occupation 
without taking prompt and speedy action for its relief. 

Mr. DUNN. Was not this damage done after the war? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, sir; it was during the years of the re- 
bellion. 

Mr. DUNN. But after the war was actually over? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think not; but even if that were so it 
would make no difference. I understand, however, that this oc- 
cupation was in 1864, while the war was in progress. I speak for 
this bill partly on account of my conviction that the Government 
ought to make good losses that were sustained by such institu- 
tions in the Southern States during the war, and partly because, 
having been bronght up in Virginia, I know something of the 
history and traditions of the little college now known as the 
Washington and Lee University. 

Mr. DINGLEY. DolI understand the gentleman to take the 
ground that he is in favor of paying all damages resulting from 
the use or occupation of churches or institutions of learning 
throughout the theater of war during the rebellion? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I take no position in this matter that is not 
based upon the general order issued by the commanding officers of 
the Unidn Army, that institutions of learning and of religion and 
monuments of art were to be regarded as secure from the ravages 


(now known as Wash- 
xington, Va. 


now 


war. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But sometimes the exigencies of war compel 
the occupation and use of such buildings. 

Mr. LIVER. Ido not think that now, after thirty years 
have gone, we ought to allow this little college, which for more 
than a century has been a seat of learning and culture, not only 
for Virginia but for the whole country, to suffer because of proper 
prejudices which may exist against paying claims arising out of 
the ordinary effects of war. 

-_s the hammer fell.] 

. TUCKER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont, Mr. Powrrs. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment this bill is 


XXVII-——198 


legally, morally, 
President of the c 1 
a proclamation for the guidance of the Union generals, in which 
he instructed them that institutions of learning, institutions de- 


triotically, and esthetically right. The 
nited States, Abraham Lincoln, in 1563 issued 


voted to charitable p , works of art, and all things of that 
sort should be Son spoliation by the invading army. In 
that nena he simply reiterated what the law of nations 
has always maintained, namely, that when hostilities are in pro- 
— all institutions of this character should be spared if pos- 
sible. 

It is true, as suggested by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], that the exigencies of war may sometimes necessitate 
the occupation or the destruction of such institutions; but this is 
not that case. On Hunter’s raid his men camped on the grounds 
of this university, and, under the license which sometimes pre- 
vails when soldiers are in camp, contrary to his orders some of 
his men entered these buildings and destroyed this property. 

Now, sir, it being a legal duty on the part of the Government to 
compensate such institutions for damages inflicted in this way, it 
being our legal duty by force of the proclamation of our own Presi- 
dent, it being a moral duty on our part to repair, as well as we can, 
the injury that was done to this institution, it seems to me that we 
ought as well patriotically to vote this money unanimously. We 
have done it in the case of William and Mary College, which was 
a case less deserving than that of this institution. 

This institution was the pet of the Father of his Country. 
George Washington himself Easaeh to it a fund now equal tothe 
sum of $50,000, the annual interest of which at 6 per cent is paid 
by the State of Virginia to this institution. I hope, sir, there will 
not be a single vote or voice raised on this floor against this bill, 
for it is right and proper that we should pass it. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TUCKER. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine, Mr. REep. 

Mr. REED. I do not purpose, Mr. Speaker, to occupy the five 
minutes which have been given me by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. My only purpose is to state what seems to me to be sound 
sense in connection with this matter, for from the indications 
which have already appeared it is evident that this question is to 
be considered upon sentiment and not upon reason and wisdom. 

The bill for the relief of the William and Mary College passed 
the last Congress. It was up many years ago. It was then care- 
fully debated and carefully considered; and in a Democratic House 
the bill had been refused passage on account of its probabie con- 
sequences. Without discussion, without examination, it was 
passed by the last Congress and was signed by the President. In 
my judgment, the passage of that act wasa great mistake. In my 
judgment also, it never would have passed if there had been that 
opportunity for discussion which a great question like that really 
demands, nor would this, even if there is involved in it a senti- 
mental feeling which we might have toward a college bearing the 
name of the Father of his Country, evenif there had been added to 
it the nameof the general who commanded the rebel forces during 
the war. That sentimental feeling is very natural; but the prin- 
ciple involved, in my judgment, is something that we can not 
afford to sanction. 

War is a dreadful thing; it is barbarism, and, as a great gen- 
eral has said, can not be refined. But whoever provokes war must 
be prepared to take the consequences of war, and, among other 
consequences, even the lawlessness of the troops who are engaged. 
And while there may be every effort to save institutions of learn- 
ing, institutions of charity, libraries, and other things of that 
sort, nevertheless no nation can afford to adopt the doctrine that 
all injuries of that class are to be compensated when the war is 
over, because such injuries spread out in so broad a fashion that 
no nation ought to think of endeavoring to liquidate claims aris- 
ing on that account. 

The e of this bill will be a precedent in addition to that 
already established and which is now quoted, as I prophesied it 
would be if the bill passed. This is an additional precedent to be 
cited foe os pe for every kind of injury that took 

a 


place an great deal of injury that did not take place during 
the Southern rebellion. We ought not to pass the bill. We 
ought not to establish the principle. Whenever war is made the 
consequences of the war must be taken. They are not subjects of 


recompense. 

Mr. TUCKER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York, M-. SICKLEs. 

Mr. SICKLES. While in command of the Department of the 
Carolinas I had occasion to consider officially this question under 
the proclamation of President Lincoln, and in the exercise of my 
discretion as a commanding officer I made repairs in three instances 
of this kind and submitted the bills, amounting to $18,000, to the 
War oy bern With the full approval of Secretary Stanton 
and the Attorney-General my accounts were passed and my action 
ratified. 
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I admit, Mr. Speaker, with the gentleman from Maine, that war 
is war,and that while it is waged we can not stop to consider any- 
thing that is in our path—anything that impedes our success. 
Bunt when war is over we may heal wounds; we may repair 
wrongs inadvertently commi ; We may rightly go to that 
proclamation of President Lincoln, inspired as it was by the broad- 
est sentiments of humanity and civilization, and we may fulfill 
the moral promise and pledge given by that proclamation to our 
people that institutions of learning and charity should be held 
sacred. [Applause.] I am glad to-day as a legislator to join my 
colleagues in healing a wound not intentionally inflicted by my 
comrades in war. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have profited little by my ex- 
perience as a member of this House if I were unable to anticipate 
the result of the vote that is to be had on this proposition. [realize 
that the House intends to pass this bill reimbursing to Washing- 
ton and Lee University $17,484 for injury or destruction of its 
buildings, apparatus, library, and other property by the troops of 
the United States during the late war. 

I can say, Mr. Speaker, with all candor that I wish I could see 
my way clear to vote for this bill. I really regret that I am con- 
strained to vote against it. I do not often agree with the gentie- 
man from Maine [Mr. Rerp] upon public questions, but I do 
most heartily concur in the proposition he has announced in the 
brief address he has just made. 1 do not believe, Mr. Speaker, in 
reopening for settlement the ravages of the war. I do not believe 
in paying damages, even to so renowned an institution as Wash- 
ington and Las University. I believe we ought to call the account 
of that great and unfortunate strife settled; and not follow the 
precedent of the last Congress in respect to the William and Mary 
College. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, I realize that this bill will pass. 
I regret to be obliged to oppose it, on account of the high renown 
of the institution for which the appropriation is asked, and also 
because of my high admiration of the ———— gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. TuckER] who has the bill in charge, and I 
may add also the regard I share for the entire Virginia delegation. 
I will vote against the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Missouri still holds the 
floor —— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to ask him a single question— 
whether the principle involved in this bill does not cover all 
claims for use and occupation and destruction, not only of insti- 
tutions of learning of this character and their equipments, but 
also of all churches and all schoolhouses throughout the theater 
of war during the rebellion; and if the principle is to be estab- 
lished that the United States Government is to be ible in 
damages for such use and occupation or destruction, is there any 
end of what we may be called upon to do in this direction short 
of covering the injury or destruction of all those kinds of prop- 
erty? There are four or five institutions of learning with bills 
already pending before Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. REED. I am ree will make the bill acceptable if 
you get that idea firmly fixed in the House. 

Mr. TUCKER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Illinois, Mr. Hirt. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. ker, I examined this bill with distrust as 
to its merit and with the intention of voting against it. But I 
have become satisfied that the claim for damaves is just; that 
great damage was inflicted by ow: troops on this famous old school, 
and while we ought not foauee tiie to any disloyal man or 
to any active element of disloyalty to the Government, I can not 
believe that a building consecrated wholly to the diffusion of 
knowledge, and the instruments and us of instruction in 
an were hostile to the Government or to those fighting in its 

rt. 
— ne this venerable ee founded poi ri by the 
Country, supported by so many great and good men, 
and which is enshrined in the memory of the nation by the great 
public services of so many of its sons who have become justi 
ae will not in its ee condition be confused 
with fierce ions and an oroes contending in the temry 
of terrible eas thas broke wat an institution that was dumng 
nothing but good. 

As to the Military Institute which was destroyed, supported b 
the State of Virginia, and close by the side of Te university, 
have no word to say. It was an institution to train young men to 
_ and fought the Government. It was . But 


of this House, an institution that has been a nursery of statesmen, 
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that its wrengs shall not be righted at the handsof this Congress? 
(Appionas 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him for a question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not a fact that during the war that in- 
stitution forgot its purpose as an educational institution to the 
extent of sending a battalion of troops into the war to fight the 
battles of the Confederacy? Is not that true? 

Mr. HITT. That I believe is true of the Military Institute 
at Lexington, of which I have just spoken, but not of the old 
Washington University. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not a part of the same institution? 

Mr. HITT. Not at all. 

Mr. DENSON. It is a very different establishment. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It has nothing to do with the 
Washington and Lee University. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Tr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House 
for but two or three minutes in order to explain some matters 
which seem to be misunderstood. 

I wishto answer a question that was asked on the other side, in 
order that there may be no misunderstanding as to the exact 
status of this institution. The gentleman from Iowa {Mr. Hep- 
BURN] asked if from this college there did not go out a battalion 
of troops into the Confederate army. My friend is entirely mis- 
taken. He has confused this institution with the Virginia Mili- 
tary Institute, occupying the same hill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was not the Hon. John S. Wise a member 
of this institution at one time? 

Mr. TUCKER. On the contrary, he was a student at the Vir- 
ginia Military Institute that my friend has confused with Wash- 
ington and Lee University. 

Of course I will not conceal from my friend the fact that there 
were many students in Washington College that went into the 
war, but the institution was a private school and was never under 
the authority of the State of Virginia or of the Confederate States 
of America. The Virginia Military Institute was, as its name 
implies, a military school—the West Point of the South—and, as 
my friend has well said, was pouring out trained men imto the 
Confederate army. 

Another question was suggested by the gentleman from Maine, 
Governor DINGLEY, who wished to know if the principle of all of 
the war claims is not included in this. I say to the gentleman, 
not at all. This bill comes clearly within the instructions for the 
armies promulgated by Major-General Hitchcock and approved 
by President Lincoln in 1863, while the damage was done by Gen- 
eral Hunter in June, 1864. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep] fears the precedent laid 
down by the passage of the William and Mary bill. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, Senator Hoar, who reported this bill, a careful states- 
man, in the report on the William and Mary College bill, de- 
clared—and I beg your attention— 

A careful inquiry has failed to develop the evidence of injuries sustained 
in the late rebellion by endowed institutions of learning exceeding in all the 
amount of $100,000. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is almost susceptible of proof that the 
identical property destroyed was purchased by money dedicated 
by the Father of iis Country to the cause of education at this in- 

—- the hammer fell. ] 

‘he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 


be gentleman from Virginia te suspend the rules and pass the 


The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A messag 


e from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the ——_ of the commit- 
tees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bills of the following titles: 

A bill CH. R. aoa) appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; and 

A bill CHL BR. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. 
Catherine P.: Culver. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL STARK, 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 

pass Senate bill 15, ae for the erection of an equestrian 
j ohn Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H., 

with an amendment striking ont the w ‘*forty thousand dol- 
lars” in the bill, in the third line, and inserting instead the words 
“ thousand dollars.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported as amended by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire. 

bill was read, as follows: 

Be it eaten’, ote That the sum as oes 7 so much Cuenta may be 

not otherwise appropriated, for the e on of on equaes statue of 
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are a good many patriots whose blood is as precious as his and 
whose blood also was eee forth as readily as his. This Gov- 
ernment can not build a monument to every man who fights for 
it on the battlefield where he fought. Where monuments have 
been built, except in the capital of this country, they have been 
erected by private enterprise or by the States. en the State of 
Tennessee, proud of her great and valorous Jackson, wanted a 
monument in her capital grounds to commemorate the man who 
made the brightest page in the war of 1812, she came not to this 
capital to get an appropriation. 

f she had been inclined to come for that purpose, I should have 
opposed her coming; but those of us who thought a monument 
ought to be built went into our pockets, and the people of Ten- 
nessee went into their pockets, and obtained a ey of the 
Mills statue that stands here in Lafayette Square. It now stands 
in front of our beautiful capitol at Nashville, commemorating the 
heroism of Jackson and the idea Tennesseeans had and have as to 
who should build the monuments in our States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave only four minutes. 
gladly yield. 

Mr. BI ATR. Our State has built one monument to General 
Stark. 


Mr. McMILLIN. And Tennessee has not limited herself to 
that. The gentleman from New York has spoken of patriots. It 
will be remembered that the great Sevier and his compeers went 
from Tennessee across the mountains and fought the battle of 
Kings Mountain, and by their great victory on that glorious field 
made the Revolution a ae: and yet will it be claimed that 
we ought to build a monument by the Government and have an 
appropriation for that purpose out of the United States Treasury? 

Mr. Speaker, if this monument is to be built, let it be done here, 
where the Government has exclusive jurisdiction; let it be done 
where the people of the United States can come and see the mon- 
ument; let it be done on that ground which the Government is 
beautifying and is adorning, and which the Government alone 
can beautify and adorn. Let it, above all things, be done where 
there is no doubt about our authority to pr riate. Sir, ‘‘ The 
Old Volunteer State”—proud Tennessee—which I have the honor 
toin part represent, has given three Presidents to the United 
States—Jackson, Polk, and Johnson—and yet she has not claim- 
ored that money be appropriated from the public Treasury to 
adorn either birthplace or burial place 

Wh 


Otherwise I would 


is it that the men who fought with John Stark, why is it 
that the men who framed the Constitution immediately after his 
death, never felt that there ought to be a monument erected by the 
General Government to his memory or to the memory of those 
who fought with him? They didnot. Itwasnever proposed. It 
was not then the fashion to come here for these purposes. Those 
who participated with him in the Revolution never advocated it. 
It remained for this period, when we are borrowing money to run 
the Government of a people oppressed by taxes, to make the prop- 
osition that Congress shall appropriate the public money in this 
new line. 

I revere the memory of Stark, but I do not believe in the Gen- 
eral Government going into the States to build monuments to 
him or to any other of our great men. Their immortal deeds can 
never be forgotten. No monument is required to perpetuate their 
deeds or embalm their memories. We will most surely re 
ate their memory by keeping pure, simple, economic, and consti- 
tutional the glorious Government they so nobly established. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
fr. BLAIR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Gnovr]. 

Mr. GROUT. r. Speaker, I wish to add only a word in favor 
of this bill. It is really a late acknowledgment of the distin- 
— services of one of the best generals of the Revolution. 

hat everyone concedes. There is no danger in erecting a statue 
to a man like Stark, so far as the precedent is concerned. Objec- 
tion is made that this statue is not to be erected in the city of 
Washington. If gentlemen will think of it a moment they will 
see that the lesson in patriotism which it will inculcate will be far 
better and broader in its effects on the American people if it be 
erected where this bill proposes rather than here. 

ce, few people come to Washington, but through 
the valley where this statue is to be erected thousands, yes, hun- 
dreds of thousands, of people from every State in the Union pass 
every year on their way to and from the White Mountains or tc 
Quebec or to other points of attraction in the Dominion of Canada, 
and this statue is to stand in plain sight of the many, many trains 
that move through that valley e day during the summer sea- 
son. Furthermore, this statue will commemorate equally with 
that of the old patriot the last resting place of the wife of John 
Stark, who did not sleep a widow on the night of that eventful day 
at Bennington, oo will remember, and whose name, by 
the way, is gene iven incorrectly. She should be en of 
as ‘*‘ Betty,” not “ Mollie,” Stark, for her name was Elizabe 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think it necessary to say more, for I be- 
lieve all that the House wants is an opportunity to vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is there any p ent for Congress 
appropriating money to build a monument elsewhere than in the 
city of Washington? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir; in the State of Kentucky, a monument 
to aman named Clark, not sufficiently eminent so that I can give 
his first name—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That bill never passed. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman say that the bill to erect a 
monument to Clark in Kentucky did not pass? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It did not pass. 

Mr.GROUT. Did it not the House? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It may have passed the House, but it 
did not become a law. 

Mr.GROUT. Well, Mr. Speaker, if there is no precedent for 
this, we will make one in the case of John Stark, and let it apply 
only to patriots equally eminent and worthy. 

r. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
eon SICKLES] has just stated to the House that there need be no 
ear of passing this bill on account of the lack of precedents. I 
admit, sir, that the present moment, in some respects and in some 
bodies, if not in this, is without precedent so far as expenditures 
or proposed expenditures of the people’s money are concerned. 
Under the rules of the House I am forbidden to speak of proceed- 
ings in another branch of Congress, but in the public press it is 
stated that the appropriation bills which have gone from this 
House have been loaded down with claims—old, musty, out of 
date—to the extent of many millions. If I read aright the public 
sentiment of the country as it is reflected in the daily press, if not 
on this floor, the people of the United States will call to a severe 
account their Representatives who, in times of pressing distress, 
with thousands of laborers out of employment, with widespread 
industrial paralysis, approve the policy proposed by this bill and 
undertake to do for New Hampshire what the gallant little State 
should do for herself—erect a monument to the memory of glori- 
ous John Stark. 

Mr. BLAIR. She has done it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. g Pend if this precedent is to be estab- 

lished, then, speaking for Missouri, I might desire a monument 
erected at the capital of our State to the knightliest Missouri sol- 
dier who entered the war for the Union, Gen. Frank P. Blair. 
{[Applause.] If this policy is to be adopted monuments should 
also be erected to other distinguished sons of Missouri. But, sir, 
being a Democrat and adhering to the doctrine that public money 
should be used for public purposes only, I should be compelled, if 
the proposition were pending here and now, to vote against the 
erection of a monument at public expense even to that gallant 
and heroic Missourian, General Blair. 
_ I know, Mr. Speaker, that it seems somewhat ungracious to ob- 
ject to these appropriations. It has been suggested ironically on 
this floor in recent debate that the public money seems to baling 
to one or two members of this House. In reply to thatsuggestion 
I say that this money which gentlemen are proposing to appro- 
priate belongs to the cotton planters of the South; it belongs to 
the negro laborers of the South; it belongs to the farmers of the 
great Northwest; it belongs to the thousands of railway employees 
and other workingmen in this country; it belongs to the men who 
daily toil for their bread and who will be compelled to pay these 
taxes. I appeal especially to Democrats upon this floor. I desire 
to recall to them the language of that great Pennsylvanian, Sam- 
uel J. Randall, in his valedictory address at the close of the Forty- 
ta Congress. Commenting on the work of that Congress, he 
said: 

The expenditures of administration have been enormously reduced. No 
new taxes have been levied, and every description of undue appropriation of 


public money has been prevented. in this regard this House has met the 
public demand and the public expectation. 


In conclusion, I appeal to Democratic Representatives to ernett 
the eminent Speaker of this body, who has presided with such 
ability over its deliberations, to make a like statement when we 
shall reach the final hour of this Congress. Let our Speaker be 
able to reannounce the stern and splendid words of Mr. Randall 
when he declared the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth 
Con adjourned without day. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Too late. 

Mr. DOCKERY. “Too late,” is it? [hope not. I know itis 
‘too late” for my appeal to reach many gentlemen on the other 
side, but I hope it is not ‘too late” to awaken gentlemen whose 
seats around me were filled by the demands of the people for econ- 
omy in public expenditures. It is true that on. the other side 
there is not only a liberal construction of the Constitution, but a 
support of enlarged Se Our Republican friends make 
them in a bold, manly way. 

Mr. SICKLES. And they win. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I givethem credit for courage. But on this 
side we are herein obedience to another policy. e have carried 













1895. 





’ another flag, upon which was written the demand that public 
b: expenditures be reduced to the necessities of an honest, econom- 
i ical administration. [Applause.] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

e SPEAKER 


a desperate appe: 





would 


. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Barr] has three minutes remaining. fark 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I can say nothing in reply to such 


al to make this a party measure; and I am aston- 
ished that the gentleman from Missouri should indulge in such 


an — We have just almost unanimously on this side of the 
Chamber sacrificed the prejudices of the war,if we had them, and 
have made a contribution for the benefit of the devastated people 
of the South. John Stark was one of the original patriots; his 
a back to those earlier and better times; and it 


well to touch the blood of the Revolution that the Union 


of the present day might be more fully restored and perpetuated. 
This is but a trifling and most paltry contribution—this $20,000 


which we ask of you. 


Republicans, but as men—— 
Mr. SICKLES. As Americans. 
- Mr. BLAIR. Yes,as Americans, to remember the earlier and 





better days, when American 
- and we were free from t 


I appeal to you, not as Democrats or as 


a comprised the whole coun- 
ese sectional appeals. We ask this 
slight contribution to build a monument over the grave of John 
Stark. And I assure you that it shall be a ‘‘ precedent;” and there 


shall be erected in every one of the old thirteen States monuments 





4 paid for by the contributions of the country toevery one of the great 
4 patriots like Sumter and Marion and Greene, as well as 
ington, to whose memory we have contributed on many and many 


ash- 


an occasion, a part of the memorials being monuments to his 
mother and at his own birthplace. I assure you, gentlemen, the 
whole country will gladly contribute to the memory of these 
fathers of the Republic, and we shall all be the better for it. 


[Applause. ] 
The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire to ——— the 


rulesand pass the Senate bill with the amendment which 
read. 
The question bein 
LATR. 1 ask 


Mr. B 


been 


taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 55. 
for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 54 voting in favor thereof. 


The 


PEAKER. 


The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 


from New Hampshire, Mr. Bair, and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. DocCKERY. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
TAYLOR, act in my place as a teller. 


Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Smith, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Straus, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney, 
a 
omas, 
Tucker, 


Turpin, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 


Walker, 


“ The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 86, an- 
4 swered “present” 1, not voting 136; as follows: 
YEAS—126. 
; Aldrich. Gardner. McKaig, 
4 Alexander, Gillet, N. Y. Meiklejohn, 
d Avery, Griffin, Wis. Me th, 
er, Grosvenor, Meyer, 
Bartholdt, Grout, Money, 
Beckner, Hager, Moon, 
Blair, Hainer, Nebr. Morgan, 
Boatner, Harmer, Morse, 
Boutelle, Harris, Moses, 
Brickner, Hartman, Murray, 
us, Haugen, Newlands, 
Caminetti, Heiner, Pa. oneen 
bell, Henderson, Ill. oO eill, Mo. 
Catchings, Hepburn, Page, 
Chicke bs Hicks, Payne, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Miss. Pence, 
Cornish, Houk Perkins, 
Cousins, Hulick, Pickler, 
Covert, Hull, Pigott, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, 
Curtis, N.Y. Kiefer, Price, 
‘ ri 
Davey, Latimer, Buee 
Lawson, Ray, 
Dolliver, Layton, Rayner, 
Doolittle, Lefever, 3 
P Draper, Linton, Reilly, 
ag Lucas, Note r 
re r, ichardson, Tenn. 
E Soke Cal. on, Ritchie, 
Fletcher, Marshall, Russell, Conn 
Funk, McEttrick, Russell, Ga. 
NAYS—86. 
Arnold, Clancy Gorman, 
’ Bailey, Clark, Mo. Grady, 
Baker, Kans. Cockrell, Gresham, 
Bald Coombs, ng 
Bartlett, poser Tex. Hall, 
Barwig Daniels, Hall, Mo. 
Bell, ilo. De Armond, Hammond, 
pore, Dinsmore, Hare 
Bland, Eamands, Hendrix, 
Boots, Enloe, ag mo 
” udson, 
Bynum, Fithian, Hunter, 
pee Fyan, Jones, 
Cannon, Goldzier, Kem, 
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Tarsney, 


ate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 


Updegraff, 
Wattrorth, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—L 


Everett. 


NOT VOTING—136. 


Moore. Snodgrass, 
Mutchier, NS) r, 
Neill, Stallings, 
Pearson, tockdale, 
Pendleton, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
Robbins, trait, 
Simpson, Talbert, S. C. 
Abbott, Cobb, Mo. 
Adams, Ky. Cockran, 
Adams, Coffeen, Wyo. 
Aitken, Coffin, Md. 
Alderson, Cogswell, 
o—. — 
psley, Sooper, Fla. 
beock, Cooper, Ind 
* Dn, 
Barn: Crawford, 
Belden, Culberson, 
Bell, Tex. Curtis, Kans. 
Beltzhoover, vis, 
ng De Forest, 
Bower, N.c. Dingley, 
Bowers, Cal. Donovan, 
Branch, Dunphy, 
Breckinridge. Durborow, 
Broderick, Ellis. Ky. 
Bromwell, English, N. J. 
Brookshire, Epes, 
Brosius, Fielder, 
Brown, Forman, 
Bryan, Gear, 
Bundy, Geary, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, 
rnes, Gillett, Mass. 
Cannon, Il. Goodnight, 
Cape , Graham, 
Caruth, Griffin, Mich. 
Causey, row, 
i Harter, 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, 


Heard, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Henry. 
Hermann, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 

Izlar, 

Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jorden, 

Kilgore, 


Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Lynch, 
Maguire, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
se ape 
cNagny, 
McRae, 


3157 
Wells, 


ite, 
Williams, I. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woomer. 


Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Northway, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 
Richards, 
Richardson, Mich, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
usk, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 
Sipe, 
Sorg, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Ill. 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
ise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


So two-thirds not voting in favor thereof, the rules were not 


suspended. 


The following pairs were announced: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. Lacry. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. AITKEN. 
Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. Tayior of Tennessee, 
Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. DRAPER. 


Mr. McRAkE with Mr. GEAR. 


Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. CoGswELL. 


For this day: 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


On this vote: 


Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Bunpy. 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. SWEET. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A me 


from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 


annonnced that the Senate had receded from its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of the United States 
courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take proof 


in land cases, etc. 


Also, that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the bill (H. 
R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; asked a conference with the House 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. CockRret1, 
Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALe as the conferees on the part of the Sen- 


ate. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent, 
under the agreement made yesterday, that the House nonconcur 
in all of the amendments of the Senate to the general deficiency 
bill, and _ the conference asked by the Senate on that bill. 


The SP. 


R pro tempore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). 


That order 


has already been made, and the Chair will announce the con- 


ferees— 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That order was made yesterday in the 


expectation that the bill would come over last night. 
the order be made as of to-day. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


there be no objection. 
There was no objection. 


I ask that 


The order will be again made if 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 


ea ec ae 


ge TT RPC LAR « Sasee enelioe 
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BrecKINRIDGE, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. Cannon of Illinois as mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. a 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
report on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

{eee report see page 2749 of the Recorp.] 

r. HATCH. The statement accompanying the report of the 
conferees is quite full, and I ask the House to give attention to the 
reading of it, as it will save the necessity for occupying any 
further time with this matter. 

The statement of the managers was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following statement in 
writing showing the nature and effect of the Senate amendments retained in 
the bill, and also those stricken out by the final action of the conferees in the 

rt herewith submitted: 
he Senate recedes from amendments numbered 3, 4, 6,and 9, the effect 
of which is to restore the salaries of the assistant chiefs of divisions to $1,800, 
the amount fixed in the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 7, the effect of which 
is to restore the total salaries in division of economic ornithology mam- 
malogy to $10,000, the amount fixed in the bill as it the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 10, the effect of which is 
to restore the omenies  * division of pomology to $6,500, the amount fixed in 
the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 13, the effect of which is 
to restore the salary fms assistant pathologist to $1,800, the amount fixed 

n the bill as it passed the House. 

, The Senate recedes from amendment numbered M4, :the effect of which is 
to restore the salaries in division of vegetable ph logy and pathology to 
$6,500, the amount fixed in the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate es from amendment numbered 16, the effect of which is 
to restore the aery of assistant chief of division of forestry to $1,800, the 
amount fixed in the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 17, the effect of which is 
to restore the salaries in division of forestry to $8,500, the amount fixed in 
the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 19, the effect of which is 
to restore the salary of superintendent of folding room to $1,800, the amount 
fixed in the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate es from amendment numbered 20, the effect of which is 
to restore the salaries in document and folding room to $7,040, the amount 
fixed in the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 22, the effect of which is to 
strike out the following: “For the extermination of the | y moth, to 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, if, in his 
judment, it may be necessary and ex jent, $40,000." 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 32, the effect of which is to 
restore the sum of $50,009 for the publication of farmers’ bulletins, the amount 
fixed in the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 3, the effect of which is to 
restore the sum of $15,000 for irrigation investigations, the amount fixed in 
the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 35, the effect of which is to 
restore the sum of $15,000 for nutrition investigations, the amount fixed in 
the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 36, the effect of which is to 
strike out from division of agrostology, as follows: “Provided, That not more 
than $1,200 of said amount shall be expended for compensation and traveling 
expenses of local or special agents.”’ 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 37, the effect of which is to 
strike out from division of agricultural soils as follows: “Provided, That not 
more than $1,200 of said amount shall be expended for compensation of local 
and special ggents.”’ 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendments numbere 
1, 2, 5,8, 11,12, and 15, the — . is to ow oe Suisse of es. 
botany, entomology, pom m ,v e io) an ol- 
uy, anh chemistr the w who shafl ‘be chief of vieko. ” 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
18, the effect of which is to strike out the words “twelve thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty dollars” and cause it to read “$13,720.” 

The House es from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
23, the effect of which is to amend section 2 of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, etc.,” approved March 3, 1891. 

The House recedes from its disagreement toSenate amendment numbered 

the effect of which is to amend section 4 of said act. 
16 House recedes from its disa ent to Senate amendment numbered 
26, the effect of which is to substitute the words “President of the United 
States ” for the words “Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The House recedes its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
27, the effect of which is to substitute the words “ President of the United 
States may” for the words “Secretary of the Treasury shall.” 

The House recedes from is disagreement to Senate amendments 28, 29, 30, 
and 31, the effect of which is to correct the reference of paragraph from 
the tariff act of 1890 to the existing law. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment 83, the 
effect of which is to strike out under the head of *‘ Experiments in the manu- 
sate — ane * from the words “may be necessary" to the words “ pro- 
vided further.” 

The House recedes from is Ciagrecnnant to Senate amendment numbered 
38, the effet of which is to strike out under the head of “ Contingent ex- 
pen ses“ all after the word “provided” to the words “ that the Secretary,” 


etc. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
39, under the head of “General expenses, Weather Bureau,” the effect of 
vars = to strike out the word “ -one’’ and substitute the word 
‘ fty- A) 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
40, under the head of “ General expenses, Weather Bureau.’ The effect of 
which is to strike out the word “sixty ’ and substitute therefor the word 


egtt “five. 

The Shouse recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
21, and agrees to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

“In lieu of the sum named in the amended , insert the follow- 

: Two hundred and fifty-two thousand eight hu and forty dollars.” 

© House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 

2%, and agrees to Sree be an amendment, as ee cares after the 

agricultural bill for 1896,” 


Amount as 
Increase by 


cvcseccweces cowvcccncoeccncsnoeescescccccccces $8,278, 700 


House y 
nate (net) 51,800 


Total NO ooninkséncccanccniddmiiiblinedswcttiniaiiis ae 
Reduction (net) in conference .......--...--..eeeecosceeees ceistenibininiiid 26, 800 


Amount 


All of which is respectfully submitted, 


Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the statement which has just been 
read explains the action of the managers on the part of the Honse. 
It is afulland complete statement of the effect of each amendment 
placed in the bill. 

The bill is now substantially as it passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The managers on the part of the Senate have yielded 
to the managers on the part of the House every item in the bill in 
controversy except such as were put on it by the express solicita- 
ton of the Secretary of Agriculture after the bill had left the 

ouse. 

The most important amendment of the Senate is that which in- 
creased the appropriation to the extent of $40,000 to provide for 
the extermination of what is known as the sypsy moth in the State 
of Massachusetts. The Senate very promptly receded from the 
amendment, leaving the bill substantially as it left the House, with 
a Senate amendment, agreed to by the House conferees, increasing 
the appropriation for the Weather Bureau from $331,125 to 
$356,125, being an increase of $25,000, made necessary because of 
the increased ditures of the Weather Bureau during these 
late storms, the retary having found it necessary to use more 
of the al fund in that direction than ever before. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman from Missouri explain the 
effect of the amendment in relation to the inspection of cattle? It 
is not stated oe the report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Dlinois. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Missouri what is the total increase of the bill over the amount as 
it left the House? 

Mr. HA'I'CH. The Senate increased the bill $51,800, and in con- 
ference we reduced that $26,800, which leaves the increase sub- 


—s as I have already stated, that is to say, to the extent of 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. You are speaking now of the Sen- 
ate increase alone. But is it not true that the Senate reduced 
some of the appropriations fixed in the bill by the House? 

Mr. HATCH. That is correct, but every one of them was re- 
stored in conference to the sum agreed upon in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois. ow, how much more does the 
bill appropriate than as it passed the House? 

Mr. HATCH. Only about $25,000, as I have already stated. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman from Missouri please an- 
swer m = now as to the inspection of cattle? 

Mr. HATCH. The amendments placed on the bill, which will 
be found on s 15 and 16 of the bill entitled “‘An act to provide 
for the inspection of live cattle,” etc., were Senate amendments 
prepared by the subcommittee of the Committee on Agriculture 
of the House after the bill passed the House, and prepared 
because of a letter received from the Secretary of Agriculture 
after action had been taken upon the bill, calling our attention 
to a violation of the law and the absolute necessity of amendi 
that act. We got together and prepared the amendments, an 
submitted them to the Secretary, by whom they were approved. 
They were sent to the Senate, indorsed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, the author of the inspection bill, and 
were approved by the Committee on Agriculture, and were agreed 
to in the Senate and adopted in conference. 

I demand the previous question on the adoption of the confer- 
ence report. 

The previeus question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the report was to. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DECIMAL SYSTEM OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. 8S er, I wish to submit a privileged reso- 
lution from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri —_ BianpD] 
submits a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury, the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey of the United States, and the Director of the 
Mint, be, and they are hereby, designated as a commission, with instructions 
to make i and report to the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress 
as to the advantage or desirability of the adoption of the decimal system of 
vie and measures by the U States Government; as to the ad- 
visability and prospect of the ion by the leading nations of the world of 
the decimal system of coinage, w ts, and measures: Provided, noek- 
pense shall be in the execution of this resolution, 
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Mr. BLAND. That resolution is unanimously reported by the 


committee. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BLAND, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House that 
at 8 o'clock this evening I shall present a conference report on the 
sundry civil bill. I make this statement for the information of 
the House. 

SANITARY CONDITION OF THE CAPITOL, ETC. 

Mr. HICKS, from the Committees on Ventilation and Acoustics 
and Public Buildings and Grounds, submitted a report on the 
sanitary condition of the Capitol building and the past and present 
administration of the Architect of the Capitol; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

NEWBERRY COLLEGE, NEWBERRY, 8S. C. 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
= the bill (S. 917) for the relief of Newberry College, New- 
rry, S. C. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the trustees of the Newberry College of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod of South Carolina, in;{Newberry,in said State, the sum of 
$15,000 for injuries to the —— of said college, resulting in its destruction, 
and caused by the troops of the United States while in possession of it and 
occupying it asa barrack, after the close of the war, in 1865, in South Caro- 
lina, and said sum shall be in full payment of all claims by said college on 
account of the use, occupation, and loss of the buildings. 

Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. DOCKERY demanded a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. 
LATIMER. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 175, noes 4. 

Accordingly the motion was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Latmer] to control fifteen minutes in favor 
of the motion, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Barr- 
LETT] to control fifteen minutes in opposition to the motion. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] for five minutes. 

Mr. HERMANN. . Speaker, as a member of the committee 
to whom this bill was referred, it became my duty to enter into 
a consideration of the facts. After a careful examination of the 
merits I became thoroughly satisfied that this is a just claim, and 
I believe that if this House understands the facts as the commit- 
tee to which the bill was referred understands them the House 
itself will agree to the conclusions of the committee, that this bill 
should receive the most favorable consideration of each and every 
member of the House. 

This case differs very much from that which preceded it, in 
behalf of Washington and Lee University, and it also radically 
differs from a former precedent which was established by this 
House in the case of William and Mary College. 

The destruction of this property did not occur in time of war, 
but after hostilities had entirely ceased. The building was not 
used for offensive purposes on the part of the enemy, nor was it 
acquired for defensive purposes on the part of the troops or on 
the part of those who occasioned the destruction. It was in a 
time of peace, and the building was used, immediately previous to 
jts occupation by these troops, for college and church purposes. 
The soldiers entered upon that building, and they used it for va- 
rious purposes. It was a brick structure, three stories high, with 
parapet wallsrisingabove the roof. Thewaters,as they descended, 
were permitted to escape through zinc pipes. The troops closed up 
these avenues of escape for the water and permitted the rainwater 
to accumulate, and used the accumulated pond, as it were, for the 
purpose of bathing and washing. The lower floors were used for 
slaughter purposes and as a market house. The waters escaped 
by slowly percolating through the walls. The great weight which 
it was necessary for the building to sustain bulged out the walls, 
and when freezing weather came the destruction of the building 
was completed. Efforts were made to repair it, but all without 
success. 

Now, in order, just in a few words, to arrive at one portion of 
the facts, let me ask the attention of the House to the reading of 
this portion of the report: 

The soldiers occupying the building tore up and burned the pews from the 
chapel, the desks and benches from the recitation rooms, and destroyed the 
furniture; the window sashes and glasses were broken, the plastering was 
defaced and injured, doors and blinds were torn down and scattered about 
the grounds, and some of the rooms on the lower floor were used for slaugh- 
tering purposes and market stalls. 


This occurred, as I said before, in a time of peace, and not 
= hostilities were existing between the armies or between the 
people. 

‘e came to the conclusion that such unnecessary, such un- 
justifiable use and mutilation of that building were not warranted 
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by any kind of reasoning, and as it was done by the troops, by the 
direction of the officer who commanded the troops, and as the de- 
struction was within his observation and might have been avoided 
by due care and prudence, we believe that the Government now 
should indemnify them for this unjust use and unjustifiable de- 
struction. 

Mr. LATIMER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia {[Mr. LIvINGsTon]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. . Speaker, this is a claim that origi- 
tee: Se use on the part of the United States Government 
of a building that belonged to a religious denomination, after the 
war closed. This matter has been before the committee. The 
damages, $15,000, have been passed on by that committee and 
found to be all right. I want to say that the denomination had 
that college to take down from the roof to the basement and re- 
build it on account of these damages. 

It was occupied after the war closed; occupied in disobedience 
to the Administration then in power, by the order of the Presi- 
dent; occupied without any military necessity therefor. There 
never was a more just claim presented to this House, in my cpin- 
ion, than this claim. 

Mr. LATIMER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [{[Mr. SIck.gs}. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry to ask the attention of 
the House so often in one day, but I feel in a penitential mood 
with reference to this claim. I had something to do with the 
mischief. I may say I am responsible for it. I am very happy 
to-day as a legislator to join my colleagues here in healing a 
wound which I made as a soldier, and I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. LATIMER. How much time have | remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
am sorry to be obliged to oppose the passage of this bill; but I 
shall do so for two reasons. In the first place, I think the bill is 
absolutely wrong in principle. In the second place, I think it is 
an evil and a pernicious thing to pass these bills, carrying a money 
appropriation, in the expiring hours of the session. If these bills 
have merit, let them be brought to the attention of the House at 
some earlier day in the session than the last day upon whieh we 
sit. This bill might have been suggested, it ioks have. been 
brought up, but has never before reached the stage of discussion 
Now, if it be the wish of the two parties of this country—of my 
party on this side, and the Republican party on that side—to open 
the doors of the Treasury to the payment of millions and hundreds 
of millions of dollars growing out of the late war, go onand doso; 
but I shall never be a party tosuch policy, whether it be advocated 
by my party or your party. 

Now, let us see what the various classes of claims are. Here 
are claims, Mr. Speaker, amounting to hundreds of millions of 
dollars, for cotton destroyed and seized by our forces and the pro- 
ceeds of which have been covered into the Treasury. I believe 
that ten or twelve million dollars have been paid oyjgfor cotton 
under the captured and abandoned property act. Then we have 
another enormous class of claims—for stores and supplies alleged 
to have been furnished by loyal citizens the proof of whose loy- 
alty is very doubtful. Fer I believe with the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Sayers], who stated on the floor of the House a few 
months ago that he believed there were very few loyal people in 
the Southern States. 

A few months ago there were bills coming from one district of 
South Carolina forover a million dollars, Isubmitthat if there be 
one State in the Federal Union about whose disloyalty from 1861 to 
1865 or 1866 there can be no doubt whatever it is the State of South 
Carolina; and yet we have a bill brought in now to pay that State 
$15,000 without any chance for fair and adequate debate. If this 
bill were to come up at the proper time, if it were brought for- 
ward in another session, and sufficient argument adduced in its 
favor to show that the claim should be paid, I should willingly 
vote for it; but I shall not vote for it at this time, while there is 
doubt as to the whole matter. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a a 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MOSES. Can a church be disloyal? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let us see what are the facts in this case. 
This building was not occupied in time of peace, for the Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided that the war did not end 
until it was finally finished in Texas, in the summer of 1866, or 
about six or seven months later than the date here given. So that 
in 1865, under all the intendments of law, a condition of war ex- 
isted in the former rebellious and then rebellious States. 

Now look at the other claims, aside from those for cotton, and 
claims of alleged loyal citizens for stores and supplies. There are 
two other classes of claims. One is for the use and occupation of 
real estate in war time; andif you pass a billsuch as this you will 
open the door to all claims of sucha nature. For if you read any 
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of the authorities on international law, or on the law of nations 
in time of war, you will find that it is invariably laid down that 
no money should be paid for the use and occupation of real estate 
in time of war. For the correctness of my assertion I cite the 
conclusions of the English Government in relation to the Franco- 
Prussian war, when they gave up every claim for damages caused 
to their citizens in France. 

What is the other class of claims, aside from those for use and 
occupation, that are barred by internationallaw? They are claims 
for damages caused by ravages in the track of war, ravages neces- 
sarily arising out of the condition of war and operations of hostile 
armies. Claims of that class should not be allowed. 

As to this particular case, why do they not send it to the Court 
of Claims if it be a just claim? Why do gentlemen try to dispose 
of a matter of this sort in this House without a ticle of evi- 
dence? Is there any testimony upon which this House can prop- 
erly allow this claim? Is there the certificate or the report of any 
officer of the United States Army showing the circumstances 
under which these buildings were occupied? We have only the 
broad general statement of the gentleman who makes this report; 
and for that reason alone, because we have no <a agp 
because we have no evidence to justify a favorable vote, I should 
be against this bill. And what do they ask? They tell you that 
their building cost originally $18,000, and now, because some 
pews were burned or some woodwork was injured, they claim 
that we must give them $15,000. On account of an injury, notto 
the structure itself, but to the furniture, we are asked to pay them 
a sum nearly equal to the cost of the whole structure originally. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. LATIMER to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill; andthere were—ayes 88, noes 55. 
~ (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 

ost. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (8.1201) to provide for the 
reimbursement of officers and seamen for property lost or de- 
stroyed in the naval service of the United States, had asked a con- 
ference with the two Houses on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, BLACKBURN, Mr. GIBSON, 
and Mr. Has as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the di: ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Moore. ° 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the follow- 
ing resolution: . 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concwsvind). That the 
eulogies delivered in u the Hon. Philip Sidney te a Rep- 
resentative from the State of be printed, as required by law. 


DEDUCTIONS FROM PAY OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a concurrent resolu- 
tion for immediate consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Speaker of te House of oe ualees the -third Conerean be, and 
he is hereby, directed to certify for —— the amounts vely due 
to members of said Congress of their annual salaries heretofore deducted 
from their monthly payments on account of absence, and the Se: t-at- 
Arms is hereby to pay to said members the amounts so ce ed. 


Mr. WISE. I ask for the consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia for the present consideration of this con- 
current resolution? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I object. 

Mr. WISE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the resolution. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I demand a second. 

The question being on ordering a second, the Speaker appointed 
to act as tellers Mr. Wisk and Mr. Dr ArmonpD. 

Tho House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 145, noes 84. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is seconded; and the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] to control fifteen 
minutes in favor of the concurrent resolution, and the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] to control fifteen minutes in 


—. 
r. WISE. Mr. 8 er, I shall detain the House only a mo- 
ment. I would not have offered this resolution if the law had 
been fairly executed; but it is known to all the members of the 
House that deductions have been made from the pay of only a few 
Ss whilst from the salaries of the great majority nothing 
been deducted. 
Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That is because the others were not absent. 
Mr. WISE. No, sir; it was because a large numberof the mem- 
bers of this House believed, and do believe, that there is no law 


upon the statute books which authorizes these deductions, and 
members who so believed have refused to certify to their absence. 
I hold in my hand a statement from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House which shows that during this Congress only a small amount 
has been deducted onaccount of absence, and that from a few mem- 
bers of the House. This resolution requires no appropriation. 
The money has already been pues , and it only awaits your 
action to give it to those to whom [ believe it belongs under the 
law. The law under which the deductions have been made has 
not been executed for twenty years, and in this Congress it has 
only been executed so far as a few members are concerned. Un- 
der these circumstances I believed it to be right to offer this reso- 
tion, and I have done it, and I think that if members of the House 
desire to do justice they will pass it. I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

r. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the question now before the 
House is not a new one, but, coming before it again at this time 
and in this form, it certainly may be regarded as an important 
one. Once before the House was brought to vote upon the ques- 
tion whether or not section 40 of the Revised Statutes, providing 
for a deduction from the pay of members on account of absence 
not occasioned by sickness, continued or did not continue to be 
the law, and this House decided, upon a yea-and-nay vote, that 
_ section, carried in the Revised Statutes fur years, was still 

6 law. 

That section is as follows: 

SECTION #0, REVISED STATUTES. 

The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, respec- 
tively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each Member or Delegate 
the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from the Senate 
or House, respectively, unless such Member or Delegate assigns as the rea- 
son for such eheence the sickness of himself or of some member cf his family. 

In accordance with that a of law the Sergeant-at-Arms 
has had prepared a form of certificate by members, to be used by 
them when applying for their pay. Each member before he 
could draw any pay for time when the House was in session has 
signed a certificate in the following form: 

I certify that during the month of I have been absent— 

Stating the number of days— 
for which deduction should be made under section 40 of the Revised Statutes, 

This form carried at its head a verbatim copy of that section— 
section 40 of the Revised Statutes. Now, it does not lie in the 
mouth of a solitary member who has made this certificate to say 
that section 40 is not the law of the land; and as to the man who 
has not made that certificate, there is no reason why he should be 
exempt from compliance with the provisions of the law which 
has been operative upon others. 

Mr. Speaker, it is much the fashion in the late hours of a ses- 
sion tomake ample provision for the members of the House by the 
members of the House. Here in the pending resolution is a 
command to the Speaker and to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House 
to do what? To violate a law found upon the statute books, de- 
clared by the solemn yea-and-nay vote of this House to be the law, 
and the —— to violate the law and exempt members 
from the effect of their own statements—— 

Mr. BYNUM. There has been no such vote and declaration as 
the gentleman states. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. There has been. 

Mr. BYNUM. There has not been. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, there issimply a dispute between us 
as to a matter of fact. 

Mr.BYNUM. A gentleman offered a resolution on this sub- 
ject, and the Chair thought it was not a privileged resolution; 
upon that an a ee was taken and a vote had. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Permit me to correct the honorable gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. There was offered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hayss], 
as an amendment to an See bill, a proposition declarin 
that this section 40 of the Revised Statutes had been repealed and 
was not the law of the land. I do not pretend to quote the words, 
but merely their effect. The Chairman of the Committes of the 
Whole, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson], de- 
cided, and rightfully decided, that that amendment was not in 
order. The Committee of the Whole ona 1 overruled its pre- 
siding officer. The amendment was cart into the bill, and a 
vote was taken in the House upon that een to determine 
whether or not, in the judgment of the House, section 40 was and 
is a part of the law of theland. The House bya decisive yea-and- 
nay vote determined that section 40 was and is part and parcel of 
the law of the land. 

Mr. WISE. Would it interrupt the gentleman if I should call 
his attention to the fact—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It would interrupt me, and the gentleman 
can call attention to the fact in his own time. Iam consuming 
more time than I desired. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. WISE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Bynum]. 
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Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I have been absent but one day 
sce this construction of the statute has been enforced. I have 
not been sick a single day. So that so far as the effect of the law 
is concerned I have no practical interest in it. Ido not know 
that I should vote for this resolution had the construction been 
uniform. It, however, is a question and a close question whether 
it is oris not the law. A great many members of the House insist 
that the act of 1866 repealed the act of 1856; and they are strongly 
supported by the fact that after the act of 1866 became the law no 
Gelnahions whatever were made for absence until the present ses- 
sion of Congress. No effort was made to’enforce the provision of 
the act of 1856 which required a per diem deduction on account 
of absence. For twenty-eight years it was the uniform construc- 
tion of every Congress that the act of 1856 was not in force. 

Now, the Senate of the United States is controlled by the same 
statute. The best lawyers in the Senate insist that the act of 1856 
was by implication repealed, and the Senate has refused, even 
since the House has attempted to enforce it, to place any such 
construction uponit. Furthermore, Mr.S aker, the members of 
the Judiciary Committee of the House are divided on this question; 
and a majority of the legal profession, I believe, are of the opinion 
that no deductions of pay are required, so that when they make 
these certificates—— 

Mr. BRYAN. Did you ever know a question on which the law- 
yers were not divided? Are they not always divided? 

Mr. BYNUM. Well, I believe they are. 

In making out these certificates any person who conscientiously 
believes that the law of 1856 is not in force can honestly fill out 
the certificate, although he has been absent, and can draw full pay, 
because he is only required to certify that he has been absent no 
days for which pay should be deducted. Therefore the adminis- 
tration of the act has not been uniform, each member deciding for 
himself as to what the law was. Those members who have not 
the advantages of a legal education generally accepted the con- 
struction a they believed was being enforced, and conse- 

uently have been the greatest sufferers. Only a small portion of 
the members of this House, in filling up these certificates, have 
made deductions from their salaries in the belief that they were 
required to do so. 

Now, I believe it would be a hardship and an injustice to require 
a few members to submit to this deduction because they have be- 
lieved they were compelled to fill up these certificates in a particu- 
lar way, while the t body of the members acted upon a differ- 
ent view and therefore received their full compensation. 

In view of the fact that the Senate insists that such is not the 
law and pays no attention to it; in view of the fact that a large 
nunfber of the members of this House have insisted that it ia not 
the law and have refused to obey it, I believe it is just and right 
that those members who have honestly submitted to these deduc- 
tions from their salary should be allowed their pay, and I shall vote 
to give it them. 

Mr. DEARMOND. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
aK Mr, WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. IAMS of er. Mr. Speaker, I deny that a 
majority of the lawyers of this Ho 
the law does not authorize these deductions to be made. This 
House on a yea-and-nay vote has decided that such was the 
law. e have nothing in the world to do with the conscience of 
the Senate of the United States; it does not happen to be our con- 
science at present—thank God for that at any rate! 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the main argument made 
in behalf of this proposition is that, in spite of the yea-and-nay vote 
of this House, it is contended that certain members of Congress 
have certified that they have lost no days from the public service 
when they have in fact lost days; in other words, as I understand, 
we are virtually asked to repeal thislaw because some members of 
Congress have both liars and thieves. Because if a man cer- 
tifies that he has lost no time, when he did lose it, and was not 
sick and therefore excused under section 40, Revised Statutes, he is 
a liar; and if he so certified and obtained thereby money from the 
eggs Treasury to which he was not entitled under the law, then 

e is a thief; and I do not see that there is any argument that can 
set aside that fact. 

I of refunding the money to those who have by honest re- 
turns in the line of plain duty had their salaries reduced, the right 
remedy would be to investigate and hold up to opprobrium those 
who have made false returns. Why legislate to ease their con- 
sciences? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
noir, MALLORY. Mr, Spediker, this 

, ‘ r. , this proposition is for a major- 
ity of this House to deliberately repeal the action taken by it some 
time ago relative to their own emoluments. I do not know what 
the origin of the movement is, but I do venture to assert that a 
majority of those who have their absence and had their 
pay deducted are not in favor of this action. 

thas been said here by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] 
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that the lawyers of the House have given very close scrutiny to 

the rule which has been in force in the past, and concluded that 

they can truthfully say, after they have been absent without ex- 

cuse or permission of the House, that they have not been absent 

under such circumstances as would justify the deduction of their 

pay. I beg to be excepted from that class or that number of lawyers. 
ce 


rtainly have no desire to lose one cent of legitimate pay that 
is due to me; and, by the way, I will remark in passing that I do 
not believe the rule alanted by the House is warranted by any 
law. ButI believe it has worked well. I think it has done just 
what we have been striving vainly heretofore to accomplish; that 
is to say, to secure a quorum on the floor of the House at all times: 
and whether it is the law, and whether it is just or right or not, I 
think it a good rule, dnd we would be guilty of a great wrong 
and be doing oursélves gross injustice if, after adopting the rule 
and adhering to it through the last and this session, we should now 
abrogate it. It would simply give an excuse for subsequent Con- 
gresses to do the same thing. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. WISE. I yield now to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BoaTNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the action of the Hous, or 
rather the action of the officers of the House, in making deductions 
from the salaries of members by reason of absence, when such ab- 
sence was in accordance with the leave of the House, has been, in 
my judgment, not only unlawful but in conflict with the consti- 
tutional rights of the members of the House to be paid the com- 
pensation ascertained and fixed by law. 

Those members, sir, who have been absent from the House by 
the leave of the House are just as much entitled to their pay as 
any other members, any law to the contrary notwithstanding, if 
we admit, for the sake of argument, that the act to which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri refers has not been repealed. 

The Constitution declares that the compensation of members of 
Congress shall be ascertained and fixed by law, and shall be paid. 
The law declares members of Congress shall receive a salary of 
$5,000 per annum—not so much per day, not for every day they 
attend sessions of the House, but $5,000 per annum. The Consti- 
tution declares that the House shall have the right to establish 
rules for its own government, andamong the rules thus established 
is one providing for the absence of members by leave of the House. 

‘When, therefore, a member is absent with the consent of tho 
House he is entitled to his pay under the law and under the Con- 
stitution. The law fixing the compensation at $5,000 per annum 
is su uent to that making deductions for absence except in 
case of sickness, and therefore repeals it. Believing, sir, that we 
are entitled to receive the full salary fixed by the law, I shall sus- 
tain the resolution by my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to suspend the rules and pass the resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HotMAn) there were—ayes 116, noes 28. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quo- 
rum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iask for the yeus and nays. 

The .— and nays were ordered. 
‘ i © ARMOND and Mr. WISE were appointed tellers at the 
esk. ; 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, before the roll call begins I 
desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Is it notarule of the House that a mem- 
ber shall not be permitted to vote upon a matter in which he is in- 
terested? 

I make the point that the members who would be entitled to 
pay if the resolution were adopted and the Speaker and the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms were to observe it, and who would otherwise not 
get pay, are not entitled to vote on the proposition. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri raises a ques- 
tion which of course members must decide for themselves. If 
the —_ from Missouri knows of any precedent for the 
a a the question the Chair will be very glad to hear 

e gen y 

. DE ARMOND. Under our own rules, Mr. Speaker, it has 
always been held that members who are specially interested in 
the issue of a question pending shall not be permitted to vote. 
Of course I understand that it is a matter for each member to de- 
termine for himself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rowe VIII. 
Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit 
less excused, or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each 
> put unless on motion made before division or the commencement of 
roll call, and decided without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he 
has a direct personal or pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 


The SPEAKER. It isfor each member to determine for himself 
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The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 70, 
answered ‘‘ present” 15, not voting 114; as follows: 


YEAS—150. 


Dolliver, 
novan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
English, Cal. 
om, N.J. 


Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, Tex. 


Be ‘ 

a OR 

Blair. Lucas, 

Boatner, McAleer, 

Boutelle, McCall, 
McCulloch, 


Branch, 
Breckinridge, McDowell, 
McEttrick, 


Brickner. 

Broderick, Gresham McGann, 

Bromwell, Griffin, Wis. Meiklejohn, 

Bunn, Grosvenor, Mercer, 

Grout, Meredith, Strong, 

Grow, Meyer, Talbott, Md. 
Money, Tarsney, 
Mutchler, Tawney, 
Northway, Tucker, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, “ 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 


Coffeen, Wyo. 
Perkins, 


Coffin, Md. 
Covert, 
Culberson, 
Ourtis, N. ¥. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Denson, 


ryan, — 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Carutb, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—15. 


Cabaniss, Haugen, Livingston, 
ce r, Wis. Heard, Maddox, 
nae Henderson, N.C. 
Johnson, 


Dinsmore, . 
Derborow, N.Dak. Outhwaite, 
NOT VOTING—114. 


Lawson, 


Abbott, 
Lefever, 
Lockwe 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 


Apsley, 
Baldwin, 
Belden, 


Dockery, 
ery 
Dunphy. 
Ellis Ky Magner 
Enloe 5 
= 08, Merete 


thian, oi. 
Bell, Colo. Fletcher, McCleary, Minn. 
bower, N.C. Gear, McDannoild, 
Gillett, Mass. 


Bowers, Cal. M 
Brosi ht, MeNagny, 
rosius, ight Me 
n, 
Moon, Sweet, 


Morgan Taylor, Tenn. 
Morse, ” Thomas, 


M WwW orth, 
urray 
Newlands, ae 
en, a y 
ONNeil Mass. Ww is 
er, Ala. 


. O'Neill, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Pearson, Wilson, Ohio 
‘Wilson, W. Va. 


Cooper, Tex. Pence, 
Cousins, Woodard, 
Crain, Powers, Wright. 
De Forest, Kribbs, Price, 
Dingley, Lace Rayner, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8479) making ap- 

opriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 

ent and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
quae resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 
an _ ys R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 

r el; 

A bill (H. R. 8097) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof ;” 

A bill (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones; 

A bill (8. 1503) to establish harbor regulations for the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (5. 2664) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Tassin; 

A bill (8.2799) granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned 
Fort Hays Military Reservation in said State, for the purpose of 
establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College 
and of the State Normal Institute thereon, and for a public 


park; 

Joint resolution (8S. R.141) to extend the time for taking testi- 
mony in relation to the value of the improvements of the Monon- 
eee Company on the Monongahela River, in Penn- 
sylvania; 

Joint resolution (S. R.139) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to citizens’ general committee on the twenty-ninth na- 
tional encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at 
Louisville, September, 1895, condemned cannon; 

Joint resolution (S.R.142) continuing the present officers of 
the courts in the Indian Territory until the bill for reorganization 
of the judiciary of that Territory, which has both Houses 
of Congress and awaits the signature of the President of the United 
States, becomes a law; 

A bill fs 1639) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; 

A bill (H. R.1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney; 

A bill (H.R.5565) granting a sion to Joseph R. Brooks, 
father, by adoption, of Henry M. Brooks; 

A bill (H. RB. 840) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. John- 


son; 
= bill (H. R.1819) to correct the military record of James P. 
A bill (H.R. 3194) to amend the reco’ *° Simon Rice, of Com- 
pany A, Sixth Maryland Volunteers; 
as bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorau:. discharge to Wilson 
8; 
A bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Catharine Caine; 
A bill (H. R. 2130) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 
A bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chastain; 
A bill (H. R. 6461) to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary Button, of 
Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased; } 
A bill (H. R. 1229) — a pension to a Devine; 
A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs; 
bill (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 
bill (H. R. 2118) to ion John B. Leach; 
bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander William- 


ill (H. R. 7997) to amend the military record of Angus V. 


ill (H. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

ill (H.R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold; 

ill (H. R. 3977) to pension Jane Webster; 

i = R. 6651) to pension Susannah Hepford, of Noble 
ill (H. R. 5301) to pension David H. Sexton for services in 


ian wars 
pension to Elizabeth L. Markham; 


— 


Spppp ee 
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. R. 7671) granting a 
. R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett; 

ill (H. R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
ry 4 record of Wear Crawford; 

A bill (H.R. 8093) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
e A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis; 

A bill ia R. 575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith; 

A bill (8.1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman; 

A bill (8. —) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 


Eastman; an 

A bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New. 

DEDUCTIONS FROM THE PAY OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote 
just taken. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those =e 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I am 
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peel with the gentleman from anette Se Morse]. If 
e 


were present he would vote ‘‘aye” and I would vote “‘ no.” 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WooparD with Mr. TayLor of Tennessee. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. : 

Mr. RaYNER with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Bunpy. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Granam with Mr. SwWEET. 

On this question: 

Mr. HenpErson of North Carolina with Mr. Morse. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 150, the nays 70, 
answered “‘ present” 15. The te present is 235 members. 
Two-thirds of that number wo be 157. Inasmuch as onl 150 
ae voted in the affirmative, the motion to suspend the rules is 

ost. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I raise the question, so that it may be 
considered, that the 15 names of those who answered “‘ present ” 
must be counted with the affirmative, and not with the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the portion of the rule 
relating to this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No wate shall be suspended except by a vote of two-thirds of the members 
present. 

The SPEAKER, That is the rule. 

PRINTING OF EULOGIES. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair desires to put in 
two resolutions relating to the printing of eulogies. The Clerk 
will report the first resolution. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the eulogies delivered in Sagem upon the Hon. Zebu- 
lon B. Bd pany late a Senator from the State of No Carolina, be printed as 
required by law. 


The resolution was agreed to. j 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the second resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Myron 
B. Wright, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, be printed 
as required by law. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE FROM CROSS WALKS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate bill 
with a House amendment, to which the Senate disagreed and asked 
for a conference with the House of resentatives: A bill (S. 
1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross 
walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
and for other ey. 

. HEARD. I move that the House agree to the conference 
asked for by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. HeArpD, Mr. RIcHARDSON of Tennessee, and Mr. HARMER, 

HOSEA BROWN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8127) to 
grant an increase of pension to Hosea Brown, of the war of 1812, 
with a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “sixty” and insert the word “ fifty.” 

The SPEAKER. Does any gentleman desire to make a motion 
in relation to this bill? The Chair hopes gentlemen will give at- 
tention to these bills. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1581) 
granting a pension to French W. Thornhill, with a Senate amend- 
ment. 


The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ rate” down to and including the word “Cor- 
inth*’ and insert “ of $30 per month.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CAPT. ISAAC D. TOLL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6659) to 
ee the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll, with a Senate amend- 
ment, 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows. 


Strike out the word “twelve” and insert the word “twenty;” so astoread: 
“at $20 per month.” 

Mr. WEADOCK. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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BRONZE STATUE OF THE LATE PROF. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This is simply a joint resolution permitting the erection in Washington, in 
pps to be selected by the superintendent of —— buildings and grounds, 
of a bronze statue of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross. The resolution as 
passed by the Senate carried an oa riation of $1,500 for a pedestal, which 

ropriation was stricken out in ouse. The House conferees now re- 
e, which action restores the said appropriation to the resolution. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
makeareportfrom the Committeeon Foreign Affairs. Iwouldalso 
ask unanimous consent that all committees having reports to 
make may be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

The SP. R. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen having reports to file may be 
permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will order a call of committees. 

The committees were called. 

TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the bill (S. 1252), to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the times and places of holding terms of the 
United States courts in the State of Washington;” which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the call for 
that purpose. 

TREASURY NOTES. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably House resolution requesting the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to inform the House of Representatives if any of the notes is- 
sued under the act of June 30, 1864, were made payable, principal 
and interest, at maturity; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
BRIDGE OVER DELAWARE RIVER IN THE STATES OF NEW JERSEY 

AND PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported adversely the joint resolution (S. R. 133) 
directing the Secretary of War to make an examination of the 
bridge to be constructed over the Delaware River between the 
States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 

Mr. DINSMORE, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ee favorably the joint resolution (8S. R.134) calling on the 

esident to take such measures as he may deem necessary to con- 
summate theagreement between the Governments of Spain and the 
United States for the relief of Antonio Maximo Mora, a natural- 
ized citizen of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. CAMINETTI, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported favorably the bill (H.R.119) to perfect public forest 
reservations. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I am requested—— 

Mr. LOUD. Iraise the point of order that that bill has not 
been considered by the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. The gentleman is mistaken. It has been 
considered by the Committee on the Public Lands, and I am in- 
structed to move to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 
agree to the conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order during this call. The 
bill will be referred to the House Calendar; but the gentleman 
can withdraw the rt. 

Mr. CAMINETTL I withdraw the report. 


MONUMENT TO GEN, WILLIAM SMALLWOOD AND SOLDIERS, OF 


MARYLAND. 
Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
favorably with amendments the bill (S.1795) to aid in the erec- 


tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood 
and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American 
Independence; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL LAFAYETTE AT BRANDYWINE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported favorably with an amendment the bill (i. R. 
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2675) appropriating $15,000 for a statue to General Lafayette, to 
be erected on the battlefield at Brandywine, where Lafayette was 
wounded; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the eons signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 4605) granting chief justice of United States courts 
in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take proof in 
land cases, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 6480) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. Pin- 


ney; 

A bill . R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; 

A bill (H. R. 8127)to provide increase of pension te Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8727) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; and 

A bill (S. 454) for the relief of Washington College (now known 
as Washington and Lee University), located at Lexington, Va. 

EDMUND PENDLETON GAINES. 

Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Edmund Pendleton Gaines, Fifty-second 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMan] 
desires to go on with the conference report on the Indian appro- 
priation bill. The Clerk will read the report. 

For report of committee of conference see Senate proceedings. } 
heSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the House 
conferees. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the statement presented by the 
House conferees is very general and does not go into detail. The 
Senate conferees were compelled to withdraw the bill from the 
Senate in order to hold a new conference, which was held only an 
hour ago, and there has not been time to complete the statement, 
but, so far as it goes, I ask that it be read. Itis very short. 

The statement was read as follows: 

STATEMENT. 


1. Amount of bill as reported to the House....................-... $6, 499, 169. 09 
2. Amount of bill as passed by the House -.................--..--- 8, 220, 730. 21 
8. Amount of bill as 2, |” GS a aE 9, 940, 618. 01 
4. Amount added to bill by the Senate and involved in the 

RU I i. os nickisiditinn akties ehninnnnnenane cewseose 1, 719, 887. 80 
5. Amount comprised in the items conceded by the House-.--...-- 35, 387.60 
6. Amount comprised in the items conceded by Senate........... 48, 650.00 


Your conference committee reports disagreement on the following amend- 
ments carrying appropriations, viz: 
Bip. GE a Re Ro ceca cd bu ecesutbepnencceg~nconannére $300, 000. 00 
No. 65, equalizing Crow Indians with other tribes of the 

SORRNEE, Shs «ner nkben nite e on teererenginemboencesogbenscscecsis 170,089.00 
No. 97, payment to the Creek Nation of Indians................... 
No. survey of lands in the Indian Territory 
No. 136, M ET TE SIR ood icucddiinnkie vouiupantncaseuuees 
FP Bi RD BNR il cae Kb Wchiee Wh ccdbe wkcbininbies cocudcuste 


I aca i Sain a tinier 1, 525, 567. 28 


Your conference committee also repors a disagreement on amendment 
sapmenes 144, page 77, line 20, of the Indian appropriation bill, which is as 

ows: 

“And each succeeding he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the nA of five yourd tresa the ante on which this act goes 
into effect all contracts for such education shall - 

W. S. HOLMAN, 


J. A. PICKLE 
JOHN M. . 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that while there 
are a great many of these amendments, over 200, the points upon 
which the conferees of the two Houses have been able to agree do 
not very materially change the bill from what it was when it went 
from the House. The real points in controversy are the appro- 
mips mentioned in the statement of the House conferees, and, 

view of the lateness of the hour, I ask unanimous consent that 
the report be concurred in. I sup the Senate have asked for 
a further conference, and I move that the House agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. Thisreportisa ialagreement. The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement to the amendments and 
agree to the conference asked for. 

Mr. HERMANN. Before that motion is put I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Indiana whether committee have 
agreed upon the proposition in the House bill with regard to the 
reduction of contract schools? 


3164 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 












Marcu 2, 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is one of the matters in dispute. 
Mr. HERMANN. I wish to place myself on record as in favor 
of that. It can not come too soon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is one of the matters that the House will 
have to act upon hereafter. 


disagreement and agree to the conference asked for was adopted, 
and the Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. HoLMAn, Mr. LEN, and Mr, PICKLER. 


REPORT OF EXCISE BOARD OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the District Commissioners, transmitting the annual report of 
the excise board of the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SEAL AND SALMON FISHING, ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill to 
authorize the printing of the correspondence relating to seal and 
salmon fishing in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

BAYOU MACON, ARKANSAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engineers, 
report of preliminary examination of Bayou Macon, Arkansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


YALOBUSHA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with letter of Chief of Engineers, a 
report of preliminary examination of Yalobusha River, Missis- 
sippi; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BQLUF RIVER, ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engineers, 
a report of preliminary examination of Boeuf River, Arkansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE (at 6 o’clock), 
took a recess until 8 p.m. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8p. m. and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 


HARBOR OF EVANSVILLE, IND. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engineers, report 
of a preliminary examination of Evansville Harbor, Indiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL: 


a SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report. 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it has been impossible, on account 
of the pressure of business, to prepare a written statement, and I 
therefore ask that the report be received instead. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The conference report was read in full. 

Mr. SA b . Speaker, 1 would like to have the attention 
of the House while I make a brief statement. The sum total of 
the amendments proposed by the Senate to the bill was $9,972,029. 40. 
The Senate e from $1,661,390.50. Theamendments disagreed 
to amount to $5,837,289.08. The House agrees to $2,472,349.82. I 
desire now to call attention to the amendments in disagreement 
between the Senate and the House. 

The first is Senate amendment numbered 22, which involves the 
urchase of what is known as the Blaine property, at a cost of 
£150,000. Amendment numbered 62 is the Senate amendment 
providing for the construction of a revenue cutter, and also for 
the practical retirement of certain officers in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. Amendments numbered 63 and 64 relate to the provi- 
sions which were put by the House upon the sundry civil bill, 
providing for the retirement of gold certificates. Amendment 
numbe 101 provides for an appropriation of $125,000 for the 
relatives of those who lost their lives in what is known as the 
Ford’s Theater disaster. Amendment numbered 107, amounti 
to $5,238,289.08, is for what is known as the sugar bounty. Amend- 
ment numbered 145 appropriates $125,000 for the — of con- 
tributing to a centennial exposition at Nashville, Tenn. Amend- 


The motion of Mr. HoLMAN that the House further insist on its — 


.) 
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ment numbered 183 ee for the sending of certain officers to 
make reports upon the Nicaragua Canal. 
A MEMBER. at is the amount of that amendment in regard 


to the Nica Canal? 

Mr. SAYERS. Twenty thousand dollars. 

Amendments numbe 187, 188, and 200 relate to the transfer 
of the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., from the War 
Department to the Department of Justice. Amendment num- 
bered 190 contains an appropriation of $4,000 for the payment of 
the attorneys employed oo onel Ainsworth for his defense; and 
amendment numbered 231 appropriates $100,000 for defraying the 
expenses of a monetary conference between the United States and 
the nations of Europe. The amounts embraced in these various 
Senate amendments aggregate $5,837,289.08. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report of the commit- 
tee of conference, embracing the matters upon which the House 
and Senate conferees have agreed. 

Mr. HUDSON. Can the gentleman give us a statement of the 
items upon which the committee of conference has agreed? 

Mr. SAYERS. They have all been read. 

Mr. HUDSON. Let them be read again. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman whether an agreement 
has been reached on all the amendments except those he has just 
specified? 

Mr. SAYERS. Everything except those just mentioned. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has not spoken of the amend- 
ments which have been added in conference to Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SAYERS. They have been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ey were read by numbers, and we could 
not understand them. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
CAMINETTI] for a question. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I wish to inquire whether an agreement 
has been reached upon the Senate amendment ee for the 
survey of public lands lying within the limits of land grants, and 
upon the amendment making an appropriation for the Southern 
Pacific Railroad to pay for transportation of the mails? 

Mr. SAYERS. That has nothing to do with this bill. It is 
not on the sundry civil bill. 
ence to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to inquire what changes have been made 
in the salaries of officers of the st and Geodetic Survey? 

Mr. SAYERS. As to that Survey there was a compromise be- 
tween the conferees of the House and those of the Senate. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the agreement reached is the number 
of employees increased? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; there is a decrease. 

Mr. PICKLER. A decrease of how many? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think four or five. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to inquire in regard to the amend- 
ment on page 83, with reference to surveying the public lands. 

Mr. SAYERS. My recollection is that we agreed in conference 
to appropriate $250,000 for the survey of the public lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. The amount as passed by the House was $175,- 


000. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the House conferees have agreed to make 
the amount $250,000. The Senate conferees agreed to reduce the 
appropriation for the survey of the railroad land grants from 
$125,000 to $100,000 SS 

Mr. PICKLER. is is much less than was appropriated last 


The gentleman’s inquiry has refer- 


year, is it not? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Exactly the same. 

Mr. SAYERS. About the same, with the exception that we 
have reduced the appropriation for the survey of the railroad 
land grants. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. That is the amendment I was asking the 
gentleman about. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman did not ask me as I understood 
any question in regard to that. 

Me CAMINETTI. Yes, sir; amendment numbered 120 was 
what I referred to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am sorry the conferees have not given us 
$100,000 more for that ae aa 

Mr.SAYERS. We have given more than the gentleman agreed 
to when the bill passed the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I agreed to what I was compelled to agree to. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Did the House conferees agree to amendment 
numbered 231, on page 162, authorizing the President to take 
measures for the meeting of a monetary conference? 

Mr. SAYERS. We disagreed to that. That is one of the mat- 
ters which will come before the House se tely. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand, quite a number of amend- 
ments have been put on the Senate amendments in conference by 
the House conferees. The gentleman’s motion to agree to the re- 
port disposes of those, does it not? 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think any explanation has been 
given of what they were. 


Mr. SAYERS. No amendments were proposed by the House 
conferees except such as decreased the amounts of the amend- 
ments roposed by the Senate. 

Mr. SPRING But in agreeing to this report we take those 
Senate amendments with those changes. 

Mr. SAYERS. We decrease the appropriations proposed by the 


Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But we might not want to agree to some of 

those amendments on any terms if we knew what they were. 
: Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask a question; and I am sure 
it is one which our constituents will be asking us as soon as we 
get home. Senate amendment numbered 233, beginning on page 
263 of the printed bill, is— 

For preparing the history of the International Congresses held at Chicago 
under the authority of the Government of the United States, such history 
not to exceed 10 volumes of 1,000 pages each, and to be prepared under the di- 
rection of the Joint Committee on inting, and at compensation to be fixed 
by said Joint Committee, not exceeding $10,000. 

I wish to ask what the conferees have done with that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. That amendment, I will inform my friend, rests 
among the daisies. The Senate conferees receded from it, and 
were very glad to do so. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, as I understand, that amendment goes 
out. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am sorry the House conferees forced that 
amendment out. That appropriation ought to have been mude. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

The report was agreed to. S 
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

The SP . The Clerk will now report the first amend- 
ment at issue between the two Houses. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 22. Insert the following provision: 

“For the purchase of all the right, title, and interest of Harriet Stanwood 
Blaine to the premises in the city of Washington, D. C., known and described 
as lot numbered 9, and the north 24 feet 6 inches front of lot numbered 8 b 
the full depth of said lot, in square No. 221, said premises being hereby ap- 

ropria’ for the use of the United States, the sum of $150,000, for the erec- 

on of buildings for the Department of Justice or for the transaction of other 

ublic business of the United States; which sum shall be paid by the Secre- 
ey of the Treasury to Harriet Stanwood Blaine, her legal representatives 
or upon the execution and delivery by her or them of a proper deed, 
to be approved by the Attorney-General, conveying her title to said lot, sub- 
ject toa ninety-nine-year lease thereof executed by her to Paul D. Connor 

the United States, and also conveying the rents, issues, and profits of said 

Pp rty under suid lease from the date of said purchase. Andthe Secretary 
of the Srensary is hereby authorized to acquire by purchase or condemna- 
tion the interest of said lessee, his legal neeoeesaa ves and assigns, in said 
premises, or any outstanding interest in the premises that may not be in- 
cluded in or transferred by a deed as aforesai 
wood Blaine; and in the event that no ment can be made with the said 
lessee as to the compensation to be paid him, the Attorney-General, on behalf 
of the United States, or the lessee, legal representatives and assigns, may, 
within three months, commence a proceeding by petition in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, and have the amount of compensation 
which the United States shall I pay said lessee fixed and determined; and the 
Secre of the T: shall pay the amount agreed upon by said Secre- 
tary, or the amount so fixed and ascertained by the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, as compensation for the interest of said lessee, out of 
any moneys not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Unless there be a desire to discuss the proposi- 
tion I will ask nonconcurrence. 

Will the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ne indicate whether 
he has any desire to discuss the amendment? If not, I shall move 
that the House insist on its disagreement. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
**Votel” 

Mr. CANNON of Iinois. I only desire to say in this connec- 
tion, if the gentleman will allow me, that on this amendment and 
other amendments it seems to me the House ought to take action 
deliberately, because this ought to be and will probably be the last 
report upon the bill until a final report is made on accoant of 
time, and the very object of reporting this partial agreement 
and the disagreements—the House conferees being unable to agree 
to certain amendments of the Senate—was that the House should, 
by further insisting, not pro forma, but in fact, manifest its dis- 
sent to certain of the Senate amendments, and in respect to others 
that the House may see proper to recede, if such be its temper, or 
instruct its conferees. 

Now, so far as lam concerned, I apprehend gentlemen under- 
stand this question, and I have no objection te a vote being taken 
at once. $ e3 of ** Vote!” “* Vote!”| ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


_ The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment at 
issue. 


from the said Harriet Stan- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Ame ndment numbered 62. Insert the follewing provision: 
‘For constructing a revenue steamer of the first loon under the 
, for service on the Pacific coast, $75. 
hereb ret to contract poe 
said vessel at a total cost not to exceed Provided, That the 
of the United ee is hereby authorized penne 
he may deem a board, to be of three surgeons from the 
Marine-Hospital al Service, to ison and eS: all officers of the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service who, through no vicious habitsof their own, have become 


or may hereafter reason of the infirmities of age or 
hysical or mental disability to efficiently perform the a ! their respec- 
vie re me And such Tons as, paver My Bo he terms <, oe ack. may y be re- 
rted said board to be permanently incapacita placed on 
Waiting orders out af ty the line of and the vacancies thereby cre- 
ated in the active list of Sie gehoien eee me Shed Sy prcenetien 2 She euker 
of seniorit: ow provided by law: Provided, however, That nosuch  peemee. 
fiom shal Ps made until the prafessional cuaaifications tions of the candida’ 
have been by examination before a board of aoe = 


determined written 
the Revenue-Cutter Service convened by the ae epee a the Treasury 
that purpose: Provided F bene That ~—s ———s ber of officers upon the stive 
list now authorized jew spall not be inc ty Pas aeks and the Secre- 
oe —- a nertee tl 
n 


of the lations, 
sak Sesenenbaell Toa te) ton won ee au into ie the 
——— of this act and tor Sen panerel SeUelncreiaeent ott venue-Cutter 

rvice 


Mr. SAYERS. If I can have the attention of the House fora 
moment; this amendment may properly be divided into two prop- 

ositions, one for the construction of a revenue cutter and the 
other for the retirement of certain disabled officers in the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service. 

IT would ask my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Tllinois, if he desires any time for the discussion of this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON of Mlinois. I think we had better take a few 
minutes on the amendment, as it is a matter of some importance. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time would my colleague suggest? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In the absence of any knowledge 
as to the wish of the House in connection with it, I think I can 
state what I wish to say in five minutes, possibly. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman, however, that we take ten minutes on a 
side. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is satisfactory; and I ask unanimous con- 
aan Sat all debate upon this amendment be closed in twenty 


eo DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Texas will permit me, 
I would a little longer time, say half an hour. 

Mr. C ON of Ilinois. I am content to do so; but the 
tleman is aware of the fact that there are other amendments w: 
will take up considerable time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is quite an important amendment. How- 
ever, I will not interfere with the arrangement gentlemen may 
make in reference to it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will modify my request and ask 
that all general debate be closed in thirty minutes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Are there two amendments in- 
cluded in one here? ; 

Mr. SAYERS. There is one amendment, but it embraces two 
distinct subjects. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentile- 
man from Texas that all debate upon this amendment be closed 
in thirty minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this amendment con- 
tains two distinct items. The first item is for the construction of 
a revenue steamer at a cost of $200,000, Frankly, in my judg- 
ment, this steamer should be authorized. I believe that the good 
of the service requires that it should be constructed, and if 8 
is the sense of the House, later on I will ask that the conferees be 
instructed to seek an agreement on the basis of authorizing this 
steamer. 

The next clause in the amendment is a provision to place upon 
the retired list certain officers of the Revenue Marine and provid- 
on ie tert tao a for that service. rsa 


ferees once and vat or re 
First, as to the necessity or Sacer of the 
In my judgment, if proper at all, Wi cortaaly not not proper 
upon an roseben tt en bill, Heretofore I re steadily 
such If enacted it 
and io promotes officers all along 
begets 30 new al econ in the ee ee tter Service. 
is a civil arm of the Government, and this legislation involves the 
licy of Fane ve pensions to civil officials. Now, then, if the 
annie opinion that it was when we ha 


upon this proposition as an independent measure it will not go 


into this bill, for, while the Senate puts it on the bill, yet the 
in | Iniation between the two Houses is that if one body leg- 

tion an appropriation bill and the other body refuses to 
assent and emphasizes that refusal the party proposing the legis- 
lation shall recede. 

In my judgment this should be the course of the House; and 
without taking further time now, I will reserve the remainder of 
my time until the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers! uses a 
portion of his. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Banquo’s ghost was not a circum- 
stance, in the matter of frequent reappearances, to this pr ition 
to pension the members of the Revenue-Cutter Service. ome 
ter.] Of all the bills, vicious, extravagant, unjustifiable, unpa- 
triotic, and un-American, that have been introduced into this Con- 
gress—and that is saying .s great deal a hter]—this one heads 
the list. [App slause. i tt t is harder to oa all of the cats that 
were ever in Cat Island. [Laughter.] 

It is ina state of perpetual resurrection, [Langhter.] It will 
not stay in the grave. I have consumed about $1,800 worth of 
the time of this House in trying to keep this measure from pass- 
ing. [ ter] But if I fmally kill it the money is well spent. 
[Applause. ae it out of existence, as I thought, on two 
morning hours; y, by speaking again for one hour and ten 
On a test vote, oo it took two-thirds to pass it, there 
were 85 votes in favor of the proposition and 86 st. ey 
could not muster even a majority in favor of it. That showed 


minutes. 


that this House was not ready to go into the business of pension- 
ing from the civil w: of life in this country. they 
are determined to force it down our throats, nolens volens. 


And now the Senate of the United States, in the closing hours 
of this session, when they suppose they have got us where we must 
* —e they want us to do, tack this outrageous measure onto 

riation — which they think must or an extra ses- 
den of Congress be convened. I would sather ene fifteen extra 
sessions of Congress than to see this measure passed, for in the end 
it would not cost a tithe of what this proposition will come to. 
Not because it will take so much out of the of itself, al- 
though it will take about $40,000 the first year, probably $50, 000 
the second, and will grow, like Jonah’s gourd, until it covers the 
land. see and applause.] I want to warn gentlemen on 
both sides of the House that this is but the entering wedge which 
will split the log wide open, the first step on a bad and broad road 
that nas no end. It is an old saying, ‘‘Give them an inch and 
they will take an ell.” That is applicable to all this pension busi- 
ness, 

I have never heard any man yet give a good reason why this 
bill should pass. It can not be done. The man who imperils his 
life on the battlefield and gets hurt deserves a pension. The 
Government of the United States has said that when an army 
officer reaches the age of 64 he shall be retired. When a man 
gets hurt in the Steve of the United States he ought to be pen 
sioned. We have said that when a naval officer Coocusil 62 

he ought to be retired. I put it to any member of this 
ee eae ain conan bee with good 
salaries, any more deserving of a pension when they get iy old 
for service then I am, Ras. you are, then the host of our con- 
stituents are? Why, they say, they are too old to work. Let 
them a er sage aees ter = applause. ] 
California. They are too old for service. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not care a bawbee if they were 
older than Methuselah. When an honest man gets too old to dis- 
charge his duty he ought to give ~ 4 the business that he is at. 
Government empleyees ayer to be the only poser in this country 
who take no thought of to-morrow, who make no pre 
against a rainy day, and who lay up nothing for ain 
should they not practice economy as as the rest of our citi- 


zens? ee receive higher salaries and have easier work than the 
avera y should they not practiceeconomy? I want _ say 
now you start this cestanen pensioning these am the 


force that is trying to compel this ill to. to be enacted in 
increase as the years go by until it becomes absolutely ‘nrocietithe 
The Democrats, on principle, out of self-respect ms be of love for 


the traditions of the ,out tof reverence for Jefferson and Jack- 
son and the whole of Democratic saints, ought to t it 
to the death. [Applause.] My Republican friends, you to 
a oan You can not afford to let it become a 
law. on So ee eae See Ses > See Pow Le 
aes is Congress in its dying hour you will 
be deviled into the apoplexy in the -fourth I 
pape Soe anes Ste Se pee See Sse Tenens | you 

that one, world without end. [Laughter.] you per- 
mi is bill to pass you will have a high time in the Fifty-fourth 
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resis 
railway mail , of the , of the school teachers, of 
the Capitol police, ‘and if it keeps on "it may be of the Cabinet. 
Laughter.| How are you going to justify it? As sure as you 
ive this is the Trojan horse your citadel. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Justices of the Supreme Court 
are already pensioned, and never ought tohave been, either. This 
whole retired-list system is undemocratic, it is unrepublican, it is 
unpopulistic, it is un-American. You can not justify it before any 
audience of America. We ought not to squander other e's 

money. It is not our own cash we are voting away in 
If it were we would not be so liberal. As to rca entean 
is the trustee of an express trust. We have no right to 
waste the trust fund. I will never consent to saddle such a load 
on the backs of my children and my children’s children; for never 
forget that the Senetooun effects of this bill are not for a day, but 
for all time. ee 

Mr. SAYE trust that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CaNNON] will occupy the rest of the time, as he and I agree upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will ida tate. me, I will yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Flori Mr. MaLLory] »who 
favors the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Bowrrs]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, there has been a de- 
liberate attempt to deceive the House upon this question by the 
gentleman who last spoke and by others. The question of pensions 
is not connected with this proposition im any respect whatever, 
and it is ae in to blind and to ve. 


the pressure of the departmental clerks, — 


Now, Mr er, the men engaged in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service are ‘chorea j just the same as the men in the Army and in 
the Navy. 


The officers are appointed for life, the same as in the Navy. 
They are under the same orders that the officers of the Army and 
the officers of the Navy are; under the orders of the Army or the 
Navy during war; during times of peace they are e ngaged in pro- 
tecting the revenue. the same as the Army in the interior is en- 
gaged in protecting the settlers from Indians and other troubles, 
but under orders. There is no question of pensioning about this 
matter at all. 

Now, I want to ask this House, what are you goingto do? This 
does not increase the force at all. eare some twenty or thirty 
old officers, who haveserved from thirty to fifty years. Mind you, 
these men have charge of United States vessels and are required 
to possess the same qualifications as officers of the Navy in charge 
of your war ships. Now, after serving all of these years, in their 
old age what are you going to do with them? ‘Turn them adrift? 
Every Secretary of the Treasury you have had for the last fifteen 
or twenty years has recommended a measure of this kind. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury says that for the benefit 
of the service the exigencies of the service will require the Depart- 
ment to discharge twenty or thirty of these old men, turn them 
adrift without anything, so that he may have men to command 
ships that they now have in commission and that arerequired. We 
hear no word of condemnation or opposition by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] to twenty or thirty chaplains going on 
the retired list, and they are going on there now all the while. 

These men are substantially and practically in the Navy, apart 
of the Navy; and the service ought to be turned over to the Navy 
Department and separated from the Treasury. Everyone who 
knows avything about it knows that the — these men is so 
small that it only affords them a living. It is utterly impossible 
for them to lay up anything for arainy dayorforoldage. [Loud 
applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman hasexpired. The 
gentleman from Texas is entitled to close. ° 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve my five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not willing to permit the gentleman from 
Florida to close the debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman desires to reserve 
his time, I reserve my time; and we will vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has yielded all his 
time. 


o SAYERS. I rely upon the gentleman from Illinois to 
close 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I offer the following instructions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House conferees be instructed to agree to the provi- 
sion auth thorizing the truction of the revenue mentioned in Sen- 


cons 
ate amendment 62, and to insist on the Senate receding from the 
of the Senate amendment. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam ready for a vote. 


eee 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that that a not dispose of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Dilincis. The gentleman from Texas, as I 
understand, moves that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. After that is done this will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then just let the Clerk retain it for 


the present. 
. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if it be permissible I would yield 
motion to the motion made by the gentleman from [linois. 


. CANNON of Illinois. If I can have the attention of the 

from Texas—the Chair holds that the House must first 

urther insist on its disagreement before a motion to imstruct 
would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois and to the House that instructions to conferees are not 
in order until the amendments are disposed of in one way or the 
other, either by insisting on the disagreement or agreeing to the 
amendment. Of course if the House agrees that is an e nd of it. 
If this resolution were adopted it would not dispose of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not a motion to concur first in order? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemam will state it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to ask the Speaker if 
— to concur in the Senate amendment would now be in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then I make that motion, that 
the House recede from its disagreement and agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement and agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. The gentleman from Illinois has four min- 
utes, and the gentleman from Texas has five minutes, which he 
yields to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman desire to yield 
the floor now? I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the gentleman 
a Florida [Mr. MaLuory] I yield him four minutes instead of 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, in four minutes I could hardly 
undertake to convey an adequate idea of the arguments that can 
be advanced in behalf of this amendment. I will content myself 
with hurriedly referring to one or two of the arguments which 
have been urged against it. In the first place, a contention that 
has been made here, and that has been harpe d upon in every de- 
bate on this subject, is that this Revenne-Cutter Service is a civil 
service, and that by enacting this legislation we open the door to 
pensioning the civil employee s of the Government. Anyone who 
is acquainted with the character of the duties performed by the 
men of the revenue service must know that it is essentially a mili- 
tary service. The only index of its being other than a military 
service is the fact that it is under the orders of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not the test by which we are to deter- 
mine the character of this service. The fact that the Secretary 
of the Treasury can issue orders in time of peace and control the 
action of the Revenue-Cutter Service is not the criterion. The 
character of the duties performed by the service, the fact that 
the members of it are commissioned with military titles, the fact 
that they undergo a preliminary schooling for these expert duties 
the fact that they are commissioned for jife and are not remova- 
ble at the expiration of any particular political term, the fact that 
the men under the command of the revenue-cutter officers are 
enlisted as are the men in the Navy, the fact that they are not 
only subject to the orders of the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
that at any moment the President can place them under the orders 
of the Secretary of the Navy and can require them, as has been 
done in the past in every war that we have been engaged in, to 

form the duties of naval officers—these are some of the criteria 

y which we are to judge of the character of this service. It wiil 
not do for intelligent legislators, called u by five Secretaries of 
the Treasury in succession to adopt this legislation in order to 
who ‘y some means whereby those who have lost their health or 
have become superannuated im the service may be retired 
.men qualified to take command of vessels 
aaiean put in a position to perform those duties—it will not do, I 
say, for us to disregard the needs of the service upon the ground 
that the RevenueService is a civil service. There are now on the 
list 30 officers who by reason of ill health or other disabilities are 
a service. 


Mr Speaker, Thope the gentleman from Dlinois 
(Mr. oe will occupy his time. 
The SP. The gentleman from Ilinois has four minutes. 
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Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I 
desire to consume further time. I think the House understands 
this question, and, so far as I am concerned, Iam ready for a vote. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, my motion to re- 
cede and concur takes precedence, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers] 
moves that the House further insist on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
BowERs] moves that the House recede from its disagreement and 
agree to the amendment. The vote will be first taken on the 
motion of the gentleman from California. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Bowers, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 127. 

Mr. BOWERS of California called for the yeas and nays, but 
did not press the demand. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, they 
were refused, only 21 members voting in favor thereof. So the 
motion of Mr. Bowers of California was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. ‘SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a motion 
that takes precedence of the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 
I move that the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and agree to the same with the following amendment 
thereto, namely, strike out the proviso. 

Mr. SAYERS. That motion should come from the other side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If ee from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
will make the motion I will yield to him for that Te. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
makes a motion to instruct the conferees, which comes after the 
motion of the es from Texas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My motion is not a motion to instruct, and 
it is a motion that is proper at this time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The PEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As the House has refused to recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, is not that equiv- 
alent to an nm the disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr, Speaker, I move the in- 
structions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House conferees be instructed to agree to a provision 
authorizing the construction of the revenue steamer mentioned in the Senate 
amendment numbered 62, and to insist on the disagreement to the remainder 
of said amendment. 

ane I am willing that that resolution shall be 
ado , 

The question being taken on the resolution offered by Mr. Can- 
Non of [linois, it was agreed to. 

Mr.BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Task 
that clause 7 of Rule , which prohibits smoking upon the 
floor, be enforced. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. e rules prohibit smoking on the floor of 
the House during its sittings. While we all know that this rule 
is very much disregarded, yet the Chair appeals to gentlemen, in 
view of the number Poe in the Hall to-night and in view of 
the probably protrac character of the session, to observe this 
rule. There are many gentlemen on the floor who have ohbgpe 
said to the Speaker that if the smoking be persisted in they wi 
be forced to absent themselves from the Hall. The Chair there- 
fore appeals to those gentlemen who desire to smoke, to retire to 
the Speaker’s lobby or to the cloak room. . [Applause.] The 
Clerk will read the next amendment. 

Amendment numbered 63 was read, as follows: 

After the word “ Treasury,” line 23, page 20, insert the following: 

* i That hereafter no portion of this sum shall be expended for 
me United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination than 

ose that may be canceled or retired.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this amendment is the same provision which has been 
contained in thesundry civil bill for years—a provision that when 
notes are presented either for cancellation or retirement the Sec- 
retary of the shall reissue notes of the same denomina- 
tions. The House will remember that when the sundry civil bill 
was last under consideration this provision was left out, and in 
lieu of it other provisions were If the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] desires any time in order to discuss this 
amendment I shall be glad to accommodate him. 

Mr. CANNON of ois. So far asI am concerned I do not 


wish to take part in the discussion of this matter. I think the 
House—at least on this side—is quite familiar with it and I believe 
ready to vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that all debate upon 
this amendment be closed in ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish only to call attention to 
the fact that amendment No. 63 is the one which was Bro sed 
by the gentleman from Texas when the sundry civil bill was 
under consideration in the House and rejected at that time; there- 
fore it was not in the bill as it went from the House. The Senate 
seems to have adopted the amendment. Iwill not recall any 
of the discussion which took place in the House at the time this 
amendment was offered and rejected. I wish simply to say that 
it was fully debated at the time; and the House then by a large ma- 
jority decided that this amendment ought not to be added to this 
provision of the bill. 

It will be remembered that the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
report one year ago and in his last report asked that this proviso 
should not be added to the sundry civil bill. He pointed out that 
it interfered with a discretion which ought to be vested in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, whoever he may be—a discretion to print 
whatever denominations of currency may be required by the de- 
mands of business. He asked therefore that this provision might 
be omitted from the bill. I think that a provision interfering in 
this way with the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury ought 
not to be placed on the bill, but that he should be left to determine 
according to business demands the denominations of all kinds of 
currency which may be issued from time to time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Amendment No. 64 was read, as follows: 

On page 34, line 5, strike out allafter the word “ Treasury ” down to and in- 
cluding “ association,” and insert: 

“ Provided, That hereafter no portion of this sum shall be expended for 
pate United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination than 

hose that may be canceled or retired.” 

Mr. SAYERS. If no gentleman desires to address the House 
on this amendment, I move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Amendment No, 101 was read, as follows: 

On page 70 insert the following: 

‘* Payments on account of the Ford Theater disaster: For payment to the 
heirs and legal eres of those who were killed by reason of the 
falling of the Ford Theater waene on the 9th day of June, 1893, the sum of 
$125,000, of which sum there shall paid to the legal or personal represen- 
tatives of each of the following persons the sum of $5,000: George Q. Allen, 
George Michael Arnold, Samuel P. Banes, John Bussius, John E. Chapin, 
Jeremiah cas: Joseph R. Fagan, Joseph Barker Gage, David Clark Jordan, 
Justus Boyd Jones, Frederick B. Loftus, Jay Hirst ¢cFall, Otto F. W. Meder, 
Howard 8. Miller, Benjamin Franklin Miller, Burrows Nelson, Emanuel G. 
Shull, Frank M. Williams, Alfred L. Ames, Arthur Napoleon Girault, Michael 
T. Mulledey, George W. Roby, John T. Reynolds, George C. Bollinger, and 
Charles Best Sayers: Provided, That where the deceased fied leaving a widow 
but no children the $5,000 shall be paid her; where the deceased left a widow 
and children, the widow shall receive one-half and the children shall share 
alike; and where the deceased was unmarried, the sum shall be paid to the 
personal representatives for the bcnefit of the next of kin.” 


Mr. SAYERS. If no gentleman wishes to discuss this amend- 
ment I move that the House insist on its disagreement. 

Mr. MADDOX. I desire to move that the House recede. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that ten minutes be 
allowed for the discussion of this amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. It will be a matter of impossibility to discuss 
it in ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. MADDOX. We ought to have thirty minutes at least. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that debate on this ameadment be closed 
in thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall want five minutes of that time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There are anumber of other amend- 
ments to be dis dof. In my judgment members of the House 
understand f about this amendment, and I do hope it can be 
—— of in fifteen minutes. 

r. SAYERS. Iagree with the gentleman. Everybody under- 
ee it. Iask that the gentleman from Georgia be allowed ten 
minutes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And that my colleague 
from New York, Judge DANIELS, have also ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. That would be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall want five minutes myself. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.S er, I ask that twenty minutes’ debate 
be allowed on this amendment, ten on a side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request. Is there 
objection? 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from 

Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, oa before the adjournment of 
the last session of Congress this House passed a resolution in the 
following terms: 

That a joint commission, consisting of the select committee of five Senators 
appointed by the President of the Senate to investigate the Ford Theater 
disaster and five members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shall investigate the Ford 
Theater disaster and report to the Senate and House whether in equity and 
a the Government should compensate the sufferers of that disaster for 


he injuries sustained by them, and, if it shall be decided that they should be 
compensated, then the commission will investigate each individual case, and 
report the amount of compensation that should be allowed in each case. The 
commission may employ a clerk who isa stenographer, and who shall do the 
stenographic work of ‘the commission as clerk, and | that the commission shall 
have power to send for persons ean popere. and the chairman of the commis- 
sion or of any subcommittee ma minister oaths. The expenses of said in- 
vestigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate and House 
of Representatives on vouchers approved by the chairman, and the commis- 
gion may report by bill or otherwise. 

I desire to say that the special committee appointed by that 
resolution to investigate this matter have made a careful inquiry 
into the facts, and have investigated it in part; that is, so far as 
relates to the deaths caused by this accident, or rather I should 
not say accident, but deaths resulting from injuries occasioned 
by this disaster, and the committee are unanimously of the opinion 
that in equity and justice the Government of the United States 
ought to compensate the heirs at law—the widows and represent- 
atives of the deceased who suffered through the falling of this 
theater. 

Upon that investigation we found the state of facts to be about 
this: It was the intention of the Government of the United States 
to place in that building an electric light plant, and in order to do 
so it became necessary to enlarge the cellar. Those in authority 
seem to have abandoned every precaution, every custom or prin- 
ciple that controlied the Government in letting such contracts, 
not even as much as requiring a bond of the contractor. But 
Colonel Ainsworth, in charge of the institution, in connection 
with an officer of the Treasury Department, without requiring a 
bond for the faithful performance of the contract, or even requir- 
ing shoring or strengthening of the foundations to support the 
building while the work of digging was in progress, let it to a 
contractor in regard to whom the evidence shows that he was 
absolutely incompetent and unqualified to do the work, a man 
without experience in work of that character, and with a num- 
ber of laborers, ignorant men under him, who set to work, under- 
mined the foundations supporting the pillars that sustained the 
weight of this institution, and let it fall on these people—18 
slaughtered directly, 6 or 8 having died since of their injuries, 2 
immediately after the accident and 18 on the spot. 

That is the whole casein anutshell. By the criminal negli- 
gence of the officers in charge of this building it was undermined 
and allowed to tumble on these unfortunate people, and they were 
simply murdered. Thatis thesizeof it. Thecommittee decided, 
after the investigation they have made of the case and after the 
ascertainment of these facts, that the Government should com- 
pensate these people—the widows and children and representatives 
of the persons who were killed—and that $5,000 each should be 
paid to the families of these people. This we believe to be equit- 
able and just, and ought to be paid. 

Mr.SAYERS. I yield five minutes now to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DANIELS]. 

Mr. D ELS. Mr. Speaker, the House committee appointed 
in pursuance of the resolution referred to by the gentleman from 
Georgia, in conjunction with the committee of the Senate, de- 
voted the closest attention to the investigation of these claims, 
and we have found that the proof establishes the fact that about 
seventeen of the persons whose claims are included in this clause 
of the bill were instantly killed by a portion of this old Ford 
Theater building, while others were so seriously injured that it 
brought on other diseases, which in the course of a few months, 
not exceeding eleven months in the case of the one who lived long- 
est, resulted in the death of these individuals. 

We found also, Mr. Speaker, from the evidence produced before 
the coroner’s jury, and also from the evidence taken before the 
Senatorial committee, that there was no reason for questioning 
the fact that the work had been carelessly let and carelessly per- 
formed. It was an improvement in a very old buiding, resting 
upon pillars; and the proposition in the first place was to under- 
mine these pillars and put in an additional foundation. No ar- 
rangement or stipulation was entered into in the contract for 
shoring up the building or sustaining it at all; but the work was let 
to a person for $950 who was not accustomed to work of this char- 
acter and not fitted by his experience to perform such an agree- 
ment. No arrangement was made for special oversight on the 
part of the officer of the Government; but the person who was in 
charge is described as a colored man, perhaps a little more intelli- 
gat than the employees or persons engaged in the work under 

im, which he was looking after, while the contractor visited it 
once a day during its progress. 

The result of it all was, inasmuch as there was an entire failure 
to shore up this building and sustain it when this dangerous work 
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was being performed, that these pillars were undermined by the 
persons who were performing this contract, and the building came 
down upon these individuals whose lives were lost and over one 
hundred others who were injured. The committee on the part of 
tke House have gone over each one of these individual cases, and 
we have taken proofs amounting to these bulky documents that 
are now here produced. We find from the evidence that these 
persons who were killed and injured were proceeding in the dis- 
charge of their duties,in the employment of the Government, 
supposing that the work was going on carefully and safely, and 
that Mey were to be exposed tono danger; that they had no warn- 
ing uti: the crash came, when the building went down and these 
persons were killed. There was not the least necessity for endan- 
gering the lives or the safety of these persons. 

Mr. BUNN. Does this claim embrace all the persons who were 
injured in that accident? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, it includes none of the injured. We are 
still required to investigate their cases, but could not do it in 
time to bring their claims before the House. 

Mr. BUNN. This only embraces the persons who were killed, 
or who died from their injuries? 

Mr. DANIELS. Only the persons who were killed. The per- 
sons who were injured are to be heard some time during the re- 
cess. On account of their number and on account of the extent 
of the evidence which will be required to be taken in these cases 
there has not been time enough yet for us to present their claims 
to Congress. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Were the persons killed 
guilty of any negligence whatever? 

Mr. DANIELS. None whatever. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GrosvENoR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in all the States of the 
Union, so far as I have any knowledge, there is created by statute 
a liability unknown to the common law, by which the person or 
corporation causing the death of another by wrongful act, neglect, 
or default is liable in damages, and the lowest maximum allow- 
ance, so far as I am aware, is $5,000. 

A MemBer. That is the maximum allowance in some States, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The maximum in many States, as in my 
own State, is $10,000, and recently, by a constitutional provision 
in the State of New York, all limitation has been removed. It is 
the common judgment of mankind that he who causes the death 
of another by his wrongful act, by his negligence, or by his default, 
should be liable. Thereis not anintelligent man onthe continent 
of America who does not know thatthe Government of the United 
States is, under this rule of law, liable to pay these obligations— 
pay for the men who lost their lives by the wrongful act, neglect, 
and default of the agent of the United States. 

This is the first time that the House of Representatives has ever 
had the opportunity to vote upon this question. All the delays, 
all the higgling, all the pitiful exhibition that has disgraced the 
very name of an American citizen have come from the other end 
of this Capitol, and not from this end. The obligation is recog- 
nized, and the question is, shall helpless women appeal longer to 
the Government of the United States for this compensation for 
the death of husbands and fathers caused in this way? Nobody 
doubts that the negligence was there. As to whether it was crim- 
inal or not I do not here and now utter a word. Whether some- 
body has escaped by a technicality from a just punishment I do 
not care for the purposes of this particular easnlined But that 
the great corporation, the great body politic that put in motion 
the improvements upon that building and neglected every pre- 
caution, is liable I think nobody hesitates to declare. 4 

Now, why should we not pay this money? These people have 
been wronged to the extent of the interest upon $5,000 for more 
than a year already,and if has been no fault of the immediate 
representatives of the people of the United States. Now the op- 
oe has come. We all know that this money will have to 

paidsometime. Nobody hesitates about that. Nobody doubts 
it. It has been put upon a ratio away below the average allow- 
ance among the States of the Union. I appeal to the House of 
Representatives, let us now, when we have the opportunity for 
the first time, say to the people of this country and to the world 
that there is at least one place in the Government of the United 
States where justice can be administered without oppression upon 
the le of the land. [Applause and cries of ‘‘Vote!” ‘‘Vote!”} 

. SAYERS. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to this amendment and agree to the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The announcement of the result was received with applause. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bounty on sugar: That there shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury to those producers and manufacturers of sugar in the United States 
from maple sap, beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown or produce? withia 
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the United States, who complied with the provisions of the bounty law as 
eontained in Schedule E of the tariff act of October 1, 1890,a bounty of 2 


cents a pound on all sugars testing not less than 90° by the pouseoe®, and 1§ 


cents a pound on all sugars testing less than 90 and not less than egrees 
by the pe lariscope, menufactured 1 and produced ~~ them previous to the 28th 
day of August, 1894, and upon which no bount previously been paid; 
and for this purpose the sum of $238,289.08 is hereby appropriated, or s0 much 
thereof as ma necessary. 

That there shall be paid to those producers who complied with the provi- 
sions of the bounty law as contained in Schedule of the tariff act of October 
1, 1890, by os the notice, application for license, and bond therein required, 
prior to July 1, 1894,and who would have been entitled to receive a license as 
provided for in said act, a bounty of eight-tenths of a cent per pound on the 
sugars actually manufactured and produced in the United States testing not 
less than 80° by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown or 

roduced within the United States during that part of the fiscal year ending 

une 30,1895, comprised in the period commencing August 28, 1894,and ending 
June 30,1895, both days inclusive; and for this purpose the sum of $5,000,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated: Provided, 
That no bounty shall be paid to any person engaged in refining sugars which 
have been imported into the United States or produced in the United States 
upon which the bounty herein provided has already been paid or applied for. 

The bounty herein authorized to be paid shall be paid upon the presenta- 
tion of such proof of manufacture and eon es shall be required in each 
case by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and under such rules and regulations as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

And for the payment of such bounty the Secretary of the T: is au- 
thorized to draw warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for such sums 
as shall be necessary, which sums shall be certified to him by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, by whom the bounty shall be disbursed, and no bounty 
shall be allowed or paid to any person as aforesaid upon any quantity of sugar 
less than 500 pounds. 

For examination of claims and ascertaining the ameunt due and the pre- 
vention of fraudulent claims for said bounty, the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue is hereby authoriz:1 to employ two internal-revenue agents, in ad- 
dition to those already provided for, and upon the same terms as to com- 


ensation. 
’ That any person not entitled to the bounty herein provided for, wt shall, 
of a mis- 


with intent to defraud, apply for or receive the same, shall be guilt 
demeapor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not ex ing $5,000, 
or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five years, or both, in the discre- 
tion of the court. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know from the 
gentleman from Illinois about what time he desires for discussion 


on this amendment. 
In my judgment this ought to have 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
a little time. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much would the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, we should have thirty minutes 
onaside. That ought to be sufficient, unless objection is made 
by semebody. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Of course I do not know yet 
what range the discussion will take, but I do not think we can 
discuss a question of this kind in thirty minutes on our side. 
[After a pause.] Mr. Speaker, it seems to be satisfactory to gen- 
tlemen who are on the same side of the question with myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, then, asks unanimous con- 
sent that — debate be limited to one hour—thirty minutes 
on each side. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that all debate—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can yield thirty minutes, and 
then he can demand the previous question if he desires. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that a motion that I will make at the end of this dis- 
cussion be made now. I ask that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendment numbered 107 and agree to 
the same. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisin order. The gentleman moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the same. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BECKNER]. 

Mr. BECKNER. Mr. r, this amendment presents a 
question which is certainly not sectional. It takes in the bound- 
less continent. Those who grow sugar beets in California and 
Nebraska or sorghum in and those who manufacture 
maple sap in New England or plant sugar cane in Louisiana are 
alike beneficiaries of its just and righteous provisions. Neither 
is it in any sense a isan question. I know that there are some 
who will the laration of the Democratic i 
bounties a: to this case. I deny this absolutely. e are not 
ae the question of offering a bounty such as was the act 


of 1890 we were I should — it as vigorously as I now 
favor the — —— is is a question of justice only. 
It is denied that iming this iation can say that 
they occupied a contractual relation to the Government. 

Suppose an individual had offered another a reward to doacer- 
tain act for the former’s benefit, and it had been done, who would 
dare say it was not a contract? Of course the Government can 
not be made to keep its promises. It is sovereign. The opposi- 
tion to this amendment must proceed on the theory that the king 


can dono wrong. The portion of the sovereignty that I represent 
does not propose to assert the omnipotence of its power to deny 
justice because it can not be coerced in the courts. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, how prone the public men of the South 
have been to construct out of material claimed to be found in the 
Constitution breakwaters against the gulf stream of governmental 
expenditure, so that its warmth and viyifying powers may be con- 
fined to the North, but in this case all sections are interested; and, 
whilst it is on my mind, let me warn my Southern friends that 
they can overdo what in a remarkable degree would be highly 
commendable. The younger generation are looking with eager 
eyes and yearning hearts on the industrial and commercial move- 
ment which has made the East, the Middle States, and even the 
new West so prosperous and rich. They are impatient over the 
quibbling about constitutional phantoms which obstruct the de- 
velopment of the dear Southland for which nature has done so 
much, 

The Democratic party must not only be just, but it must also 
keep step to the music of the age if it hopes to retain power in the 
South. The strongest, best Democrats in the Senate, such men 
as JOHN B. GorpDoN, JoHN W. DanrE., J. C. 8. BLACKBURN, and 
WILLiaM LINDSAY, supported this amendment warmly. If the 
proposition were contrary to the Chicago platform these men 
would never have voted for it. It has in it no element of politics. 
It is purely and solely a question of gat 

I am a Southern Democrat and believe with all my heart in the 
doctrines taught by Jefferson as the surest guaranties of free go - 
ernment. The people of Louisiana plant their sugar cane in Sep- 
tember. The culture of beets and sorghum begins in the pring. 
Maple sap is gathered in the latter part of the winter. obody 
seriously denies that those who are provided for in the first sec- 
tion of this amendment had earned the bounty. The others had 
their crops pitched and practically ready for gathering before the 
bounty was repealed. Contracts for labor, stock, and machinery 
had been entered into. 

Those who ran the manufacturing plants had fixed the prices 
of cane, beets, and sorghum on the basis of the bounty. This Dem- 
ocratic Congress had from August 7, 1893, until August 28, 1894, 
in which to repeal the bounty, but did not do it until the latter 
date. The Wilson bill as first introduced did not repeal it. The 
House, before it went to the Senate, had provided for repeal, but 
the Senate refused until July, 1894, to concur in this action. The 
original act providing for a bounty was emphatically undemo- 
cratic. 

That is not the question we are now considering. The Demo- 
cratic party can not afford to be unjust if it hopes for the future 
which I believe it is bound to have as the party of the people. 
Let us do right, no matter what our theories may be. I may be 
taking on myself a burden of explanation which will hereafter 
give me trouble, but I care not what the consequences may be; I 
am going to act as my conscience dictates. e people I repre- 
sent have no selfish interest in my voting as I will, but they sent 
me here to do justice to every section of the country. However 
zealous a Democrat I may be, over and above all questions of 
partisanship I try to be an honest man. These people earned 
the bounty provided for in this amendment, and so far as my vote 
can ae 7 will get it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Vermont {[Mr. Grout. ] 

Mr.GROUT. Mr.Speaker, I shall vote for the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana that the House recede from its di ent 
and agree to the Senate amendment; but I want to call attention 
to the fact that the sugar mentioned in this amendment may be 
divided into three classes. One class comprises the sugar which 
before the repeal of the bounty law, was i and an 
found to be entitled to the bounty, and was so certified to the De- 
partment, and is there a matterof record. Another class consists 
of sugar that was produced—that is, manufactured, but not in- 
spected and tested—beforethe repeal of theiaw. Still anotherclass 
is that which was — since its repeal and the inspection of 
it taken charge of by individuals connected with its manufacture. 
Now, in case the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana shall 
fail, I intend to move the instruction which I am about to read, 
and which, after reading, I will send to the Clerk’s desk, so that it 
may be there'ready for action by the House. I propose to move 
this instruction: 

Resolved, That the House conferees be instructed to agree to a provision 
ss an epereoretien for the payment of a bounty onall that had 


sugars 

tested and found entitled to a bounty prior to the 28th 
day of ——, 1804, and to insist on a ent to the remainder of said 
amendmen 


I will move that instruction in case the motion of the gentile- 
man from Louisiana fails. But, Mr. Speaker,as I said a moment 
ago, I propose to vote to recede from the disagreement to the en- 
tire Senate amendment. I think the repeal of the sugar bounty, 
after the crop had been planted on the faith of the bounty and in 
the expectation of it, was legislation which ought not to have been 











1895. 





put upon the statute book without making provision for that crop 
at least. 

Going back now for a moment to the instruction which I pro- 
pose to move in case the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana 


should fail, I want to say that the sugar provided for in the in- 
struction is exclusively maple sugar, and maple sugar has 

one year less of bounty than any other kind of sugar. The law 
of 1890 granting the bounty on sugar took effect on the ist day of 
July, 1891. The maple-sugar crop of that year received no bounty, 
while all the other sugars did receive a bounty. So, if the motion 
of the gentleman from Louisiana fails and my instruction 1s 
adopted, making an appropriation for a bounty for the maple sugar, 
that kind of sugar will then stand in regard to bounty upon pre- 
cisely the same basis as every other ies of sugar, because, I re- 
peat, it has had one year less bounty than the other kinds of sugar. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What expense were the maple-sugar man- 
ufacturers put to that they would not have been put toif the 
bounty law had not been enacted? 

Mr. GROUT. To large expense. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was it? 

Mr. GROUT. They were put to large expense for improved 
utensils, machinery, and appliances, and improved methods of 
manufacture, so thai the quality of the article was much im- 

roved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They got better prices for it, then. 

Mr.GROUT. And not only that, but thequantity was increased 
also. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They got the benefit of that, too. 

Mr. GROUT. Not wholly because a large portion of maple 
sugar has to go upon the market at the reduced price which free 
sugar caused, and some of the best quality of maple, sugar was sold 
at that low price. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. When are the holes bored in the trees to 
make maple sugar? 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, the gentleman may ask some wise question, 
or some foolish question, just as he prefers, but if he will ask one 
that is pertinent to the issue here—for this is a serious matter—I 
am ready to answer it. 

Mr. BRYAN. But it is a very pertinent question to ask when 
the holes are bored in the trees, because we passed the bill repeal- 
ing the bounty on the ist of February, before the holes were bored 
for that year’s sugar crop. 

Mr. GROUT. But the repeal took effect August 28, 1894, and 
the maple product has received one year less bounty than other 
sugars. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] be permitted to inter- 
rupt the debate on this question long enough to present a confer- 
ence report on the legislative appropriation bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isend to the desk the conference report on 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman a written statement of the 
House conferees? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to state that it has been impossible 
within the time which has elapsed since the agreement was 
reached to prepare a writtenstatement. Itis exceedingly impor- 
tant that this bill shall go to the printer at once. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report, 
after which the gentleman from Missouri, without objection, can 
make an oral statement. 

The conference report was read, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Senate added to the legis- 
lative appropriation bill $122.416.60. In conference the Senate 
has receded from about $55,000, and the House agrees to about 
$67,416. The amount of the bill as agreed to is about $21,893,- 
392.68. The amc ant appropriated in the current law is $21,305,- 
583.29. There is, therefore, an increase in this bill of about 
$587,809 over the current law. This increase is explained almost 
entirely by three items: The increase on account of clerks to mem- 
bers by reason of the long session (the increase being $133,000), 
the appropriation on account of the income tax, $493,590, and the 
~~ for pension examiners, which has heretofore been 
carried in the deficiency bill, $250,000. 

In other words, there is a total increase,on account of these 
extraordinary items, of $876,590. Deducting from these extraor- 
dinary expenditures the increase of $587,809, the real decrease on 
$208,781 of current expenditures carried in this bill amounts to 

8,781. 

I am now ready to answer any question that may be asked in 
the absence of a written statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to call attention to two which 
have been made in this bill by reason of the action of the House. 

Section 8 of the bill as passed by the House ed the act of 
May 14, 1880, for the relief of settlers on the public lands, resery- 
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ing the rights of contestants. The Senate struck out that section; 
and the Senate conferees insisted upon the amendment, on the 
ground that the provision was general legislation which ought not 
to be in an appropriation bill. The conferees of the Honse have 
acceded to the views of the Senate conferees on this proposition; 
and therefore it goes out of the bill. 

_ The Senate added this proviso to that portion of the bill reduc- 
ing the force in the Pension Office: 


Provided, That in reducing the force of the Pension Office to comply with 
the provisions of this act preference for retention in service shall be given to 
ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the United States who served during the war of 

e rebellion, and to the widows and orphans of such deceased soldiers or 
sailors. But this provision shall not be deemed to apply to cases where, after 





full and fair investigation, the test of capacity and fitness in the discharge of 
the duties of said positions shall show mental or physical disqualification. 


The conferees of the House have assented to this proviso very 
gladly, and it thus becomes a part of the bill. With the exception 
of these two changes the bill is substantially the same as when it 
passed the House. I may add that this report embodies a full 
agreement on the bill, and by the adoption of the report the mat- 
ter will be closed. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the amendments of the 
Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. On account of the importance of this question 
and in view of the misunderstanding which has arisen, I ask 
unanimous consent that thirty minutes additional be allowed for 
those who are in favor of the pending amendment and the same 
time for those opposed to it. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes on each side? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks consent that 
an additional hour, deducting the ten minutes already used, be 
allowed for discussion on this question. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. In the absence of objection the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RoBERTSON]} to con- 
trol the hour in favor of the amendment, deducting the ten min- 
utes already used; and, without objection, the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] to control the hour 
in —— Is there objection to this understanding? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY]. 


[Mr. TARSNEY addressed the House. See Appx.] 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
colleague [Mr. BoATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr.Speaker, the tirade which the gentleman 
from Missouri has just addressed to the House is about as candid 
and as fair as his course has been on this question. Why, sir, he 
pretends that the sugar interests of this country, represented in 
this amendment, have no claim to the equitable consideration of 
this House, when he, as a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, agreed to a report which fully recognized those equities 
and reported a grad abolition of the duties on sugar in eight 
years. And yet he comes now and repudiates that agreement and 
spits on the idea that they are entitled to any equity whatever. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Let me say to the gentleman 

Mr. BOATNER. I decline to be interrupted by the gentleman 
from Missouri, He would not yield to me for an inquiry and now 
I will not yield to him. 

He tells the House that the people of this country have been 
loaded down with an ad valorem of 50 per cent on refined sngars 
and 40 on raw, and if the gentleman knew anything at all about 
the subject he would know that the raw sugar produced in this 
country has sold, for the last crop, at one-half a cent less than ever 
before in a free-trade market. And not only have the producers 
of sugar been deprived of the benefit they had a right to expect 
from the bounty which the law provided, but they have heen de- 
prived of any benefit whatever, and by the imposition of the duty 
of which he makes so much. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, when any man stands here 
and says that these people who relied upon the promises and rep- 
resentations and the attitude of the Government have no right to 
appeal to equitable consideration at the hands of the Representa- 
tives of the American people, he makes a statement that has no 
foundation either in law or in reason. Why, if the gentleman 
will refer to the provisions of the McKinley law he will find that 
the act required an express acceptance of its provisions by those 
who expected to avail themselves of its benefits. I call attention 


I yield five minutes to my 





to paragraphs 222, 223, and 224 of the provisions of the McKinley 
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That act did not propose to give a bounty to the manufacturers 
of sugar, but a bounty to the producers of sugar. It did not ex- 
tend a general invitation to anyone and everyone to come in and 
receive the bounty upon sugar, but required those who intended 
to avail themselves of the provisions of that act to give notice to 
the Secretary of the Treasury in a manner provided by the law. 

It required, further, that they should accompany that application 
with a bond for faithful compliance with the provisions of the 
law and with such directions as the Secretary of the Treasury 
might impose, and thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury was 
directed to issue to them a license to run for the calendar year in 
which the crop was to be made. It required an express accept- 
ance by those people of the provisions of the act. The facts are 
that every man whe is covered by the provisions of this bill made 
the crop of 1894 under the provisions of a license issued by the 
Secretary of the Treasury authorizing him to make sugar pur- 
suant to the provisions of that act, and promising him the bounty 
which was proposed by that act. 

Now, sirs, there is no advocate of this bill on this side of the 
Chamber who contends but that Congress was perfectly com 
tent to repeal that law. There is no one who contends that the 
bounty law was a contract except in so far as that bounty law was 
executed and the bounty earned under its provisions before the 
repeal of the act. But they do contend, sir, and the decisions of 
the Supreme Court bear me out in the statement, that to the ex- 
tent that the bounty is earned under the provisions of the law be- 
fore its repeal it does constitute an equitable contract which cer- 
tainly ought to be —* by this House. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, SAYERS. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] talks about equities in this case. Sir, 
there never was any equity that required the wheat growers of 
Illinois or the cotton raisers of Mississippi to pay a bounty to the 
sugar producers of Louisiana. The gentleman speaks about the 
Ways and Means Committee reporting to this House a bill which 
provided for a gradual reduction of the bounty. 

That is true; but that committee found the bounty already upon 
the statute books; but when that committee brought that bill into 
this House, this Democratic House voted down the bounty on 
sugar, and sent a bill to the Senate which provided for free sugar; 
ont I want the members of this House to remember that this was 
on the 2d day of February, before this money was expended that 
these gentlemen talk about. The sugar producers in Louisiana 
ae - ye Pe Vermont et — that — eanet 
on the 2d day of February, was op a bounty and o 
toatax. Yet, sir, they claim that because the Senate, enum in 
August, provided something of this kind, they should take no 
notice of what this House did on the 2d day of February. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that this is simply a donation to these peo- 
ple. You have as much right to give to the man who had a large 
stock of clothing, who had imported it under the high duty, and 
who, after the ae repealed, sustained a loss of several thou- 
sand dollars—you have as much right to remunerate him as you 
have to pay this bounty. Are you going to do that? No. Then 
why remunerate these people? They got the bounty while it was 
on the statute books, and now they come here and claim that be- 
cause they had taken certain steps before it was finally repealed, 
and because these gentlemen in Vermont had bored their maple 
saplings before they got notice that this bounty was going to be 
repealed, the farmers of Illinois and Indiana and other sections of 
the country ought to give to them that which they are not enti- 
tled to by law, a donation on the sugar crop for the last year. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, there is no law or equity that justifies this 
claim, and when you tell me that the sugar producers of Louisiana 
are in distressed circumstances, when you tell me that they are in 
a bad condition, I tell you that the farmers of Illinois, who are sell- 
ing their wheat at less than 50 cents a bushel, and the people of 
Nebraska, who have no seed for the spring, are in a bad condi- 
tion. They likewise need help from this Congress. I say the 
time has come, although it is almost the close of this Congress, 
when it seems to me that the members of this House, and 1 
the Democrats, should pause long enough to glance at the oe 
that will represent the total appropriations of this session. ecan 
not afford to make this appropriation, and I hope this amendment 
will be voted down. ees 

Mr. ROBERTSON o uisiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowErs]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I a in be of that class 
of men whom the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WrL.iams] de- 
nominates the “sap suckers” of Vermont. That class of men 
believe that the Government of the United States is rich enough 
and honest enough and proud es do exactly as it agrees. 
In 1890 the Government of the United States made an offer of a 
reward to the producers of sugar who would comply with certain 
regulations and manufacture a product of a given quality, agree- 





-ing to pay them at the rate of 1 cents a pound for one grade of 


sugar and 2 cents a pound for another grade. Those ‘sap suck- 
ers” of Vermont, those ‘‘ cane suckers” of Louisiana, and those 
‘beet suckers” of Nebraska, and these ‘‘ sorghum suckers” of 
Kansas accepted that offer and went to work and manufactured 
that sugar. The Government inspected their product and found 
it up to the test. Itgavethem acertificate accordingly. Itissued 
vouchers which entitled them to the payment of the money; but 
before the money was paid over the Government eae in and 
repealed the law. Now, it is a familiar principle of law as ap- 
jied to individuals that if I offer a bounty to a man to catch a 
orse thief and he goes out and catches him it makes a valid con- 
tract that binds me to the payment of the stipulated reward. 

On the second branch of that agreement, if I had offered a re- 
ward for the capture of a horse thief, and if a party had gone and 
incurred all the expense of hunting him and had corralled the 
thief, and I revoked the offer, I would be excused upon no moral 
or technical ground from paying that money. Not at all, sir. 

Now, sir, this matter of sugar bounty originated in the cin. 
first Congress. This little matter of putting a bounty upon maple 
sugar did not originate in this House. It originated in the Sen- 
ate, — an amendment offered by Senator MORRILL, which was 
agreed to by the conference committee, which reported it to this 
House, and it was adopted. It became the valid law; and we ask 
that the Government of this country do exactly as it agreed it 
would do. We have performed our side of the contract; now let 
the Government do its part onits side. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 
on SAYERS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 

0. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in the Fifty-first Congress 
the Republican party, in its attempt to bribe the State of Loui- 
siana to forsake its ancient political moorings, put a bounty upon 
sugar—upon cane sugar. The bill went over to the Senate, and 
Senator MorrILL thought that was a good opportunity to get 
something for the maple-sugar makers of Gemma and an amend- 
ment was put on providing that the same bounty should be paid 
to Vermont. In 1892 the people of this country served notice on 
all-the takers of this bounty that the law would be repealed. 
Within two years after the passage of the law all of these people 
had notice that the law was to be repealed. Gentlemen say that 
the equities are with them—— 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the commit- 
_— of conference on bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H.R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; . 

A bill (H.R. 8388) making appropriations for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting permission for the erec- 
tion of the bronze statue in Washi m, D. C., in honor of the 
late Samuel D. Gross, M. D., LL. D., D. C. L.; and 

A bill (8. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, and for other pamponss. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior for restoration to the pub- 
lic domain lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not 
needed for naval purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of the act entitled 
‘‘An act for the relief of certain volunteer and oe soldiers of 
the late war and the war with Mexico,” passed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the Ameri- 
can University; an 

A bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Zebulon B. Vance. late a Sen- 
ator from the State of North Carolina, be printed as required by law. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress on the late Myron B. Wright, late a Repre- 
a in Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, be printed as required 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
consideration of the present conference report be suspended, and 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMs] may be allowed 
to call u 2 — report on the District of Columbia ap- 

tion 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous eonsent that consideration of the present conference 
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report be suspended in order that the gentleman from Illinois 
r. WILLIAMS] may call up for consideration the report of the 
committee of conference on the District of Columbia appropria- 


tion bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none, and it is so ordered. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mliinois. Mr. ame. I call up for consid- 
eration the report of the committee of conference on the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 

[For report of the committee of conference see Senate proceed- 
ings. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. If there be no questions to be 
asked, I shall ask for a vote on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a full agreement? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. It is a full agreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 


[After a pause. } 


The question was taken; and the report of the committee of con- | 


ference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. How much time has the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. OUTHWAITE] consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consumed one minute. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I yield four minutes to the gentleman, 
making five minutes in all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I had said that the people of 
this country had served notice on the recipients of this bounty that 
thelaw wastoberepealed. Foroneyear after thatnotice wasserved 
the bounty was paid. Gentlemen talk about the equities of the 
case, and point to the fact that they have bought some improved 
machinery. It was machinery which enabled them to make more 
sugar and a higher grade of sugar. Was not that to their benefit? 
And they have received from this Government $30,000,000 to pay 
them for that machinery. 

The bounty that has been already paid would buy every cent’s 
worth of machinery that they have purchased and put into the 
manufacture of sugar since that time, and they have the machin- 
ery still, upon which they can realize its value. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the greatest things that this Congress has 
done is to repeal the bounty onsugar. If we are to pay these pro- 
ducers a bounty on sugar, then we ought to pay the trust for 
‘holding up” the legislation of this country for several months, 
and it ought to have the extraordinary duty refunded. There 
is as much equity in paying back the duty to the trust as there is 
in giving a bounty to any other class of claimants. The trust 
built new establishments; they bought new machinery; they 
made improvements by which they could get more and better 
sugar out of a given amount of cane or of beet roots than they 
got before. " f 

They also suffered a reduction. Then, Mr. Speaker, there is to 
be considered in this connection the fact of the 40 per cent duty, 
which gives protection and increases the price of all the sugar 
that is madein this country. Gentlemen say that sugar is cheaper 
now than it ever was in free-trade times. Sois everything else 
cheaper that is produced in this country. Sugar now is 3 cents a 
pound in England and.it is 4 cents a pound here. If we are to 

ay bounties to these sugar producers because at this time their 
panes is not so profitable as they think it ought to be, let us 
look abroad throughout the country and see what a vast field of 
similar equities is opened up to us. 

Let us pay the woolgrowers of the country for the depreciation 
in the price of their wool. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Let us pay the wheat growers of the country for the depreciation 
in the price of their wheat. [Applause.] Let us pay the cotton 
growers of the country for the depreciation in the price of their 
cotton. Let us pay the manufacturers of this country who are 
not realizing as great profits as they think they ought to realize. 
Let us find somebody who is making money, in order to pay 
bounties to all these people. 

Mr. GROUT. It can not be done in these Democratic times. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (to Mr. OUTHWAITE). That is the best pro- 
tection speech you ever made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is the only one. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It is exceedingly unfortunate, 
Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, that this question comes before 
the House as an oe proposition and as a part of a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. It should have been dealt with by Con- 
gress in the bill which readjusted our tariff system and as one of 
the compromises of that bill. I have found myself, after careful 


The gentleman from Ohio has 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Rectan 


and anxious reflection, constrained to give a vote apon this prop- 
osition which I am not willing to have go upon the record with- 
out some statement of my reasons for giving it. I think it is 
easter important that we should understand the question to 
be not the granting of a bounty, but whether in repealing a 
bounty improvidently and wrongfully granted we should make 
that repeal retroactive or should do that which seems to be just 
in paying such equitable portion of it as had been earned under 
the law. 

There is no gentleman on this floor who has a stronger or a 
more ineradicable repugnance to bounties than I have, and few 
who, in season and out of season, have denounced the bounty pro- 
vision of the law of 1890 more earnestly than I have. I believe, 
and in my whole public career have believed, with Mr. Madison, 
that whenever the Federal Government embarks upon a system 
of bounties we begin a change in the entire theory and structure 
of our limited system of government. But, sir, the party intrusted 
with legislation in this country in 1890 believed otherwise. They 
put their belief into a Federal statute. That statute, as I under- 
stand, was not asked for by the people whom it most seriously 
affected. 

That statute, as I have always understood, was resisted by the 
representatives of the people whom it most seriously affected But 
the statute being upon the books, being a part of the recognized 
legislation of the country, whether rightly or wrongly there, they 
went to work under its provisions, they made their extensive con- 
tracts, they made great expenditures, and when the Committee 
on Ways and Means came to deal with this question, after hav- 
ing wrestled with it longer than with any other part of the tariff 
bill, they came to the unanimous conclusion that while we should 
not hesitate for one moment to repeal that bounty, and while 
agreeing perfectly with my friend from Ohio [Mr. OuTHwatTe] 
that one of our mandates from the people, and one of the best 
things we could do, was to repeal that bounty, yet, considering 
the equities of the case, the committee reported to this House a 
provision to repeal the bounty progressively and not by a single 
stroke. Iwill read to the House a few lines from the report of 
that committee on the tariff bill: 

In the sugar schedule we should have preferred to wipe out ata single leg- 
islative stroke the existing bounty system. We believe it to be contrary to 
the spirit of our institutions and can conceive of no circumstances under 
which we should have advocated or approved its introduction into our laws. 
We have found it existing there, as we find it virtually existing in every 
other schedule of the tariff, and dealing with it in its more open and offen- 
sive form in the same spirit we have dealt with other schedules where large 
poeueese interests are at stake. we have reported a provision for its repeal 

y such stages as shall gradually obliterate it from our laws, while permit- 
ting those who have invested large amounts under the expectation of its 
continuance a reasonable time on which to take their stand with the other in- 
dustries of the country. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. How long was the bounty to 
have been continued under that proposition? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It was to be repealed pro- 
gressively through eight years, under the proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that there is any substan- 
tial difference—I may go further and say that I do not believe there 
is any difference—as to constitutional warrant, between this Gov- 
ernment undertaking to support an industry that can not support 
itself by a bounty paid directly out of the Treasury, from the 
avails of general taxation, and the Government undertaking to 
support sach industry by licensing it to tax consumers in the 
country through burdens imposed on competing industries. 

I believe the principle is the same; and I believe there is as 
much constitutional warrant for the one as for the other. But we 
are dealing now, as Isay, in the spirit of equity and justice with 
a great industry, with a great section of the country. It must be 
borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that the crop of sugar produced and 
marketed in 1894 was not only the crop planted in 1894, but the 
crop planted in 1893. 

It is contended, I understand, that this payment, if made, would 
inure to the benefit of the large producers only, the great mill 
owners. I am assured by those who ought to know that in nearly 
all the contracts made with the thousands of small producers of 
cane it was stipulated that whatever part of the bounty had been 
earned and might be paid by Congress should be shared with them 
pro tanto. 

Mr. Speaker, as Ihave said, I have reached this conclusion as 
reluctantly as Lever reached a conclusion in my life. No man 
can be more opposed to the bounty system than Iam. No man 
would go further to fight it than I would. But dealing with this 
question now in the same spirit with which we dealt with it in 
framing the tariff bill—carrying to its just and logical conclusion 
the principle we laid down in our report upon the tariff bill—it 
does seem to me there is justice and equity in paying to these peo- 
ple some part of what they earned through 1893 and 1894 under 
the then existing law. 

But one more word. It was said by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, ‘Why not do this for the manufacturers of woolen goods?” 
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This House remembers that we did not make the tariff reductions 

operative on woolen goods till the ist of January, although the 

act was passed in August. The actual result of the tariff law as 

= was to put the producers of sugar in this oun in the 
t 


ands of the sugar trust, so that notwithstandin, e duty 
on sugar they have been obliged, I am assured, to sell last year’s 
crop at lower than free-trade prices, because during the pendency 
of the tariff bill and while it was held up by the trust, that trust 
imported into this country one thousand million pounds more of 
sugar than were im d in the corresponding month of the pre- 
vious year, and was thus independent of the home producers and 
dictated to them such prices as it chose. paeenee 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield twenty minutes e gentleman from 
Tilinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this 
Senate amendment; and if the House will bear with me I will 
briefly state why. In 1890 the Republican party, being in full 
power, with full revenues, away over expenditures, found it neces- 
sary and proper to so legislate as to reduce revenues and protect 
industries. e P ed along the line of the Republican policy 
to perform that ~~ Everybody knew and knows now what our 
policy was and is. In the reduction of revenue we found a great 
soticte of necessity that went into the homes of every family— 
sugar—which had for a century yielded revenue upon importa- 
tions in the aggregate of $1,500,000,000. Not needing the revenue 
and collecting $60,000,000 a year upon its importation, we wrote 
the article upon the free list; so that one hundred millions in value 
of sugar that came from foreign countries came free. 

We thought it desirable that this great product which we were 
buying abroad to the extent of one hundred millions should be 
produced at home. While we relieved our people from revenue 
taxation, we provided a bounty upon sugar that was produced in 
the United States, expecting thereby to found the industry in 
Nebraska, California, the otas, and Louisiana, so that in time 
we should produce ee whole product which we con- 
sumed. The law went upon the statute book; and from 1890 to 
1892 in Dakota and Nebraska and California and Louisiana and 
throughout the length and breadth of the country industries of 
all kinds struck hands one with another, and from month’s end 
to month’s end we journeyed upon the way of prosperity and hap- 


piness. 

The Democratic party came into power professing all things to 
all men—free woke in the West, protection and free trade in the 
East, free trade in the Southland except when it came to Louisi- 
ana. Louisiana halted. Senator GORMAN, your great leader, 
stated in the Senate of the United States that the Louisiana Demo- 
crats came to him and that he went to Mr. Cleveland, your can- 
didate, and the bargain was then struck, as Mr. GoRMAN testifies 
and as no one disputes, that it Louisiana would remain true to the 
Democratic ticket, sugar, when the tariff was revised, should be 
protected. Ipause for contradiction. Now, if there is any Louisi- 
ana patriot who wants to deny it let him speak out. Louisiana 
took that pledge and voted the Democratic ticket, sending a solid 
delegation to this House. 

You came into power. Apnea the Democratic side of the 
House.] Under the lead of the statesman of West Virginia you 
passed the billthat bears his name. That bill repealed the bount 
that the Republican party had written upon the statute books an 
levied 40 per cent — ~ sugar imported. That bill repealed 
the tariff upon wool and put that article upon the free list. That 
bill decreased the duty upon tin, taking the protection away from 
the struggling infant industry that was just being founded. That 
bill demoralized the country from one ocean to the other. 

We Republicans begged and pleaded and protested, but as re- 
morselessly and as certain as fate, under the lead of the tle- 
man from West Virginia, you marched up and accomplished what 
you proposed. y, when the vote was given injthe House 
and Senate, every Democrat from Louisiana marched up and 
voted to repeal the bounty and placed his people in the — 
they are now in, and at the same time placed other 
States in a much worse position than the people of Louisiana were 


in. 
But, Mr. a, in the fullness of time 1894 came around, and 
in the light of that record the same people of Louisiana who stand 
to-day knocking at the door of the Treasury for the payment of 
this money re every one of these men to Co’ , indors- 
ing their action in full. ve gentlemen stopped to think of these 
things? The Republicans gave a bounty to establish an industry. 
When you destroyed the y for w they gave the bounty 
the reason therefor and the bounty fell. As a Republican 
I am against a bounty when the policy falls or is abandoned. As 
Democrats you and these Louisiana rats and the eminent 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] are against ey 
establish an industry, but ee are after a bounty whi 
is a mere barren gratuity; that is all there is of it. ‘You pays 
= money and you takes your choice.” Iam not for this gra- 
ty. 


Mr. TRACEY. Would not the gentleman ‘pay his debts if he 
were going out of business? aughter, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. es, I would if I were going out of 
business. But the same argument that applies to the sugar of 
Louisiana applies to the tin of Pittsburg and to the wool of Ohio. 
Would the gentleman pay his debts if he were going out of busi- 
ness? Laughter and ee) ; 

Mr. ACEY. I would try to. 

A MemBer. He is going out. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, he has gone. [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen and Mr. Speaker, I might stand and talk all 
night, and yet I could not add very much to this discussion. There 
is the whole thing in a nut shell. Why, the highwayrobber can 
attack a man on the road and take him by the throat and choke 
him until he falls. It is bad for the man who is choked, but when 
the poor devil gets a little breath he then, according to the theory 
of these Louisiana gentlemen, can be held to pay the robber who 
choked him for growing tired while he was choking him. Is 
there any difference? 

Now, a word to our Republicans on this side. They say that 
$238,000 of this money is going to people who made sugar, who 
took out licenses, who had made their preparations; and the tax was 
due on the 28th day of August, when the Wilson bill went on the 
statute book. If that is so there is not one sifigle man of them 
who can not go into the Court of Claims and recover. Yet that 
$238,000, according to the statement that is made, is a debt due to 
these. people, and is to be used to pull through the $5,000,000 that 
is uced after the Wilson law went on the statute book. 

you know what is thefact? IthinkI could go into the granite 
hills of Vermont and address an audience there, even as against 
the eminent representatives of that State, and present this case 
and take a vote, and I will get three out of four on my side. 
Take it out in Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry for the beet- 
sugar men of the State of Nebraska. They ventured. Yes; they 
ventured. And so didtheir brethren in other industries who were 
cut down. And now your $238,000 or less has to be used to pull 
through the $5,000,000 of the men who cut you down. I do not 
believe the honest-voters of your State, drought-stricken as it is, 
will ask you to do that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Could not the conference committee, even 
if the House refused to agree to the amendment, put the other in? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Which? 

Mr. OOTHWAITE. The $238,000 of which the gentleman 


speaks. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, the House could instruct us to do 
so. But I want to say, Mr. Speaker, as one member of the con- 
ference committee, that Iam not going to agree to very much in 
the wai oe except what you please to direct us to agree 
to @ will take instructions and obey them; but so far as I am 
individually concerned I am not going to agree to very much in 
that line. 

I will not take any more of my time now in this discussion, if 
at all. These gentlemen from Louisiana took the sword; they cut 
down their enemies; and because they bruised their hands they 
come and ask that the ointment be placed on them from the Treas- 
ury. Iwill not doit, fellow Republicans. You can if you want 
to. [Applause. ] 

_Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman from Illinois used all his 


time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 
five minutes remaining. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I reserve my time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten min- 
utes to the i? from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Speaker,I am sorry that I can not agree 
with my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] who has just preceded 
me. I feel constrained to cast my vote in favor of this proposition, 
and like the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wiison] I think 
it as that I should put upon record my reasons for so doing. 

. Speaker, prior to the tariff law of 1890 sugar was one of the 
protected industries of this country. It was found, however, after 
an extended experience, that we were unable to produce more 
than about 12 per cent of the entire sugar consumed in this coun- 
try. Pursuant to the Republican policy, which believes that all 
the things that we do not or can not produce in this country in 
quantities reasonably sufficient to supply our wants should come 
in free, and in relief of the poor man in the supplying to him 
of one of the necessities of life, the Republican party put sugar 
upon the free list. 

It was recognized, however, that sugar culture still had possi- 
bilities,and in order to encourage an infant industry, following 
after the example of countries upon the other side of the water 

have successfully introduced the sugar industry by means of 
@ bounty, we introduced the bounty system. Now, just here, it 
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seems to me, lies a fundamental proposition upon which the gen- 
tlemen who talk upon the other side of this question go wrong. 
The difference between a tariff system and a bounty systemis that 
in a bounty system it requires two parties to act. 

Tariff laws are universal. They reguire no action upon the 
part of the beneficiary; but a bounty is simply an offer upon the 
= of the Government. It is not necessarily accepted by all. 

t may be accepted by some and declined by others; but when ac- 
cepted it differs not at all from an offer made by a private indi- 
vidual and accepted by a private individual. It passes beyond the 
domain of offer and into the domain of contract. When the one 
party has made a definite proposition and the other party has def- 
initely accepted that proposition, it is an executed contract, from 
which neither party can withdraw with honor, nor at all if courts 
of law are able to exercise their jurisdiction and enforce their 
judgments. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me a single ques- 
tion? I should like to ask the gentleman if two parties have not 
acted under the revenue laws of this country, when men have 
gone to work and opened up coal mines under a protective tariff, 
when they have built sawmills and shingle mills, and have pur- 
chased flocks, and have reared them, as they have in my State? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman can see in a moment, if he 
stops to think, the vast distinction between the case he puts and 
the case Iam discussing. The gentleman would not contend for 
a moment that the man who erected a sawmill or the man who 
was rearing sheep and shearing them for their wool under a — 
tective tariff would have any right of action in a court of law 
against the Government of nited States if the protective 
tariff were —— and his products thrown upon the free list. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How about the moral obligation? 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam not talking about moral obligations. I 
am talking about legal obligations, and 1 say that when the United 
States said to the men who were producing or intended to produce 
sugar in this country, ‘‘if you will comply with certain condi- 
tions, if you will do thus and so, we will do thus and so,” when 
those men accepted the offer, when they went to the Treasurer's 
Office, or to the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
and executed their bonds, a contract ensued, enforceable in a court 
of law, and an obligation on the part of the United States ensued 
from which if can not honorably recede. 

Now, it seems to me that that proposition is too plain to talk 
about. Upon the faith of that offer the sugar planters of Lou- 
isiana, the beet raisers of Nebraska and of the West, made their 
contracts with the United States Government. On the faith of 
those contracts they expended large sums of money, and they 
stand here to-day as legal plaintiffs, entitled to a judgment against 
the United States upon that contract so far as it was executed. 

Now, what is the answer to this plain, simple proposition? Be- 
cause I venture to say that under the facts here presented, were 
these facts applicable to two individuals and not to the United 
States Government upon the one hand and individuals upon the 
other, there is not a man in this Chamber who would dare to as- 
sert that the defendant would have a single, solitary defense in a 
court of justice. What is the answer to this plain, simple prop- 
osition? The answer to it is that Louisiana, by her Senators and 
by her voters at the last election, still adhered to the Democratic 
party, responsible for all this loss that has been incurred. 

Well, I grant you, Mr. Speaker, that if Louisiana alone were to 
be considered in this matter I might not perhaps be willing to 
vote in favor of this proposition, for the reason that I think Lonu- 
isianais estopped, so faras she herself is concerned, from asking the 
benefit of this Senate amendment; but gentlemen must not be 
mistaken. Louisiana can not estop her creditors. She can not 
stand in the way of the men who have rights based upon a trust 
in this same legislation. For I want to say to you that there is 
not a townor hamlet from the headwaters of the Ohio to the Gulf 
of Mexico that does not contain creditors of the Louisiana plant- 
ers, men who loaned money, furnished coal, and sent machinery, 
not on the faith of Louisiana planters, but on the faith of this 
Federal statute. AndI say that every moral obligation that binds 
honorable men rests upon the legislative branch of this Govern- 
ment to carry out this Federal contract. [Applause. | 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to have my five 
minutes now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I can not agree with 
my friend who has just taken his seat. I can not distingush the 
difference between these people who have put in their m and 
their capital and have entered in good faith in the production of 
sugar for the purpose of receiving bounty from the Government 
and those people who have put in their capital and their labor 
under the tariff law of 1890 in so many cities—in the gentieman’s 
own city—for the purpose of establishing the tin-plate industry. 


There were two parties to the agreement. There was the Giov- 
ernment on the one hand, and there were the men who ventured 
their capital, who built their factories, who imported the tin, who 
performed the labor, who put it upon the market, and who created 
this splendid industry in our country; and I can not bring myself, 
Mr. Speaker, no matter how many men in my district may be in- 
terested in the production of maple sugar, no matter how many 
men may be interested by holding notes against the Louisiana 
planters, no matter how many men have furnished machinery on 
credit to carry on this industry—I can not bring myself to vote to 
give a mere gratuity to these gentlemen. 

I voted for the bounty cheerfully, to extend for a period of years, 
to build up an industry, as I voted for a protective tariff to build 
up an industry. I would like to see all the men who invested in 
other enterprises, all the men who invested in woolen and cotton 
factories, and in other industries throughout the United States—I 
would like to see them compensated for the injury done by this 
Wilson bill. Nay, more; I would like to see the idle mechanics 
who during the past three years walked up and down our streets, 
who havedemanded bread, who have demanded labor and could not 
get it—I would like to see them get compensation for what is lost. 
But, Mr. Speaker, until that is done I can not vote a farthing for 
the benefit of any class, even the Louisiana planters. [Applause. } 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before the gentle- 
man proceeded to address the House I made an inquiry of him as 
to what was reported from the Committee on Ways and Means to 
this House with reference to a tax on sugar; and he replied that 
the bounty law passed by the Republican Congress of 1896 extended 
it for eight years. It also gave one-fourth of a cent per pound on 
refined sugar, and it gave a bounty for 1894 at 2 cents a pound on 
sugar in full for the year 1894. 

That was the tariff law as reported by the Democratic Ways 
and Means Committee of this House. never believed in the 
doctrine, and I neverintend to believe it, which has been asserted in 
behalf of the tariff in the debate here, that the Democratic party 
has ever pledged itself to put all raw material on the free list. It 
never did so at any time or anywhere, and when they proposed te 
continue the bounty imposed by the Republican Congress for aight 

ears they conceded that it would be unjust to the citizens o1 
misiana and Nebraska and all the other sugar-producing por- 
tions of the country at once to take away that bounty. 

It is true that when the bill went to the Senate, that body, act- 
ing upon the at fundamental principles of the Democratic 
party of a tariff for revenue, carrying along with it all the inei- 
dental protection it might, put sugar upon the taxable list at 40 
per cent, and one-eighth of a cent on refined sugar. And the Sen- 
ate committee did right. I have the authority of the greatest de- 
bater of the United States Senate on this or any other question, the 
Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest], for saying that when thé con- 
ferees of the House and of the Senate met they agreed unanimously, 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson] being one of them, that 
the tax on sugar should be 40 per cent ad valorem, and one-eighth 
of a cent per pound on refined sugar; and when that was done the 
tax on sugar was laid aside and everybody conceded that was fair 
andright. And I say now that it is but common eqrity and com- 
mon justice to give these people this bounty to which they were 
entitled. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Firu1an]. 

Mr. FITHIAN Mr. Speaker, this Democratic House removed 
the wrong inflicted upon the people of this country by the McKin- 
ley bill giving bounty to the sugar producers, and it is now pro- 
posed to undo its action and reenact the bounty to the extent of 
paying the sugar growers over $5,000,000. 

do not understand how Democrats can give their assentto any 
such proposition, and I am much more surprised at the position 
taken by the distinguished gentleman from West Virginia {Mr. 
Witson] than I am.at others. He is the one of all others to 
whom Democrats have looked for sound and unvarying princi- 
ples of tariff reform. When he abandons us on the great issu 
for which we have so persistently fonght, I pause to wonder if 
there is anything left for Democrats to contend for. 

There is not a Democrat in this House except from the sugar- 
growing States who has not, in season and out of season, on the 
stump and in private conversation, declared the payment of a 
bounty from the Treasury as unlawful and wrong. Now you pro- 
pose to abandon a and vote for a bounty of $5,000,000. 


Others may do so, but I for one will not. It is said that the sugar 

roducers havea claim in equity and good conscience to this 
eee - Idenyit. No act of Congress can make a wrong right. 
The ter who plants cane with the hope or expectation of get- 


ting a bounty does so with the knowledge of the right of Congress 
to repeal the law giving a bounty to sugar. He enters into 
business with hiseyes open. He must take whatever consequences 
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that may follow, the same as the farmer who plants corn, sows oats 
and wheat, and the planter who grows cotton and meets with the 
misfortune of unfavorable seasons and failure of crops. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I deny the constitutional right of this Con- 
gress to grant a bounty to the sugar growers, to the growers of 
corn, to the growers of wheat, to the growers of cotton, or to the 
producers of any other product. It is said by gentlemen that this 
claim for a bounty rests uponequitable grounds. I take the posi- 
tion that the claim rests neither in equity nor law. 

I take the position that the act originally granting the bounty 
to sugar growers was unconstitutional—not only voidable, but 
void from the beginning. It is said by gentlemen, and especially 
the distingtished gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILson], 
that the sugar growers were induced to enter into this enterprise 
by reason of the bounty that was held out to them. I remember 
distinctly in the Fifty-first Congress that the entire Louisiana 
delegation on the floor of this House protested against the bounty, 
claiming that they preferred the duty that was then laid upon 
sugar, and that the duty conferred upon the sugar interests of 
Louisiana greater benefits than the sugar bounty. 

We have had protection upon sugar in this country for over 
one hundred years. Let me call the attention of my distinguished 
friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] to the point he makes 
in favor of paying this bounty on the ground that the producers 
of sugar were induced to engage in sugar growing by the in- 
ducement that was held out to them in the shape of the McKin- 
ley bounty law. Why, sir, the coal producer’ of the State of 
West Virginia and the iron producers of the State of West Vir- 
ginia could come here and make just as equitable and reasonable 
claims. There is no difference, so far as the benefits conferred are 
concerned, between the benefits conferred upon an individual by a 
bounty and the benefits conferred upon him by a protective duty. 

If Congress must go to work to equalize and make up the losses 
of persons engaged in enterprises that have been receiving boun- 
ties or special benefits under protective duties, where is this thing 
to end? If we go into this equalizing business we must find out 
how much the coal producers of West Virginia have lost by rea- 
son of the reduction of the duty upon coal; we must ascertain 
how much the iron producers have lost by reason of the reduction 
of the duty on iron, and so on through all the list of industries. 
My distinguished friend from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] has re- 
ferred to the case of the Salt Company against the city of East 
Saginaw, — in 13 Wallace, United States Reports. 

Let me call the attention of the House to that case. The legis- 
lature of Michigan passed an act which declared in purport and 
effect that all corporations and individuals who manufacture salt 
from water bored for in the State of Michigan should receive certain 
benefits in the way of bounty and of exemption frcm taxes. The 
ee Court of the United States in passing upon this case de- 
clared: 

It is a bounty law, and nothing more; a law dictated by public policy and 
the general good, like a law offering a bounty of 50 cents ior the killing of 
every wolf or other destructive animal. Such a law is not a contract except 
to bestow the pro bounty upon those who earn it so long as the law re- 
mains unrepealed. There is no pledge that it shall not be repealed at any 
time. As long as it remains a law every inhabitant of the State, every corpo- 
ration having the requisite power, is at liberty to avail himself or itself of its 
advantages at will, by complying with its terms and doing the things which 
it promises to reward, but is also at liberty at any time to abandon sucha 
course. Thereis no obligation on eB ep tocomply with the conditions of 
the law. Itisamatter purely voluntary; and asit is purely voluntary on the 
one part, so it is purely voluntary on the other part; that is, on the part of the 
logitiature to continue or not to continue the law. 

The court further says: 

Its continuance is a matter of public policy only; and those who rely on it 
must base their reliance on the free and voluntary good faith of the legisla- 
ture. Would not the legislature repeal such alaw? If Congress establishes 
a tariff for the protection of certain manufacturers, does that amount toa 
contract not to change it? 

I read further from the opinion of the court: 

In short, the law does not, in our judgmen ans to that class of laws 
which can be denominated contracts, except so far as they have been actuall 
executed and complied with. There is no stipulation, expressed or im lied. 
that it shail not be repealed. General encouragements, held out to all r- 
sons indiscriminately to engage in a particular trade or manufacture, whether 
such encou ment be in the = of bounties or drawbacks, or other ad- 
renee ways under the legislative control and may be discontinued at 
any : 

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a telegram from acertain manu- 
facturing concern in the city of Chicago, in my State, asking me 
to vote for this bounty provision, because they say it will help 
certain manufacturing concerns in Chicago that are engaged in 
manufacturing machinery for the refining of beet.sugar. I am 
asked to vote to tax the people of my district in order that some 
manufacturing concerns in the city of Chicagoshall reap the bene- 
fit. My answer is, I will not. In 1889 the corn producers in the 
State of Illinois, according to the report of the State board of 
ee. produced their corn ata loss of nearly $10,000,000. 

ould they come to this Congress and ask to be reimbursed? 
Should the cotton growers of the South, who are losing money 
annually, as I am informed, in producing cotton, come to this 
and ask to be reimbursed for their losses? [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield three minutes to the 


gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Simpson}. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I need not say again in this Hall 


that I am opposed to bounties and to the principle of granting 
bounties. I voted for the repeal of this bounty because I believed, 
as I still believe, that it is wrong in principle to tax one class of 
citizens to put money in the pockets of another class of citizens. 
Furthermore, I did not believe that this bounty had accomplished 
the purpose that its friends thought it would accomplish. They 
had a double purpose in enacting it. One was to increase the pro- 
duction of sugar, and the other was to make a Republican State 
of Louisiana. 


But, Mr. Speaker, there is another question at issue to-night in 


this discussion and in the vote that we shall give on this appro- 
priation. That question is this: Under the McKinley Act of 1890 
the Congress of the United States, as a body representing the 

ple, had agreed to continue this bounty until 1905, and individual 
citizens of the United States, accepting that offer of the Govern- 
ment to partake of its bounty, invested largely in machinery for 
the purpose of producing sugar. I hold, therefore, that the Gov- 
ernment is morally bound to pay at least a part of what it agreed 
to pay under that contract. 


Now, what is the direct question? Those men come here and 


ask that they shall be paid the bounty which the Government 
granted them up to the time when the law was repealed, that is, 
the bounty for the year 1894. They, under that law, were licensed 
by the Government of this country, and they have a right to the 
fulfillment of the contract on the part of the Government. 


Mr. Speaker, I have heard within these walls but lately a de- 


mand for large appropriations for the Navy to maintain the honor 
and credit of the Government. But, Mr. Speaker, there is an- 
other and a better way of maintaining the honor of the Govern- 
ment; and that is by paying its honest debts. [Applause. ] 


Here the hammer fell. } 
ir. SAYERS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. HENDRIX}. 


Mr. HENDRIX. Mr. Speaker, in the closing hours of the great 


tariff-reform debate on this floor you all remember how deftly 
the leader of the cause of tariff reform brought in the story of the 
Scotchman and his little red herring—the Seotchman who wrote 
to Sir Robert Peel that the principles he advocated were right, but 
for heaven’s sake not to apply them to his —e Now, the 
same gentleman, after a lapse of time and a trip to Me 

ping on the way back among the sugar planters of Louisiana and 
receiving their famous ministrations of hospitality, comes into the 
House now aglow with a wealth of sentiment, a Cabinet portfolio 
under one arm and a little red herring under the other. [Laugh- 
ter. 


xico, stop- 


e have an ancient party principle which has become a war 


cry in the politics of thiscountry. It is ‘‘ Equal justice to all and 
special favors to none.” Now, is there any meaning left in this 
old war cry. Is ita ‘‘living picture,” to be 
campaigns come and go? Is it ‘‘an iridescent dream?” Or is it 
one of the fundamental principles in the great body of Democratic 
thought in this land? 


flashed on and off as 


I hold, Mr. Speaker, that this principle has done more to vital- 


ize Democratic thought and to cheer American spirit than any 


other political principle ever enunciated. Now, is this Demo- 
cratic Congress to repudiate this vital article of its party faith, 
and to go out from this Hall wearing the cap and bells of the 
clown and carrying the fool’s bauble in its right hand by reenact- 
ing the most odious feature that the McKinley law contained? 
Having spurned, denounced, and derided bounties in general, and 
this sugar bounty in particular, through every past campaign, we 
are asked on the last night of the session to reenact the worst 
example of a bounty ever known in our country’s history. 

Gentlemen may cover it with all the specious argument and 
special pleading that they please. The proposition na adly stands 
before us as a reenactment of a bounty on a pretense of equity, 
which is not buttressed by a single law nor sustained by a single 
opinion uttered by any lawyer of standing—a clean-cut bounty 

roposition brought here on the arms of favor and nursed by the 
teseth of sentiment. 

The very essence of a bounty is the favor of the prince, the 
potentate, the sovereign,.or the government that grants it. This 
Government has cut off this bounty by Democratic votes as with 
the keen edge of a knife. And now the proposition is to enact it 
afresh. The past favor being withdrawn, a new favor is asked 
for. Itis anew i It is a new birth of special legislation. 
It is a new Pas. emocrats are asked to again cover this 
country with the debauching, corrupting, demoralizing effect of 
a special piece of legislative favoritism that will take in the men 
who tap the maple-sugar trees in Vermont and those who grow 


‘the cane in the rich muck of the Louisiana lowlands. [| Ap- 


plause. } 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGs]. 








1895. 





Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, whether the act of 1890, con- 
ferring a bounty upon the production of sugar in this country, was 
wise or not, iv the natural effect of greatly stimulating the 
efforts of those engaged in the cultivation of that commodity. It 
is known to all persons that the sugar growers, in Louisiana es- 
pecially, expended large sums and contracted for the expenditure 
of still larger sums in the extension of their plantations and in 
providing themselves with new and improved machinery. ' 

It belittles this question, Mr. Speaker, to speak of this question 
as related only to the contracts which were made in 1893. Asa 
matter of fact, beginning with the enactment of the law in 1890, 
these contracts were made to cover a long period of years, and 
many of them remain to this day uncanceled. : 

It has been said that with the Democratic victory of 1892 notice 
was given to them all that this bounty would go. And, Mr. 
Speaker, so was the notice given. But notice was not given that, 
wholly disregardful of the notice which these gentlemen had, 
growing out of the legislation of this Congress, we could cut off 
the bounty and leave them without any sort of consideration. 

But if we refer to the legislation of 1893, we find that while this 
House did on the ist of February pass a law which put sugar 
on the free list, the Senate,on the 20th of March, reported the 
bill with a provision which allowed the bounty to last during the 
whole of that year; and the act which finally became the law as 
it stands to-day did not become the law of this country until the 
2d day of July, sofaras the Senate could make itso. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is a fact that these gentlemen had the right 
during the whole period of time in which they were engaged in 
producing their crops to belive this Government would at least 
provide for the bounty for that year. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the effect of this legislation is simply to 
make up to them the difference between 40 per cent ad valorem 
and what they would have received in bounty if the law had 
passed as the Senate intended it should. Isayitis justand equi- 
table. It is true, as the gentleman from Illinois said, that the 
wheat growers of the West and the cotton growers of the South 
do not believe in voting bounties to the sugar producers of this 
country. 

But, proud of their Government and jealous of its honor, they 
also believed it would scorn to do an act which would work in- 
justice to any of the citizens of this country, even though they be 
the sugar growers of the State of Louisiana. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. SAYERS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Bryan]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, the Republicans who have spoken 
against this amendment have given us to understand that their 
reason for opposing it is that they want to punish the people of 
Louisiana for haying voted the Democraticticket. I think we on 
this side have a better reason for our opposition than that: It is 
not that we love the people of Louisiana less, but that we love the 
_— of the United States more—the people who must pay the 

unty if the amendment carries. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has given a 
statement of what he understood to be the reason why the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means agreed to the graduated bounty. 
Speaking for myself, as one member of that committee, I wish to 
say that my reason was not that there was equity in the claim, 
but it was a question of choice. We had to choose. between a 

duated bounty and a tax on sugar, and when we had to choose 
tween the two evils some of us preferred the graduated bounty 
as being the lesser of the two. In fact, when the graduated 
bounty was proposed by the committee it only amounted to an 
average bounty of 1 cent a pevnd for eight years, and when the 
Wilson bill passed the House there was no bounty and no tariff on 
sugar. But it came back from the Senate with a tariff of 40 per 
cent and one-eighth differential in favor of refined sugar, that 
being a duty of about 1 cent per pound in favor of sugars, and yet 
we are asked now as a matter of equity to give the sugar growers 
this bounty in addition to the duty they now enjoy. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BYNUM Mr. Speaker, if this was an original proposition 
I should not only vote against it, but would resort to every par- 
liamentary device to defeat it. It, however, is not an original 
proposition. It is not the offerof a bounty; it is simply a question 
as to whether this Government shall faithfully out the 
promises it made to the sugar producers of the country in the act 
of 1890. I voted against that measure. No provision of it was 
more obnoxious to Democratic principles than the one proposing 
to payabounty. It, however, becamealaw. Itremained in force 
until in August, 1894, and the question now presented is not 
whether a bounty is right, but whether the Government, after 
having provided for the same, could repeal it and refuse to pay 
the amount promised after the producers of sugar had in good 
faith gone to work and produced a crop of cane and were prepar- 
ing to convert the same into the finished product. : 
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This proposition certainly presents strong equities, if not clear 


“tr. Coole 
r. Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, in speaking of 
vested rights, says: 

We have said in another place that the citizens have no vested right in the 
existing laws of the State which can preclude their amendment or repeal, 
and that there is noimplied promise on the part of the State to protect its 
citizens — inciden injury occasioned by changes in the law. Never- 
theless, there may be laws which amount to propositions on the part of the 
State, which, if accepted by individuals, will become binding contracts. Of 
this class are, perhaps, to be considered bounty laws, by which the State prom- 
ises the payment of a gratuity to anyone who will doany particular act sup- 
posed to be for the State interest. Unquestionably the State may repeal 
such an act at any time; but when the proposition has been accepted by the 
performance of the act before the law is repealed, the contract would seem 
to be complete, and the promised gratuity becomes a legal right. 

Under the act of 1890 the duty on raw sugar was wipe: out, 
$60,000,000 of revenue was abolished, and a charge of about $12,- 
000,000 annually on the Treasury was created by the tender of a 
bounty. 

The sugar producers of the country accepted the provisions of 
the law tendering to them a bounty. They secured the bounty 
for 1891, 1892, and 1893, but the law was repealed in August, 1894, 
about six weeks before they had been able to convert the crop 
planted in the fall and winter of 1893 into the finished product, 
which would unquestionably have given them a clear legal right 
to the same. The question, therefore, is, Have these people, who 
went to work under the provisions of the act of 1890, planted 
their crop, executed their bonds to the Government as required 
by the Treasury Department, and in some instances received 
their licenses, an equitable right to any part of the bounty for the 
year 1894? I believe they have. 

The Committee on Ways and Means recognized this equity when 
they reported to this House the Wilson bill in December, 1893. 
The provisions contained in that measure allowed to them the 
full amount of the bounty for 1894 and provided for a gradual re- 
duction of the same each year thereafter, the total extinguishment 
occurring in eight years. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TarsNney] excitedly and 
eloquently insists that the producers of sugar have no equities 
whatever. When the Wilson bill was under consideration in this 
House that gentleman, in speaking upon that question, said: 

Iam not willing to apply any remedy for the evils of our industrial con¢i- 
tions so suddenly as to result in the absolute destruction of any industry. it 
was represented to us by honorable men that upon the strength of the pro- 
visions of this (bounty) law they had gone on and made large investments in 
machinery and other appliances to develop this industry; investments which 
they would not have made except for the ye of this provision of law 
We find them in that condition, and we believe their representations that if 
this bounty were suddenly taken away from them they would lose entirely 
all opportunity to recompense or reimburse themselves in any degree for the 
extraordinary expenditures which they had made upon the promise and faith 
of the law. 

I put his language on that occasion against his arguments now. 

Mr. Speaker, I was surprised at the insinuations cast upon the 
distinguished gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Witson] by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HENDRIX], who intimated that 
that gentleman’s advocacy of this amendment might have been 
the result of his kindly treatment by the people of Louisiana, all 
of whom were his personal friends, when by the hand of Provi- 
dence he had been rescued from the verge of the grave, and ina 
state of convalesence was, by short stages and easy journeys, en- 
deavoring to make his way back to his home. 

The gentleman from West Virginia needs no defense from me. 
His purity of character and sincerity of motives are beyond the 
reach of the slightest aspersions from anysource. The gentleman 
from New York is solicitous only that the pledges of the Govern- 
ment to pay the bondholder and the bankers in gold be kept, while 
the gentleman from West Virginia believes that it is its duty to 
stand by its pledges and promises, even though they may have 
been made in the strained exercise of a doubtful policy. 

We not only recognized the equities of the sugar producers in 
the preparation of the Wilson bill, but of every other interest af- 
fected by the provisions of that measure. We recognized that it 
would be unjust to compel the purchasers of woolen goods who 


had paid heavy duties to sell them in the market in competition 
with later importations at reduced rates, hence Congress provided 
that the reductions on woolen goods should not take effect until 


January 1, 1895. Thepostponementof the time ofthe taking effect 
of that schedule cost the purchasers of woolen goods in the fall 
and winter of last year twice as much asit is proposed to appropri- 
ate in this amendment to meet the pledge of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Oo [Mr. OuTHWAITE] says 
that the le served notice that this bounty was to be abolished 
at the election in 1892. I thought that gentleman, as well as 
myself, had received a later notice that cast some doubt as to 
what was really meant by the result in 1892. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BYNUM. We promised this bounty. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 











Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. . Speaker, the Administration has issued 
$150,000,000 of bonds to replenish the gold reserve and meet the 
current expenses of the Government. Within the last eighteen 
months the income of the Government has been deficient to the 
extent of abont $110,000,000. Our revenues have been inadequate 
to meet current liabilities by about that amount. Confronted 
with this fiscal situation, we are asked to-night, in the closing 
hours of this session, to bestow a gratuity of $5,238,000 upon 




























































whom? 
Who is it, Mr. Speaker, that has flooded members with letters 
and telegrams? hat interest is it that has crowded the wires 


with telegrams to-day? It is the same interest which in the last 
Congress, by the aid of Populists, took the Democratic party by 
the throat and said to our organization, ‘‘ You can not pass a 
measure reducing taxation unless you provide a bounty on sugar.” 
That is the interest that now demands a gratuity. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I deny that. 
prove it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen may declaim 
against bounties and vote for them, but they seem to forget that 
the Democratic party has always declared against special privi- 
leges to any class. i ; 

tr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McKrIcHan]. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire before casting my 
vote on this proposition to make some remarks, for the reason 
that as a matter of principle I am op toa protective tariff 
and opposed to bounties. And yet, when the agents of American 
people who have a — to seit them pass a law, and those 
engaged in the manufacture of sugar meet the requirements of that 
law and base their calculations as business men upon that law, I 
can not bring myself to cast my vote to repudiate that obligation. 

I have arrived at this conclusion after giving this subject a care- 
ful investigation, and I predict now that if this measure is de- 
feated it will be defeated by the votes of the Republican members 
of this body. I have stood at the mouth of a cannon in the past, 
and I have felt fear. I stood at the mouth of a CANNON to-night, 
and was amused to hear that gentleman say that because the 
American people through their agents had repudiated a law he 
proposed to punish the people of a Southern State. Gentlemen 
say I ought to have thought of that before I voted for the bill. I 
reply that if I employ aa agent and he makes a bad bargain for 
me i will y my honest debts if it takes the last dollar I have, but 
I will discharge the agent. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, That is what the country has done. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN, When I stand in front of a cannon eo 
ally I fear that it is loaded; but when I see a Fourth of July 
cannon I generally realize it is more dangerous to stand behind 
it than it is to stand in front of it. When a gentleman stands 
upon this floor and admits that he proposes to vote against a just 
measure when the agents of the American people had a right to 
bind us, when the parties to the contract have fulfilled their part 
of that contract, I am led to believe that that gentleman is actu- 
ated more by a spirit of hate than by that spirit that would impel 
him to do justice between man and man, 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. SAYERS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. WELLS]. 

M:. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I would not take even the minute 
that has been — to me except for the purpose of stating that 
if gentlemen who are posing as Democrats, and whom I have been 

ing the two years that I have 


You can not 


delighted to follow as leaders during th 
been here, are ashamed of the declaration made in the platform 
of the Democracy at Chicago, or are ashamed of the action of this 
House in February last when we enacted the tariff bill, the time 
has not yet come when I am ashamed of any such action of mine, 
and the only shame I shall have will be that any Democrat should 
vote for this measure, 
Here the hammer fell. | 
r. SAYERS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Illi- 

nois [Mr, agg 

Mr. HUNTER. 8 , the measure presented to us by this 
Senate amendment is an invitation to the Democracy of this House 
to a the doctrine of the Democratic party that they have 
st by for a century, and I wish to-night to enter my protest 
here, and that to go back to the system of bounties is repudi- 
ating a fun ental principle of the Democratic party, that no 
man who regards the d of Thomas Jefferson can adhere 
to this extravagance without bringing reproach upon that name. 
This is another repudiation of Democratic pledges. 

i Here the hammer fell. } 

r. SAYERS. Let us have a vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Barney). The gentleman from 
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ment to the Senate amendment and agree to the same. 
tion is, Will the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 


MARCH 2, 





Texas moves that the House further insist upon its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate, and the gentleman from Louisiana 


[Mr. RoBERTSON] moves that the House recede from its disagree- 
The ques- 


amendment and agree to the same? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is this susceptible of subdivision? 

Mr. SAYERS. This is on the entire amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment to 
the Senate amendment: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
man from Maine that if the House should determine that it will not 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to 
the same, it would then be in order to move an amendent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But a motion to amend takes precedence of a 
motion to recede. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It takes precedence of a motion to 
insist, but not a motion to recede. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House does recede absolntely 
that will be the conclusion of the whole matter. If the House de- 
clines to recede from its disagreement, it still may take the course 
which the gentleman from Maine now desires it te take. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I appeal tothe precedent established repeatedly 
in this House and laid down in the Manual. It is a thing that has 
been done more than fifty times since I have been a member of the 
House and I have never before heard questioned, the right to con- 
cur with an amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is the case, Mr. Speaker, when there is no 
motion to recede; but parliamentary law requries that that motion 
shall be voted on first which brings the two Houses together. 
Whatever brings the two branches together takes precedence. 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there can be no 
doubt about the rule. The very purpose of a conference is to reach 
an agreement between the two Moneun. A motion to recede takes 
precedence of a motion to insist, upon the theory that it removes 
all differences. Reasoning by this analogy, the motion to recede 
absolutely ought to take precedence of a motion to recede with an 
amendment, because the former motion would terminate the con- 
troversy between the two Houses, while the latter motion would 
still leave an amendment between them. If it is not the will of 
the House to recede and agree to the Senate amendments it can 
vote down the pending motion, and the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine would then be in order. 

The Chair overrules the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Maine, because it is the opinion of the Chair that the motion 
best calculated to dispose of the difference between the two Houses 
ought to have precedence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the Chair have the decision in the Manual 
read, in order that members may hear what has been repeatedly 
decided by the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Maine will 
permit the Chair, he will suggest that on page 257 of the Digest 
this language is found: 


While the motion to amend a Senate amendment takes precedence in the first 
instance over a motion to agree or disagree, yet if the House has disagreed, and 
<meta amendments are again before the House, the motion to recede 
and paree takes precedence over the motion to recede and agree with an amend- 
ment. 


The Chair is unwilling to overrule this decision. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the Chair, in justice to myself, to have 
read the decision repeatedly made in the House and set forth in 
the Manual. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Either House may recede from its amendment and agree to the bill; or recede 
from their disagreement to the amendment and agree to the same absolutely, or 
with an amendment. (Manual, page 174.) 

And a motion to recede takes precedence of a motion to insist. 


page 229; 1, 29, page 696.) 

ut the House can not recede from, or insist on, its own amendment with an 
amendment. * * * They may modify an amendment from the other House by 
ingrafting an amendment on it. (Manual, page 174.) 


Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. That has been the practice of the 
House during tlie fifteen years that I have been here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is entirely content to 
abide by the Chairsruling. [Laughter,] The question is, will the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 
agree to the same? 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr, Savers, Mr. HunTER, Mr. Dockery, and others called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Sayers and Mr. RoBerrson were appointed as tellers, but 
were excused, and Mr. Dockery and Mr. Davry were appointed. 


(Journal, 1-23, 
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Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. A vote 


in the affirmative on this question will be in favor of the Senate 
amendment and the bounty? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
eas 133, nays 125, answered “present” 3, not voting 88; as fol- 


OWS: 


Adams, Pa. 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
ker, N. 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Somnet. 
rry, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 


™% us, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
eerie, 

c 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coffin, Md. 
Covert, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Denson, 


Alexander, 


Black, Ga. 
Boen, 
Bower, WN. ©. 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Cabaniss,’ 
Cannon, CaL 


Coffeen, Wyo. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 

Cox, 
Crawford, 
Curtis, Kans. 


Edmunds, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Allen, 
— 

very, 
Bailey. 
Baker, Kans. 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
co 

rr 3s, 

Capehart, 
Causey, 
Cobb, Ala. 


Cockran 
Cogswell, 


Conn, 


It will be. 


YEAS—133. 
Donovan, Lefever, 
Draper, fs 
Bar se 
Durbcrow, ory. 
English, Cal. Marshall, 
Erdman, McAleer, 
Everett, McCulloch, 
Fielder, MeDowell, 
Fletcher, McGann, 
Forman, McKaig, 
Gardner, McKeighan, 
Geary, Meiklejohn, 
Geissenhainer, Mercer, 
Goldzier, Meyer, 
Gorman, Money, 
Gresham, Morse, 
Griffin, Mich. Mutchler, 
Griffin, Wis. Newlands, 
Grout, Northway, 
Grow, pe ae 
Hager, oO Seill, Mo. 
Hainer, Nebr. Page, 
Haines, Patterson, 
Harmer, Pence, 
Harris, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Hartman, Perkins, 
Haugen, oa 
Heiner, Pa. Pigott, 
Hermann, Powers, 
Hicks, Price, 
Hooker, Miss. Quis: q 
Hooker, N. Y. ndall, 
Kribbs, Reyburn, 
Lapham, Richards, Ohio 
NAYS—125. 
De Armond, Kem, 
Dingley, Kiefer, 
Dinsmore, Kyle, 
Dockery, Lane, 
Dolliver, Lawson, 
Doolittle Layton, 
oo WN. J. Lester, 
Fithian, Little, 
Grady, Lockwood, 
Grosvenor, Loudenslager, 
Hall, Minn. Lucas, 
Hall, Mo. Maddox, 
Hare, Marsh, 
Harrison, MeCleary, Minn. 
Hatch, McCreary, Ky. 
Heard, McDearmon, 
Henderson, Iowa McMillin, 
Henderson, N.C. McNagny, 
Hendrix, Montgomery, 
Henry, Moon, 
Hitt, Moore, 
Holman, Moses, 
Hopkins, 01. O'Neil, Mass. 
Hudson, Outhwaite, 
Hulick, Paschal, 
Hull, Payne, 
Hunter, Pearson, 
Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Izlar, Pickler, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 
Jones, Reed, 
Jorden, Reilly, 
ANSWERED PRESENT—3. 
Epes, Meredith. 
NOT VOTING—88. 
Cooper, Fla. Hopkins, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. Houk, 
Crain, Hutcheson, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. 
Davis, Johnson, Ohio 
paar Kilgore, 
Ellis, Ky. Lacey, 
Eliis, Oreg. Latimer, 
Enloe, Linton, 
‘  Frolee ton, 
Fyan, ae 
Gear, er, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, 
Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ind. 
Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. 
Graham, Me S 
Hammond, McDannold, 
Harter, McEttrick, 
Hayes, McLaurin, 
Henderson, IIL McRae, 
Hepburn, Milliken, 
Hines, Morgan, 


Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
— 
impson, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Talbott, Md. 


Wanger, 


wanes 

iting. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Wright. 


Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 

Sayers, 

Settle, 

Shell, 


Snodgrass, 
Siepetene, 
phe 
Stockdale, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 5. G 
Tarsney, 


ate, 

Tayk r, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Waugh, 


Wells, 
Wheeler, 0L 
Williems,' DL 
Woomer. 


Murray, 
Neill, 
Rayner, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Sickles, 


Sipe, 
Smith, 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Sweet, 
Tawney. 


Taylor, Tenn. 


So the motion that the House recede from its disagre#ment to the 
Senate amendment and agree to the same was adopted 
Before the declaration of the result the following announcements 


were made: 


Mr. BRETZ. 


sickness. 


I ask that my colleague from Indiana, Mr. Mar- 
TIN, be excused from attendance at to-night’s session on account of 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desireto ask whether the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. STALLINGS, is recorded. 

The SPEAKER. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I ask that my name be called. I desire to 
vote. I thought I was paired with the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the Honse 
during the roll call and did he fail to hear his name? 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed I was paired with the gentleman from 
Alabama, and when my name was called the first time I was not in 
the Hall; on the second roll call I heard my name, but refrained 
from voting because I supposed I was paired. Finding that the 
gentleman from Alabama has voted, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman knows the rule. If he can state 
that he was in the Hall of the House and failed to hear his name 
called, he has the right to vote; otherwise the Chair can not enter- 
tain the request. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman, when his name was called, 
thought that he was paired. 

The SPEAKER. That does not affect the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. If at liberty to vote, I should have voted in the 
negative. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I ask that my colleague, Judge F Yan, be 
excused, on account of sickness. 

There was 1.0 objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask that my colleague, Mr. BLAND, be 
excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS (who had voted in the negative). I desire to with- 
draw my vote, as I find [am paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. WILLIAMs. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I ask that the gentleman 
from Georgia, Mr. LivinGsTon, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Mr. Speaker, I have refrained from voting on 
this question because I am paired with the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Dunpny. lf I were not paired I should vote in the 
negative. 

Mr. STRONG. Iask that my colleague from Ohio, Mr. Witson, 
be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The vote having been recapitulated, the following additional pairs 
were announced : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois with Mr. FYan. 

Mr. KriGore with Mr. McCatt. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Git.eTt of Massachusetts. 

On this question: 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. CaPEHART. 

Mr. Cooper of Texas with Mr. Russxetu of Georgia. 

Mr. Dunpay with Mr. McEtrrick. 

Mr. Wii11aMs of Mississippi with Mr. Tuomas. 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. Epes with Mr. UppEGRAFF. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. Van Vooruis of Ohio, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. AnBoTT with Mr. Hovuk, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On the motion of Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, a motion to 
reconsider the vote just taken was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 145: 

That there shall be exhibited at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition. to be 
held at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1896, by the Government of the United 
States, from its Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution and Na- 
tional Museum, and the United States Fish Commission, such articles and mate- 
Trials as illustrate the function and administrative faculty of the Government in 
time of peace and its resources as a war power, tending to demonstrate the na- 
ture of our institutions and their adaptation to the wants of the people; and to 
secure a complete and harmonious arrangement of said Government exhibit a 
board of management shall be created, to be charged with the seiection, purchase, 
preparation, arrangement, safe-keeping, and exhibition of such articles and ma- 
terials 1s the heads of said Departments and institutions of the Government may, 
respectively, decide shall be embraced in said Governmentexhibit. The President 
may also designate additional articles for exhibition. Sach board shall be coraposed 
of one member to be detailed by the head of each Executive Department, one by the 
head of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum, and one by the head 
of the United States Fish Commission; and the President shall name one of said 
persons so detailed as chairman; and the members of said board shall have no 


Se in addition to their regular salary, and their actual expenses only 
shall be paid out of the sum hereinafter appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Texas that this is quite a lengthy amendment, and perhaps it would 
not be necessary to read it all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will simply state, Mr. Speaker, to the House 
that this is an appropriation for a show at Nashville, Tenn. That 
is all there is in it—appropriating $150,000 for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman make? 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House insist on its disagreement. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment which has just Lcen 
read and agree tothe same, and pending that I would like to have 
& little time to discuss this matter. 









APES 





eee a 


yp ~ oe - -— 
pets conte sana 


anv arene tee ee 


3180 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





MARCH 2, 





Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want about twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that forty minutes for debate be allowed on this proposi- 
tion, twenty minutes in support of it, and twenty minutes in oppo- 
sition to the show. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, in his anxiety to denominate this as a ‘‘show,” 

revented me from understanding how this time is to be divided; 
hether equally or not? 

TheSPEAKER. Ofcourse it will be divided equally. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Tennessee in support of his own 
motion, and the gentleman from Texas in opposition to it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is a simple proposition 
that the United States Government shall make an exhibit of its 
material growth and administrative functions at the celebration 
to be held at Nashville, Tenn., on the occasion of the one-hun- 
dredth anniversary of the admission of the State to the Union. 

This proposition is not an anomalous or exceptional one. The 
Government already heretofore granted a large subsidy to the 
Centennial Exposition of 1876 atthe city of Philadelphia, although 
it should be always said that Philadelphia returned every dollar 
of that money ut she was then, as now, enormously wealthy, 
and proud of her high position, and was unwilling that the United 
States should contribute money to her great demonstration. 
Later on the United States contributed an exhibit—a very expen- 
sive one-—to the great Cotton Exposition in the city of New Or- 
leans, and was liberal in the ee for the great Colum- 
bian Exposition at the city of Chicago; and still later on, during 
the sessions of this Congress, an appropriation of $200,000 was made 
for the purpose of a Government exhibit at the Cotton States 
Exposition in the city of Atlanta. 

MempBer. The gentleman from Ohio ought not to leave out 
the sugar bounty to Louisiana. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Government of the United States is 
ve eee: and entirely able to bestow in bounties five or six 
millions of dollars on the industrial people of Louisiana or else- 
where; and while I did not vote for it, I do not regret the action 
that this House has taken. 

However, these appropriations are proper, patriotic, and profit- 
able. The Government loses nothing by exhibiting its progress 
to the people of this country and to the world; and I hope that 
the same liberality which has been exhibited hitherto will be ex- 
hibited in the present case. 

Now, we have before us this proposition coming from the Sen- 
ate, indorsed upon this appropriation bill, looking simply, not to 
the aid of the State of Tennessee, for one of the stipulations is that 
the State of Tennessee shall furnish evidence to the Secretary of the 
Treasury that she has put up the sum of $750,000 in aid of the expo- 
sition before this ee shall become available. The gen- 
tlemen sompetins the boards in charge of the exposition are gen- 
tlemen of the highest character—men _ uninfluenced ae 
or party considerations—gentlemen who have made the city of 
Nashville what it is in the estimation of the business world; and 
I only want to point out to my friends on this side of the House— 
for my voice will not reach to the other side to-night—that it is 
well enough that we should go to Nashville and show to the peo- 
ple of Nashville the character and quality and qualifications of 
the Government to which they belong. 

Let us go there in the spirit of fraternity, the spirit of comrade- 
ship, and celebrate with that people the joyous event, now one 
hundred years gone by, when the grand State of Tennessee became 
one of the stars in the American constellation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Can the gentleman say 
who was ee soe of Tennessee last fall? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I could tell the gentleman, but it would 
neither help him nor the gentleman who was elected. I hope the 
House of Representatives will not allow itself to be misled by any 
sentiment growing out of one of the greatest blunders and one of the 
greatest political crimes that any set of conspirators against 
government and against free elections ever committed on the con- 
tinent of America. 

It is not for us to protest. It is not for us to interfere in this 
indirect way. It is not for us to hurl crimination and recrimina- 
tion at the people of Tennessee. If the people of Tennessee can 
stand the penitentiary ring that infests that grand State and holds 
its liberties and its free elections in the grip of the pr the 
people of the United States can afford to let them work out their 


own salvation in that particular matter without in any wise being 
affected in their course toward that State or its interests. Nolan- 
guage of mine can sufficiently condemn the infamous procedure 
which is going on in Tennessee. Its constitution has been disre- 


garded and trampled in the dust. A law for the protection of 

criminal procedure in the matter of the elections has been A 

to be retroactive; and now the people of the United States stand 

aghast as they witness the farce that is being enacted under the 

— of an inspection and investigation of the history of that elec- 
ion. 

But, Mr. Speaker. the cure for this lies in our system of gov- 
ernment. The people of Tennessee will not permit this outrage. 
Henry Clay Evans will not be governor. That has been settled 
by the per robbers at Nashville; and a weak, incompe- 
tent old gentleman is being made an instrument, first, to their 
temporary aggrandizement; second, to the overthrow of the Dem- 
ocratic party for all time in Tennessee; and third, to the ultimate 
reestablishment of good government and patriotic discharge of 
the duty of citizens by the people of that great State. 

Mr. Speaker, the State of Tennessee is a magnificent State. I 
have knowledge of that State. I know her mountains, her plains, 
and her rivers. I know her paths of peace and I know her battle- 
fields; and that State has to-day one of the best aggregations of 
population to be found in any State of the Union. ‘The temporary 
destruction of Tennessee by the brigands in charge of her legisla- 
tive department is but the temporary triumph of crime over de- 
cency, and must soon come to an end. The great body of her 
decent people are against the crime. The great body of her busi- 
ness men protest against it. The intelligence and patriotism of 
her political press, regardless of party, denounce it. She is more 
an object of sympathy than of condemnation from us. 

That State, with its mighty natural resources, deserves to oc- 
cupy a place of honor and pride in the hearts of our people. Her 
mountains are beautiful; her hills are filled with ore; her plains 
are glorious with the possibilities of agriculture; her great streams 
furnish transportation for her commodities from one end of the 
State to the other. Her forests produce nearly all the kinds of 
wood produced upon the American continent, and the wonderful 
diversity of her resources marks her as one of the great States of 
the American Union. The beauty of her landscape is the beauty 
almost of the poet’s imagination, and the solidity of her patriot- 
ism to-day to the institutions of her country can not be justly 
called in question. I can testify from personal knowledge that 
the leading business men of Tennessee Seaceate the attempt of 
the miserable crowd that have throttled the State and set aside 
her elections, and the time is coming, aye, is close at hand, when 
the people of Tennessee will take occasion to testify to the world 
their condemnation of the weak individual whose ambition and 
avarice have placed so damning a blot upon the fair name of the 
State. 


Mr. § er, the State of Tennessee to the American is a State 
of wonderful historical interest; the State of Andrew Jackson, 
the old Sage of the Hermitage: the State that produced the great 
statesmen of those times; the State that sent her legions bearing 
the flag of the Union, and stained the soil of Mexico with the 
blood of her triumphant soldiers; the State that up to the war 
occupied a leading position in the American Union; a State that 
since the war has done much to extricate herself from the dis- 
aster of the war, and to press out upon the beautiful plains of 


a. 

Mr. Speaker, upon the map of Tennessee are places that cause 
the blood to flow more quickly, the heart beats to come oftener, 
and the impulse of American patriotism to throb and thrill. She 
has upon her map the battlefield of Stone River, where the chiv- 
alry of the South met the indomitable courage of the North, and 
where, amid the cedar forests, a hand-to-hand battle almost un- 
ary in the tenacity of both sides took place. The great 

ttlefield of Shiloh, with its momentous results crowding upon 
the memory of the American soldier, where the death of Albert 
Sidney Johnston perhaps checked the progress of the rebellion, 
and which developed the ye of the Union, giving fresh ho 
and courage to the lovers of the flag. The great and bloody field 
of Nashville, where George H. Thomas, indomitable in patriotism, 
imperturbable in danger, chivalric, grand, glorious, made the 
headlong charge upon the mostimpetuous army of all the South, 
and hurled back its legions, crushed that arm of the rebellion, 
and drove the splendid army in fragments of disaster out of the 
State. And there is Lookout Mountain, and Missionary Ridge, 
with all their historic memories, with all their glorious sugges- 
tions, the beautiful winding river, the splendid mountain, the 
grand struggles that have become historic—they all crowd upon 
us. And then Fort Henry and Fort Donelson—scenes of blood, 
scenes of carnage, and scenes of triumph; and her fair bosom is 
dotted all over with smaller actions, the more inconsiderable en- 
counters in which chivalry, courage, and manhood “meee and 
contendedfor supremacy. Sheisthe battlefield State of the Union. 

How fitting it is that we should go there; go there in the spirit 
of true Americanism; go there with the war all over; go there in 
the light of , when the State of Tennessee is so ey ha hk 
ing off the shackles of her ee and coming out of the dark- 
ness of the past into the glorious sunshine of the present, to be 
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come one of the brightest gems in the great 
is fitting and proper that the people of the 


axy of gems. It 
nited States shall 
meet that people half way—not with crimination or criticism, but 
with the generous spirit which is due from the great central Gov- 


ernment to each of its component parts. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
wishes to make a statement in reference to his vote on the last 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Spreaker, I was paired with 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TnoMas] under a misapprehen- 
sion as to how he stood upon the last vote. I believed that he 
would vote in the affirmative. I myself desired to vote in the 
negative, and should have done so but for the pair. 

Mr, WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Vermont 
{Mr. Grout] wished a little time. As he is not present, I ask the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. SAYERS] to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. Unless some gentleman desires to address the 
House the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the Speaker will permit me I will use a por- 
tion of my time. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it seems that quite a 
number of the members of this House consider that we shall have 
no use for Government after the 4th of March, and that we might as 
well just get together and divide up the few assets left and go 
home. Ihavebeen surprised that the So from Tennessee—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ow did the gentleman from 
Illinois vote for the appropriation for the Chicago Exposition? 

Mr.. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMs] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I will say that I voted for the Chi- 
cago Exposition, and I want to tell the gentleman from Tennessee, 
who voted against it, that fhe State of Tennessee did not take 
enough interest in the Chicago World’s Fair, which was an inter- 
national exposition, to make any exhibit there at all; but while 
she made no exhibit at that international exposition she is here 
asking the nation to make an exhibit at a State exposition. That 
answers that question. Mr. Speaker, thisis notaparallel case. The 
Chicago Fair was to celebrate a national event. It was an exposi- 
tion that was international in its character, participated in by all 
the leading nations of the world, and yet the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, whose State refused to take part in that expositicn, comes 
here and wants to know how we voted on that proposition. 

Sir, this is a State exposition, nothing more and nothing less, to 
celebrate the admission of Tennessee into the Union. It is in no 
sense a national exposition. The friends of it will scarcely claim 
that it is an international exposition. Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall 
hear those clear voices from Tennessee that have always spoken 
out here against appropriations of this kind. I hope we shall hear 
the voices of those men who voted against an appropriation for an 
international exposition opposing this appropriation when there is 
no money in the Treasury for such a purpose and when itis a merely 
local show. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that with the Treasury in 
its present condition the members of this House should not commit 
the Government of the United States to a policy of this kind. 

If we are going into the show business, if we establish a precedent 
of this character, where will this Government stop? The gentle- 
man may argue that it is only the centennial of each State, but 
many of the Btates will not be oe to wait one hundred years 
to have a celebration in which they will expect aid from the National 
Government. When you —— to help States in these local exposi- 
tions, you will have cities t are the country celebrating cer- 
tain events and coming to the Federal Congress for assistance to 
commit the General Government to shows of that character. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that if we are simply going to open the doors 
of the Treasury and leave them open to every man who wants any- 
thing, then Tennessee is entitled to this appropriation; but, sir, if 
we are to appropriate public money only for that which is legiti- 
mate and necessary, she is not entitled to this appropriation for 
this local exposition. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Vermont [| Mr. Grout]. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this proposition; 1 
was in favor of it in the committee, and I am in favor of it here. 
It is to send a Government exhibit, as all probably understand— 
though I was not present when the discussion commenced—to the 
centennial celebration in Tennessee of the admission of that State 
into the Union. 

It ys x? sna $125,000 for this purpose upon condition that the 
State of Tennessee raise $750,000 in a manner satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to erect a ae and furnish a Gov- 
— exhibit. The report was put expressly, Mr. Speaker, upon 

® 
the admission of the State into the Union; and I think the Govern- 
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groynd that it was to celebrate the centennial anniversary of 


—— 


ment can afford to send a Government exhibit to every State which 
celebrates the centennial of its admission into the Union and pay 
$125,000 for it. I think it will prove a good investment for the 
General Government to participate in this exposition projected by 
the people of Tennessee in commemoration of their admission into 
the Union. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman vote $200,000 in aid of a Gov- 
ernment exhibit for the celebration of the admission of each of the 
forty States into the Union? 

Mr. GROUT. I will vote for such an exhibit. 

Mr. WALKER. On the centennial celebration of the admission 
of Illinois, of Ohio, and all the rest of the States? 

Mr.GROUT. Yes, sir; and let it cost $125,000 to the Government 
as often as $750,000 to the State, and in that proportion for a larger 
or a smaller sum. I do not care where the State is. I think it 
would be a good investment for the Government. Only a few years 
age we spent thousands of millions of dollars for the preservation 
of the Uniou and hundreds of thousands of lives. How can we bet- 
ter cultivate with the States attachment for the Union than by 
encouraging celebrations by them of their admission into the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatTr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had further insisted upon its amend- 
ment numbered 5 to the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALE as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Parr, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly; 

A bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

A bill (8.2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. 
Sweeny; 

— (8.577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. 
Sweeny; 

A bill (8S. 2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly; 

A bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

A bill (S. 577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Chill; 

A bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen; 

A bill (H. R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of the act for the 
relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and 
the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior for restoration to the public 
domain lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not needed 
for naval purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the American 
University ; 

A bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to French W. Thornhiil; 

A bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. Cathe- 
rine P, Culver. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the governor of the State of West Virginia the sum appropriated 
by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An Act to credit and pay to the sev- 
eral States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 5, 1861.” 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WALKER. I will ask the gentleman from Vermont if voting 
$200,000 for a Government exhibit in Tennessee commends itself to 
him now, because they have counted out a Republican governor 
who was elected and are keeping in a Democratic governor who 
was not elected? 

Mr. GROUT. I can not see how the gentleman’s question bears 
upon this matter at all, but with time will answer. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I yield another minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts about the counting out of a governor down in Tennessee, 
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let me say that the fact that the State of Tennessee is Republican, 
as shown by the late returns, is not the reason why I vote for this 
appropriation; and if the authorities have thrown out a Republican 
governor, let me say to the gentleman, s0 much the worse for those 
who did it. Bat what has that to do with this question? The 
question is whether the General Government can afford to partici- 
pate in this centennial celebration by making an exhibit. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to ask the gentleman if he would 
vote $200,000 to every State in this Union when it is to have a cen- 
tennial exposition ? 

Mr. GROUT, IhavesaidthatI would. This is not $200,000; itis 
$125,000, if the State of Tennessee puts $750,000 into the exposition. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SNopGRass}. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, this is a proposition to appro- 
priate $125,000 from the taxes of all the people to aid and encourage 
the holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at Nashville. 
Iam proud of Tennessee. She is one of the proudest and grandest 
States of the Union. She has furnished the nation a Jackson, a 
Polk, and a Johnson, together with many other great men. ButI 
am not only proud of her on account of the great men she has pro- 
duced, but for the magnificent record she has made both in peace 
and in war, and for her grand territory, her fertile valleys and her 
lofty mountains; mountains filled with the finest coal and iron the 
world has ever known. I shall rejoice at her suécess in exhibiting, 
as she should, on this her centennial. 

To make this a success, Tennessee is »atriotic enough and able to 
do so without the grant of an illegal and improper donation from 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this appropriation, because I believe 
it is unconstitutional and wrong; and if these precedents which 
have been established are kept up, they will in the end lead to ruin. 

As the representatives of the people, we have no right to tax the 
people except for a public purpose, and then not one cent more than 
is necessary to defray the expenses of the Government economically 
administered. This is not for such a purpose, If not, where do we 
get the power to take $125,000 from the people’s taxes and give it to 
this exposition? There is no such power granted to Congress, and 
no advocate of this measure can point it out in the Constitution. 

Instead of showing the grant of power, they cite us to precedents 
or like appropriations. That is no answer. If other Congresses 
have usurped power and done wrong, it will be no justification 
for us. 

But we are told by gentlemen who favor this appropriation that 
we are justified in doing this for the purpose of educating the people. 
It is not one of the functions of the Government to tax the whole 
people to educate a part. If we are to declare the false doctrine 
that the Government of the United States has the power to lay and 
collect taxes to educate the people, we had better adopt Senator 
Buatr’s plan and make it general, so that all the people could par- 
ticipate in its advantages. Or, if you adopt this method, then 
appropriate money to pay for the transportation of the poor to and 
from these expositions and to pay their board while there, for, 
Mr. Speaker, the class which needs to be educated most—‘‘ the 

oor’—will not be able to avail themselves of the exposition. 

ut, sir, Congress has no right to do any of these things, and I 
protest against it. 

The Fifty-first Congress, which was Republican, expended a bil- 
lion dollars; and at thenextelection the people rebuked them with a 
crushing defeat. But if we go on as we have been for some time 
the expenditures of this Democratic Congress will exceed that of 
the Fifty-first by $200,000,000, 

Mr. Speaker, we have an overtaxed people; a Treasury that is in 
a bankrupt condition, with the sad reminder that only a few days 
ago the Secretary of the Treasury and the President entered into a 
secret contract with a foreign syndicate for the sale of $65,000,000 
of 30-year coin bonds bearing Looe cent interest, which they sold 
for about 1044 and which are ay quoted in the market at 120, 
and bids made for thom amounting to $550,000,000. I refer to this 
not for the — of intimating that such a humiliating star- 
chamber dicker was necessary or even decent; a transaction by 
which the me have been overreached many millions of dollars. 
Ithink public opinion should condemn it as one of the greatest 
blunders of the Administration, which in my judgment has been 
pregnant with them. 

And we will be fortunate indeed if it is not called by a worse 
name than a great blunder. It is without excuse or palliation. 

Mr. & er, in opposing this ey em I am consistent. 
Since I have been a member of this House I have op each and 
all such measures, When the measure was pending before this 
House to appropriate $5,000,000 to the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion I said: 

Mr. Chairman, I know that in o ing the bill to donate $5,000,000 to the 
Chicago fair, or the World's Columbian Exposition, I will incur the eriticism of 
all the sentimental statesmen on this side of the oe well as active opposi- 
tion from the ublicans, but I will not permit my j nt to be obscured or 
suffer myself influenced by these conditions. Under our form of Government the 
people are entitled to individual liberty. They have a right to demand the least 


vernmental interference possible and the largest degree of liberty compatible 
vith the protection of life and property. > - B,! - 

They should sustain local self-government and — against centralized power 
in all its varied forms if they would preserve their liberty and ate our free 
institutions. The bill against which I address my remarks should be defeated: 
First, because it is radically wrong; and, second, 5 ee in my judgment it is 
unconstitutional. Congress has no authority or power to make a donation or loan 
of $5,000,000to the Chicagoshow. It isalso wrong from an honest economic stand- 
point, as I will hereinafter demonstrate. As to its constitutionality, I am aware 
that even this willbe insisted upon by the advocates of centralization and pater- 
nalism, the most dangerous tendency of our times. 

The Republican party has not only attempted to centralize all power, but the 
have effected the centralization of the wealth of this nation; and if I were ask 
how they had accomplished this I would answer: First, by illegal, unequal, and 
unjust taxation; second, by vicious and arbitrary legislation on financial ques- 
tions; third, by allowing common carriers or transporters to rob the masses in 
violation of every principle of equity and right; fourth, by dishonest and profli- 
gate appropriation of the people’s money. ‘The incentive to or moving cause of 
the Revolution of 1776 was the centralization of power on the of the English 
Government, as shown in the Articles of Confederation and the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, there are members on this floor who, when a constitutional 
reason is offered against improper legislation, turn up their noses, and in the 
name of a false sentimental patriotism indulgein ridicule to prevent a reasonable 
consideration of the question. This class of Representatives contend that they 
have the right to levy taxes on the people without limit and to appropriate, loan, 
or giveto any person or enterprise the money thus brought into the ‘Creasury 
without regard to the constitutional provisions or limitations; that they are 
bound by no law and restricted by no authority except their will or caprice. If 
this definition is to be given the Constitution, then Congress is omnipotent and 
imperial, and can bankrupt and enslave the people at will whenever they can 
secure the necessary numbers in the different branches of the Government. 

The Republican party, by gradual additions to these powers, has caused the 
Federal Government to grow in power to such an extent as to begin to hide from 
view the very purposes for which it was founded. It is time the people of this 
country call a halt to the march of the nation toward centralization and paternal- 
ism, and return once more to the true intent and meaning of the Constitution. 
The distinction between delegated and reserved powers is contained in the tenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States, to wit: 

“All powers not delegated to the United States by this Constitution nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States are reserved to the States respectively or to the people.” 

‘This is a Government of granted and enumerated, not of original and unlimited 
powers. The Congress of the United States is not omnipotent, and can never be 
so long as the a remain independent, self-reliant, and free. This is a Govern- 
ment of given and named powers. Inthe case of Martin vs. Hunter (1 Wheat., p. 

), Justice Story said: 

“The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution. And the powers actually granted must be 
such as are expressly given, or given by necessary implication.’ 

Chief Justice Marshall held, in Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheat., 1): 

‘*This instrument contains an enumeration of tle powers expressly granted 
by the people to their Government.” 

The same thing is stated and held by Chief Justice Chase in a later decision, 
There can be no doubt that this is the correct interpretation and true construc- 
tion of the Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no grant of power given, either expressly or by neces- 

ary ini ion, and I challenge the advocates of that bili to show any authority 
in the Constitution that can justify its passage. We can not justify it on the 
ground that it is needed to carry out a granted power. There is none in law, 
and none can be shown. If we would observe tho oath we took upon this floor wo 
would reject this unconstitutional piece of robbery attempted to be inflicted upon 
the people in the name of ‘‘legislation.” 

How can members vote to throw away $5,000,000 of the people’s money when 
to do so violates the Constitution and is in direct conflict with the oath they took 
at the bar of this House? We, as the representatives and trustees of the people, 
have no right to go where the Constitution is silent. Our powers are clearly 
defined, and to f° beyond is a usurpation and bad faith which should be rebuked 
and repudiated by our constituencies. 

If the advocates of that measure attempt to rest their conscience and parade as 
authority the worn-out and much-abused clause in the Constitution ‘* To provide 
for the common defense and general welfare,” I deny their _—. That clause 
has been construed, and the construction is almost universally conceded to be 
correct. As construed, the clause reads: 

ss — shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises— 

In order— 

“to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare, but 
all duties shall be uniform throughout the United States.” (Article 1, section 8, 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

By all constitutional lawyers that is generally conceded to be the true exposi- 
tion. There are three branches embraced in this clause. First, laying and col- 
lecting taxes; second, paying debts and providing for common defense and 

eneral welfare; third, a qualification on the power given in the first clause of 

esentence. It would be absurd to think that the men who gave us the Con- 
stitution, the grandest and bravest document on civic government ever conceived 
or written by man, would have interjected, as a substantive power, the words 
contained in the second clause of the sentence, and in the twird qualified the 
first. Such an interpretation would justify the people in classing them as illit- 
erate blunderers, but I apprehend no Representative on this floor would like to 
assume the responsibility of passing such a judgment upon the framers of the 
Constitution. 

It is evident to my mind that the second clause was attached to the first as a 
definition or qualification of the objects of the taxing power prescribing and lim- 
iting its use to such objects, and does not contain a new, different, and substan- 
tive power. 

We are not left to rely alone on these clear constructions and interpretations, 
cc since the adoption of the Constitution, but I beg the indulgence of tho 

ouse while I read from the forty-first mumber of the Federalist what was said 
while -_ very clause was under consideration before the convention. Mr. Mad- 
ison said: 

“Some who have not denied the necessity of the power of taxation have 
—— a fierce attack against the Constitution on the lan in which 

itis defined. It has been ur, and echoed that the power ‘to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States,’ amounts to an unlimited com- 
mission to exercise every power which may be allowed to be n for common 
defense and general welfare. No stronger proof could be given of the distress 
under which these writers labor for objections than their stooping to such a mis- 
construction.” : 

The same misconstruction that Mr. Madison criticised as unworthy and 
unfounded, before the adoption of the Constitution, is the identical constraction 
and meaning that members are attempting to give itnow. This is, in my judg- 
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ment, no credit to intelligent and faithful Representatives. Mr. Madison also 
says: 

‘‘ Had no other enumeration or definition of the power of the Congress been found 
in the Constitution than the general expression just cited, the authors of 
the objection might have had some color for it, though it would have been difii- 
cult to find a reason for so awkward a form of discretion to legislate in all possi- 
ble cases. A power to destroy the freedom of the press, the trial by jury, or 
even to regulate the course of descents or the forms of conveyances, must be 
very singularly expressed by the terms ‘to raise money for the general welfare.’’’ 

But what color can the objection have when a specification of the object alluded 
to by these general terms immediately follows, and it is not even separated by a 
larger pause than a semicolon. If the different parts of the same instrument 
ought to be so expounded as to give to every part a meaning which it will bear, 
shall one part of the same sentence be excluded altogether from a share in the 
meaning, and shall the more doubtful and indefinite terms be retained in their 
full extent, and the clear and precise e be denied any significance what- 
seever? For what purpose could the enumeration of particular pewers be 
inserted if these and all others were meant to be included in the preceding gen- 
eral power? Nothing is more natural or common than to first ase a general 
phrase and then to explain and qualify it by a recital of particulars. 

But the idea of an enumeration of particulars which neither explain nor qualify 
the general meaning, and can have no other effect than to confound and mislead, 
is an absurdity which we are reduced to the dilemma of charging either on the 
authors of the objection or on the authors of the Constitution. We must take 
the liberty of supposing its origin was not with the latter. 

The objection here is the more extraordinary, as it appears that the a 
used by the convention is a copy from the Articles of Confederation. The objects 
of the union among the States, as described in Article I11, are: 

ae common defense, security of their liberties, and mutual and general 
welfare.” 

The terms of Article VIII are still more identical: 

‘All charges of war, and all other expenses that shall be incurred for the com- 
mon defense a welfare, and allowed by the United States in Congress, 
shall be defrayed out of a common treasury.” 

Similar language occurs in Article IX: 

‘*Construe either of these articles by the rules which would justify the construe- 
tion put on the new Constitution and they vest in the existing Congress a power 
to legislate in all cases whatsoever. But what would have been thought of that 
assembly if, attaching themselves to these a expressions, and disregarding 
the specifications which ascertain and limit their import, they had exercised an 
unlimited power of providing for the conmmon defense and general welfare? I 
appeal to the objectors themselves whether they would in that case have employed 
the same reasoning in justification of Congress as they now make use of against 
the convention. How difficult it is for error to escape its own condemnation.” 

These were the words of Mr. Madison, before the birth of the Constitution, 
and should be accepted by all fair-minded men. Besides, we see that the propo- 
sition of Mr. Hamilton, offered tothe convention before the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, would have authorized this dangerous legislation, but that proposition 
was rejected by the convention which framed our Constitution. This Govern- 
ment has no power to tax the people except for governmental purposes, restricted 
to the actual needs of the Government economically administered, for the reason 
that each and every citizen is entitled to the fall fruits of his labor, less whatever 
may be necessary to defray the expenses of the Government. It has no right to 
~ act people to enable itself to loan or give money to any man, corporation, 
or business. 

Mr, Chairman, I introduced a bill the title and text of which are: 


“A bill to repeal so much of the tariff Jaw of 1890 as grants a bounty on sugar. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

* of America in Oongress assembled, That so much of the act entitled ‘An act to 

al redace ‘he revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ passed 

October 1, 1890, known as the McKinley bill, as imposes a bounty of 2 cents per 

pound on sugar be, and the same is eee repealed.” 

The country will be curious to know why the Committee on Ways and Means 
has not reported this bill and recommended its passage. This bounty is uncon- 
atitutional, 2 undemocratic, and un-American, as will be seen by reference to 20 
Ss Wallace, pp. 665-670, in which Justice Miller said: 

i “The theory of our Government, State and National, is opposed to the deposit 
of unlimited power anywhere. The executive, the legislative, and the judicial 
branches of these governments are all of limited and defined powers. 

“The power of taxing is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
wers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the >. 
ii -wea enid by Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of McCullough vs. The State of 
Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A striking instance of 
the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the existing tax of 10 per cent 
imposed by the United States on the circulation of allother banks than the national 
banks drove out of existence every State bank of circulation within a year or two 
after its passage. F 
.“This power can as readily be employed against one class of individuals and 
in favor of another so as to ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and 
prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of the uses for which the 
power may be exercised. 
** To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the cit- 

z ,izen and with the other to bestow it upon the favored individuals to aid private 

d enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less a robbery because it is 
done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It 
is a decree under legislative forms.” 

If Congress has the right to pass this bill and give $5,000,000 to the show at 
Chicago, it could give $500,000,000, and thus overwhelm and bankrupt the whole 
le at a single blow. 

r. Chairman, this Government has no mission except to execute its powers 
and perform its duties under and in subjection to the supreme law of the land— 
the Constitution of the country. It can not be converted into a ann lenéer or 
giver without destroying free institutions and establishing upon its ruin a 
despotic paternalism, which means slavery and oppression to the people. 
we adopted the Holman resolutions did we mean what they recited, or was it a hol- 
low mockery—a piece of deception to delude and deceive the people on the ques- 
tion of retrenchment and reform? The resolutions read : . 

a “Resolved, That, in the judgment of this House, the granting of subsidies or 
: bounties by Con in money, public lands, bonds, or by indorsement, or by 
pledge of the public credit, to promote special private industries or enterprises of 
corporations, independent of the question of the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to make such grants, is unjust and impolitic, and in manifest conflict with 
the spirit of our republican institutions, as it directly tends to create and foster 
the wealth of favored classes at the expense of the whole who bear the 
burdens of government, and manifestly furnishes undue ities for the enlarge- 
ment of great private estates—a policy which a government of the people can not 
justly or safely encourage by any form of favoritism in legislation. 

‘Resolved, That, in view of the present condition of the Treasury and because 
efficient and honest government can enly be assured by the frugal expenditure of 
the — money, while og enae | and lavish expenditure under any and all 
conditions leads inevitably to and corrupt methods in public , no 
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money ought to be appropriated by Congress from the public Treasury except 
such as is manifestly necessary to carry on the several Departments, frugally, 
efficiently, and honestly administered.” 

When the vote is taken on the passage of the measure to donate or loan $5,000, 
000 to the Chicago Exposition, then the people will be able to judge of the sincerity 
of the parties who supported these resolutions. They will either vote consist- 
ently or give the lie to their record. 

We are told that if there is no grant of power in the Constitution we have 
precedents, and that therefore we are justified in acting wpen these and override 


the supreme law—the Constitution. This I emphaticaliy deny. You can not 
correct one wrong by the commission of another; two wrongs can not make aright. 

It is true Congress has loaned and given away many millions of the people's 
money without authority of law, which was a usurpation, and was due either to 


ignorance or wholesale stultification upon the part of members who set these 
vicious and dangerous precedents. I will here entmmerate some of them, that the 
whole people may know what has been going on, and that they may not return 
Representatives who have so littie regard for their rights. 

This outrage began back in the forties, when Congress made donations to I're- 
land. There was no authority to do this, but it served as an entering wedge and 
opened up an avenue to other and grievous wrongs. I regret that the Constitu- 
tion was violated to even help poor, distressed Ireland, the land of my ancestry 
the people to whom I owe my existence, a people who have furnished more mar 
tyrs and struggled longer and more patiently for independence and liberty than 
any other people in the world. In lieu of outraging our Constitution we should 
have given aid by private donations. Since then the Republican party has given 
millions away to rich railroad corporations, to the New Orleans Exposition, to 
the Centennial at Philadelphia—all in violation of the organic law of the land 
and against the will of the people. 

Mr, Chairman, I will be pardoned for bringing to the attention of this Congress 
and the American people, regardless of party, some other precedents inaugurated 
by the Republican party at the dictation of the plutocrats of this country. It 
has always been the boast of an American citizen that we have no privileged 
classes—no lords, no titled aristocracy—that the common people had to “ hew 
wood and draw water’ for. 

The Republican party began by taxing the people in violation of law in order 
to raise money to pay the rich widows of deceased Presidents $5,000 per annam 
so long as they may live; and when a general in the Army dies, his widow is also 
paid $2,000 per year as long as she may live; and in this way thousands of the 
people's money have been wasted, in violation of law, equity, and conscience. I 
would ask what rights, privileges, and immunities has a President's widow that 
a private citizen’s widow has nota right to enjoy? What superior rights has the 
zeneral's widow over the poor private who left a ruined and shattered arm on the 
neights of Gettysburg or Chickamauga! 

‘The Democratic party answers, “‘ None.” It is the Republican party that makes 
this invidious distinction in favor of the strong against the weak, in favor of the 
few against the many. 

Ex-soldiers and citizens, how much longer will you be hoodwinked and deluded 
by this partial class legislation of the Republican party? 

Is it not strange that after the people have honored a man by giving him the 
highest office within their gift, at a salary of $50,000 per annum, and a general 
with the honor of his position and a compensation always liberal, that the Repub- 
lican party should tax the people to aie special petsand privileged classes out 
of their families, to be sustained and supported out of the toil, sweat, and bleed of 
the masses of our people? 

In my judgment it is an outrage the immensity of which has not been properly 
conceived and exposed. 

The evil does not stop here. If a Senator or Member of Congress dies during 
his term, Co: buries him, charters a special car, and sends him home, and 
then puts illegal hands into the pockets of the people and draws the money cut 
of them to pay the exorbitant burial expenses and transportation charges. In 
some instances these burial expenses have amounted to the enormous sum of #40,- 
000. Millions have been wasted in this way. Congress has no power to do this. 
Itis without authority of law ard unauthorized; and I defy any member on this 
floor to show any law directing or excusing it. 

I want to say right here, if I should die while here as a member of this House, 
I do not want the people taxed to bury me. These are some of the precedents; 
but I charge that Congress has no power to do any of the aforementioned things, 
and the sooner we repudiate them and stand by the Constitution, strictly con 
strued, the greater the prosperity of the people, the more permanent our demo- 
cratic institutions. I would cite the case of the Savings and Loan Association vs. 
Topeka, reported in 20 Wallace, pages 665-670, already referred to, to show that 
all these precedents relied on by the advocates of such measures are unconstitu- 
tional and radically wrong. 

But, waiving the constitutional objections, and as a question of economy, can 
we afford to give $5,000,000 of the people’s money te the Chicago Worid’s Fair! I 
think not. The taxes on the people are higher than they were during the war. 
They have no money with which to pay them. The agricultural interests are on 
the verge of ruin; mortgages cover their homes; combines and trusts are alive to 
keep down the prices of their products; plutocrats are trying to control the vol- 
ume of money so as to make it scarce and dear. We havea deficit now of about 
$70,000,000. The Secretary of the Treasury has had to defer payments on bonds 
already due for the waut of money. Is it right to give $5,000,000 away to the 
show while our creditors are knocking at the door for payment of our just obli- 
gations? 

Mr. Chairman, we have not only the rich manufacturers holding up their, hands 
to the Government as if it was paternal, begging for favors, but under that bill 
the dogs are howling te Congress for paternal! care and aid. 

Here is the premium list for dogs at Chicago: 














DOGS. 

Class. First. | _ | Third. 
striingecapnteinltetaiiaasinheapannainila laces tesipcaaiicaticimmes | Scouts 
Mastiffs, Great Danes, St. Bernards 

(rough coated), St. Bernards (smooth 
coated) : | 
Challenge class, dogs .................. Rendsiilieeincs | Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches............... SES Te diiniee De. 
I MR a kc cncosccccccccecces. $40 $20 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches.................... | 40 20 Do. 
Newfoundlands : | 
I sg, gs eos acco ee Bon 15 Do. 
DR dccdvdstcadcmbeseeedsccecces | 5 15 | Do. 
Deerhounds, greyhounds, American fox- 
hounds, English foxhounds, blood- 
hounds, Russian wolf hounds: 
Challenge class, dogs .................]...2..-/..0..-- Medal 
Challenge class, bitches -...... bons dateein dl «tauese Do. ’ 
SN Er ae 40 20 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches.................... 40 | 20 | De. 
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pocs—continued. 
| . 
Class. Pies oo of Third. 
Dachshunde beagles, basset hounds: 
Challenge class, dogs............ Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches Do. 
DOR <5 dns gcnsn cesar tbutiieved . Certificate of merit. 
ECE Seb xn Hapinow vedkins ccdcbanctaas Do. 
Pointers: 
Challenge class, dogs, 55 pounds and |.......|......- Medal. 
over. 
Challenge class, bitches, 50 pounds |.......|....... Do. 
and over. 
Challenge class, dogs, under55 pounds.|.......|....... Do. 
Challenge class, bitches, under 50 |.......|....... Do. 
pounds. 
Open class, dogs, 55 pounds and over. 40 20 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches, 50 pounds and 40 20 Do. 
over. 
Open class, dogs, under 50 pounds.... 40 20 Do. 
Open class, bitches, under pounds. 40 20 Do. 
Griffons : 
CUSED CHUN ROI oes ccdwecs cuisccclscccnnsistnecce Medal. 
Challenge clase, bitches... ............-Jeccces-leeeeees Do. 
IONE Hivedsiunbsosebpecdsccetonccscces 40 20 | Certificate of merit. 
IN ea enec6 nbs sata besuntecetause 40 20 Do. 
English setters, Irish setters, black-and- 
tan, or Gordon setters: 
Challenge class, dogs...--......-. ‘ Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches ........- Do. 
Open class, dogs............+.+. ° Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches ...........--.-+-s+- Do. 
Chesapeake Bay dogs, Irish water span- 
iels, Clamber spaniels, field spaniels, 
and retrievers: 
Challenge class, doga.............-.---].sccee-|eeenee- Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches... .. Sasddd sdebuseneésuetse Do. 
QR BIRR GEE anesdenccccucsadspecce 20 10 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches ..............---.e- 20 10 Do. 
Cocker spaniels: 
Challenge class, ogs...... 0... cccccceslencsees|ecccens Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches ........ cuss sShlascncwelesoane’ Do. 
Open class, dogs (black) ...........--.- 20 10 | Certificate of merit. 
Open elass, bitches (black)............ 20 10 Do. 
Open class, dogs (any other color)... .. 20 10 Do. 
Open class, bitches (any other color) . .. 20 10 Do. 
Collies (rough coated) : 
Cimtiemme Claes, GOgs. .. 22. c ce scccscccclecccccsfocecccs Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches .............).cccecs/ecseees Do. 
Open class, dogs ..........cccccccceees 25 15 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches.................--+ 25 15 Do. 
Bobtail sheep dogs: 
Challenge clase, dogs ........-cccccselecccceslecceces Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches. ..........-.0+).scs00-|ee-e2-- Do. 
Open class, dogs ..............2..00++- 20 10 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches...............--..- 20 10 Do. 
ang Charles spaniels, Blenheim spaniels: 
ONS Svc sb cscocsuctecgusecoccheepetcons 20 10 Do. 
DUONG iis itikilcnndine coeidecicawns<cade 20 10 Do. 
Poodles, bulldogs, bull terriers, fox ter- 
riers (smooth), fox terriers (wire 
haired), Irish terriers, Dandy Dinmont 
terriers, Skye terriers, Yorkshire ter - 
riers, black-and-tan terriers (over 7 
pounds), Scotch terriers, Bedlington ter- 
riers, Clydesdale terriers, toy terriers 
— than Yorkshire under 7 pounds), 
whippets, pugs: 
Challenge Saas, OBS... cciwcccsccciecslocesce slocceees Medal. 
Challenge class, bitches ...............|..220. |eesees- Do. 
Open class, dogs. ........scccccecseecee 20 10 | Certificate of merit. 
Open class, bitches ............--.-.+.- 20 10 Do. 
Mr. Chairman— 
The little dogs and all, 


7 : iene, es 
astiff, ound, mongre! 
Hound Hg nr brach or lym, 
Or bobtail tike or trundle-tail "— 


allare here barking for paternal aid at the door of an empty Treasury. Tho 

Government, administe by the Republican party, have exhausted the grand 

— that Cleveland left, and the thing is now dry—yes, ‘Poor Tom, thy horn 
s dry.” 

The eminent statesman and patriot, Samuel J. Tilden, in speaking of the Gov- 
ernment said : 

“ The General Government should do nothing for the State which the State can 
se a and no government should do for the individual what he can do for 

m wv 

This is a correct idea of government, When all power is centralized in a gov- 
ernment we have adespotism. ‘he pur of centralization and paternalism 
has been approved by the legislation of the Republican party so long that many 
of our people seem to forget the danger that lies hid behind the little temporary 
aid they ask or receive. 

Whenever and wherever paternalism extends its lines we find those of liberty 
contracted. 

If Congress continues to tax the people to raise money to loan or to give to 
fairs, or to buy grain for those who have none on account of some accident or mis- 
fortune, or to pay tribute to deceased Presidents and generals’ widows, or to de- 
fray the funeral expenses of dead Senators and Con smen, or to give to rich 
men to make sugar, or to loan people to aid them to live, all such things aro in 
the same line and eternally wrong. If this folly fone mad, these dangerous inno- 
vations upon our system of government, be not checked, we have no hope for the 
perpetuation of our free institutions; if they are continued, sooner or later lib- 
erty will fly away, prosperity will be a thing of the past, and our free, self-reliant 
people will become dependent beggars and slaves, who will come in tatters and 
rags up to the gateway of arrogant and oppressive power, only to be kicked out 


and sent off empty handed. I appeal to the Democrats on this floor to stand b 
the Constitution and the people, and with their votes defeat all such measures an: 
avoid the evils and dangers that must surely follow such a class of legistation. 

Mr. Speaker, that was an international exposition, and there was 
much more reason for an appropriation then than now to a single 
Stateshow. Iopposed the appropriation then, as did all of my Dem- 
ocratic colleagues from Tennessee, including the author of this bill. 
Later a proposition came before the House to appropriate $200,000 
to the Atlanta Exposition. I opposed it and said— 

Mr. Speaker, I do not expect to say uening Se will stay the disposition 
which seems to prevail here to violate the fundamental law of the land and to 
waste the money collected by the taxation of an overburdened people. 

I have learned long ago that when a man rises on this floor to op: an 
illegal and unconstitutional appropriation of the ple's money, there is a cer- 
tain class of statesmen who turn up their noses at him and call him a stickler for 
the strict construction of the Constitution. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be 
denominated a stickler for the strict construction of the Constitution. I am one 
of the men who believe that this is a body of limited and delegated powers. I am 
one of those who believe that this Congress has no power to expend one dollar of 
the people’s money except for a public purpose. And I insist that upon no con- 
struction of the Constitution can any man find a place to stand and claim that 
this expenditure is for such a public pu e. 

Gentlemen need not be alarmed bent tbe feeling sf the South toward the 
people of the North. Long years ago all the bitterness, all the strife, all the 
turmoil of the war passed from the hearts of our people; and they have been 
willing, they are w ae Soe , to join hands with their brethren of the North 
who assis in establis the independence of this country, and to go with 
them shoulder to shoulder . the upbuilding of this t country. But we are 
unwilling--I say the sticklers for a strict construction of the Constitution are 
unwilling—tostultify ourselves by the usurpation of a power of this kind, although 
the benefit is to come to ourown section. And I ap to Democrats on this floor 
to stand by the Democratic doctrine of a strict construction of the Constitution 
and refuse on this occasion—no difference if the benefit does come to the people 
of the South—to set a precedent that will come back to mock us in all the years 
of thefuture. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have |:ad no new light, no new information 
on this subject to change my ‘udgment or opinion, and I shall vote 
against this appropriation. ‘4 it to be said that because this ille- 
gal appropriation will come to our own State, we should close 
our eyes to the constitutional inhibition, and to the vicious ex- 
ample we would be setting, and vote for it simply for this reason? 
Or, as some members have said to me, “‘ Well, it’s all wrong, but they 
are stealing for other sections, and as this comes to mine I will vote 
for it.” No, Mr. Chairman, I should despise myself if I should be 
thus influenced to vote for this obnoxious law. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the newspapers~in my State are saying 
that I am the only one in the Tennessee delegation who will oppose 
this bill, and that Iam playing “solitaire.” That may be so; but I 
would rather be in that situation and be conscious that I was doing 
what I believed to be right, unmoved by the clamor and vapid crit- 
icisms of the enon: and a self-constituted few whose business 
it is to try to mold public opinion in our State in favor of this un- 
constitutional scheme. If I wanted to be applauded by the class 
referred to all I would have to do would be to give this bill my sup- 

ort. But, much as I might desire this, I can not afford to purchase 
it at the expense of my conscience and judgment. This I can not, 
this I will not do. Others may do as they like. They may go back 
on their former records if they choose and vote for this bill, but as 
for me, I refuse to add my vote in violation of the Constitution and 
the oath which I took upon this floor, and to further impoverish 
the people. 

So far asI am concerned I am willingto put my hand down in my 
own pocket and give all lam able to make it, the centennial, a success 
but I am unwilling to put my hands into the Treasury of the United 
States and steal the money of the people even to help this laudable 
enterprise for my own State, whose interest I have as much at heart 
as any man upon this floor. It is a pitiable spectacle to see Demo- 
crats in the other branch of Congress and in this, whose whole 
lives heretofore have been given in opposition to these unconstitu- 
tional and undemocratic measures, now giving their support to thie 
appropriation. 

n this action I may incur the censure of some of the people of 
my State; but in compensation for that I will feel and know that I 
have done what I conceive to be right and for the best interests of 
the whole people. Where is this sort of thing to stop? After all 
the States have had their thousands, the cities will come in for 
theirs; then the counties; until finally our free institutions will be 
destroyed by this prostitution of the taxing powers—the most danger- 
ous of all powers delegated by the people to the Federal Govern- 
ment. If this thing is to be continued, I have little hope for the 
rights and liberties of the people and the perpetuity of our free 
institutions. I hope we will call a halt now, and that the Con- 

ress of the United States will never give its indorsement of such 
illegal schemes. [Loud applause. ] f 

. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in 
the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Cooprr]. oe 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I favor the appropriation 
of the sum mentioned in this bill for the purpose of — a Gov- 
ernment exhibit at the proposed exposition in Tennessee. It is not 
a donation to Tennessee. It is an appropriation of money to defray 
the expenses of the Government exhibit in Tennessee on that occasion, 
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The Government of the United States does not desire to be absent 
from such an occasion. I do not believe that the people desire that 
that exposition shall proceed without the participation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Iam in favor of it for the very rea- 
son assigned by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNopGRASS] for 
his opposition to it—because it is educational in its character. 

The Constitution of the United States is founded upon the intel- 
ligence of the people. We can not have a free Government without 
intelligence, and we can not have intelligence without education, 
and this is one of the best, cheapest, and most efficient means of 
education. These exhibitions stimulate trade and promote com- 
merce; they are profitable financially to the whole people. I also 
favor it because such things enable us to form a union in fact as 
well as in name. I want the Government to be present as the guest 
of honor at every state occasion of this kind. It will be worth all 
it costs. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been having too much talk these last 
few days about a South and a West and an East, with possible 
political combinations on sectional lines. I think the time has come 
when the people of every State in this nation should be taught that 
there can be no such thing as a South, or a West, or an East, but 
that there must be such a thing asacommon country which we shall 
all love and in which we all have a common pride and a common in- 
terest. [Applause.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, with the view of closing this 
debate, as I believe I have a right to do, I reserve the rest of my 
time until the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations shall 
have consumed his time. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 


(Mr. SAYERS withholds his remarks forrevision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] the able and exceedingly courteous chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and my colleague from the third district 
of Tennessee have asked how I reconciled the fact that I signed the 
minority report in the case of the appropriation for the Atlanta Ex- 
position with the fact that I am here to-night asking an appropria- 
tion for a Government exhibit at the exhibition to be held in Tennes- 
see in 1896. The best answer I can give to these gentlemen is to tell 
them briefly an occurrence which happened in my town last Novem- 
ber. 

A little while prior to the election the great McKinley, of Ohio, 
the apostle of protection, was billed to appear and to rally the 
hosts of protectionism and to pers Clay Evans for governor. At 
a street corner, near the principal hotel of the city, was seen a con- 
stituent of mine with two beautiful pups, one under each arm, and 
as the crowd would pass he would cry out, ‘“‘ Here are your Repub- 
lican pups, $5 apiece.” 

McKinley did not come; the crowds dispersed; and the pups were 
not sold. Soon after that the distinguished gentleman who occu- 
pies the chair of this House to-night came to the capital city of 
Tennessee, to my own district, to speak in behalf of Democracy. 
The same man was found on the corner with those same pups, one 
undereach arm, crying, ‘‘Here are your Democratic pups.” He was 
asked how he reconciled these two statements, and whether they 
were not the same pups. ‘Oh, yes,” he replied; “they are the 
same pups, but itis nine days since they were Republican pups; 
now they have got their eyes opened, and they are Democratic pups.” 

Mr. Speaker, I speak here in behalf of a Government educational 
exhibit, not at a ‘‘city show,” as has been stated by the gentleman 
from Texas. We do not propose to give a “‘show” in Tennessee, 
But the old Volunteer State, the sixteenth member of the Federal 
Union, is proud of the fact that on the Ist of June, 1796, she was 
admitted to the sisterhood of States. The centenary of that event 
will occur in 1896, and we propose to celebrate it in a becoming 
manner. 

In the very bill to which the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations so much objects there is a proviso that we shall raise 
$750,000 to guarantee that our exhibit shall be national and inter- 
national in its character, before a dollar of this Government appro- 
priation shall be available for any purpose whatever. Therefore we 
make proffer of our sincerity and of our ability to give an exhibition 
equal to that which has been given hitherto by any State in the 
Union. And I think it comes with ill grace from a gentleman from 
the State of Illinois, to which the Federal Government has eves 
within the last two years over $5,000,000 to enable it properly to 
celebrate the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of Amer- 
ica, to object to an educational exhibit by this great Government 
at a centennial celebration in Tennessee, 

Isay, sir, that if there is warrant in the Constitution for the Gov- 
ernment spending a million dollars in collecting educational speci- 
mens, historical specimens, archeological specimens, to exhibit 
them in the National Museum and the Smithsonian Institution and 
the various Executive Departments here, for the benefit of all who 
may be able to buy a railroad ticket to Washington and to pay a 
hotel bill after they get here, it is equally within the warrant of 
the Constitution for the Government to spend the pitiful sum of 


XX VII——200 


$125,000 to take a small part of that exhibit to the State of Ten- 
nessee to educate in these lines and branches the people of all the 
ew territory. If one is warranted by the Constitution the 
other is. 

Mr. Speaker, I am astonished at the animosity with which the 
— from Texas attacks a measure which proposes to cele- 

rate the centennial of Tennessee. I will remind him that had it 
not been for the superb patriotism and bravery and manhood of the 
sons of the proud old Volunteer State from which I come Texas 
to-day — be a province of Mexico. [Applause.] Had it not 
been for the Alamo—had it not been for Davy Crockett, and for the 
immortal Houston, who left the gubernatorial chair in my State 
and went westward where the star of empire led, Mr. Sayers of 
Texas im all human probability would not be presiding over the 
Appropriations Committee in tuis House and exhorting members 
here to be parsimonious in their appropriations. [Applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WASHINGTON) there were—ayes 58, noes 81. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays, if the 
gentleman from Tennessee is going to insist on his demand for a 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair desires to state that unless this bill is 
finished within an hour it can not go to the Senate, as they will not 
wait any longer. . 

Mr. SAYERS. I will withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 
and take the vote by tellers. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. 
SAYERS. 
on House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 78, nays 

So the motion of Mr. WASHINGTON was rejected. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are several other amendments, Mr. Speaker, 
No. 183 and some others, and now I move to suspend the rules and 
— on the disagreement to the remaining amendments to this 

ill. 

Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. I am willing to do that, but would like 
to have an opportunity of moving instructions with reference tc 
amendment numbered 183. 

a SAYERS. That will bo all right. 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas to suspend the rules and insist on the disagreement to 
the remaining amendments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to instruct 
the conference committee with reference to this amendment num- 
bered 183—the Nicaraguan Canal matter—that they shall recede 
from their disagreement to the Senate amendment and accept the 
same, 

Mr. MEREDITH. I object to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I make that motion, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois, and yield to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the resolution of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I have no objection to 


Resolved, That the House conferees be instructed to recommend that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment numbered 183, and agree 
to the same. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves the previous 
question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iyield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy buta very 
brief time. This amendment provides. in substance, that two en- 
gineer officers, one of the Army and one of the Navy, and an engi- 
neer from civil life, to be appointed by the President, shall go to 
Nicaragua, examine the site of the proposed canal, and the survey 
of the same, and the lay of the country, and shall then, within six 
months, make a report to Congress, or to the President for trans- 
mission to Congress, as to the condition they find existing there. I 
believe this is a wise amendment, and I will tell you why in a 
moment. The amendment—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How much isthe appropriation ? 

ow of Illinois. I think not exceeding $10,000. Am I 
right 

r. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I offer this instruction for this 
reason: I would now, if I had power, by paying $100,000,000 from 
the Treasury, if we could get the canal, I would vote for it. [Ap- 
plause. 

But the question is whether we can get it. I read Senator Tur- 
PIE’s speech in the Senate of the United States, an able, strong, won- 
derful speech; and as I read it my faith was shaken as to whether 
or not the money, if we appropriated it, or guaranteed the bonds, 
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would give us the canal. I went back and read the report of Snxrr- 
MAN, Edmunds, MORGAN, and others, two or three years ago, which 
reports were exhaustive, full, and seemingly satisfactory. I then 
real the Morgan report of this Congress, and inquired as best I could 
within two days, giving it the best study I could on the fly, and I 
was in doubt. 

I want te know by the time the next Congress assembles whether 
or not it is feasible for us to construct this canal, and the money ap- 
propriated here, if expended, will give us the canal. Then we can 
vote as to the propriety or policy of controlling the canal. But if 
perchance we embark on-it we want to know whether this money if 
expended is to produce any results. It is to do that, to accomplish 
that result, if possible, that 1 offer the resolution of instruction, 
an(l I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. GEARY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. Certainly. 

Mr. GEARY. Will you not amend the resolution to provide that 
no person who has heretofore been connected with the canal com- 
pany shall be appointed under this bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we can trust the President to 
do what is right in this matter, and that he will, in appointing this 
board of engineers, select those persons on whom he can rely for 
satisfactory information. I want to see an engineer officer and a 
civilian employed, because the men who make the reports, Mr. 
Menocal and others, are connected with it already. I want some- 
one who is entirely disinterested—— 

Mr. GEARY. That is the reason I suggestedthat no one who is 
connected with the canal company should be appointed. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois, But 1 think we can trust the President 
to dothis. While I may net be with him onall occasions or willing 
to leave all matters entirely in his hands, yet in regard to a great 
and important work of this character I think we can safely intrust 
it to him; at least it is worth the effort. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. Cannon]. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 78. 

Accordingly the reselution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection an order will be made ask- 
ine another conference with the Senate. 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Sayers, Mr. O’Newt of Massachusetts, and Mr. CANNON of Illi- 
nos. 





INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill, The reading of the report itself will not 
furnish much information, and I ask that the reading ef the report 
be dispensed with and that the statement be read. 

‘The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the statement of the House 
conierees, Which the gentleman thinks will explain the matters in 
issue, 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 


The conferees of the two Houses in their last report reported a disagreement 
on Senate amendments numbered 65, 97, 125, 148, 149, 150, and 200. 

The agreement of the conferees on amendments 148, 149, and 150 is te fix the 
appropriations for the Carlisle Indian school at $102,000 instead of $105,000, as 
preposed by the Senate. 

The House recedes from the Senate amendment numbered 65, for compensating 
the Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation on account of the reduction of their 
reservation of the sum of $187,039 by placing the money to their credit at the rate 
of 4 per cent per annum interest instead of 5 per cent, as proposed by the Senate. 

The ninety-seventh amendment of the Senate proposed te pay the Creek Nation 
$600,000 of money to their credit in the Treasury. ne agreement of the conferees 
fixes the amount at $200,000. 

‘’he one bundred and twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate proposed to appro- 
fe ite $400,000 for the survey of lands im the Indian Territory. The conferees 

ave agreed to recommend $200,000 for that purpose instead of $400,000. 

Senate amendmentnumbered 200, in relation to the allotment of lands onthe Qua- 
paw indian Reservation, is agreed to with an amendment making the allotment 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, with the right of contest 
of persons dissatisfied. 

The amendments on which the conferees have not been able to are 47, 
om to appropriate the sum of $300,000 to pay the Ogden Land Company of 

‘ew York for an alleged interest in the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian reser- 
vations; 

Amendment numbered 136 of the Senate, topay the Indiana Miami Indians the 
sum of $48,528.38 on the finding of the Court of Claims under the Bowman law; 

Amendment numbered 144 of the Senate, which strikes out of the bill the fol- 
lowing words: ‘‘from the provision for the support of Indian day and industrial 
schools, and each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the end of five years from the date on whieh this act goes into 
effect all contracts for such education shall cease.” 

Upon those three Senate amendments the conferees have not been able to agree. 

W.S. HOLMAN. 
J. M. ALLEN. 
@J.A. PICKLER. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the 


three ae e tions, 
The SPEAKER. 8 this report a partial agreement? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. A partial agreement. 

The SPEAKER. © question first will be upon agreeing to the 
report, as far as the conferees have agreed. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the remaining points of disagree- 
ment are, first, in regard to the appropriation of $300,000 to extin- 
guish what is known as the Ogden land claim, a claim set up by 
what is known as the Ogden Land Company to certain lands in the 
Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations. The conferees upon the 
part of the House can not agree to that preposition. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What proposition is that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the Ogden Land Company amendment, 
the proposition to appropriate $300,000 te extinguish what is spoken 
of as a claim of that company, created more than a century ago, to 
lands on these reservations. 

‘The subject was not brought to the attention of the House Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and has not been very thoroughly exam- 
ined. There has been a report made tothe Secretary of the Interior 
on the subject, and the conferees upon the part of the House, during 
the short time they have been able to look into the subject, have 
become thoroughly impressed with the belief that there is no foun- 
dation whatever for this claim; that it has no merit whatever, and 
that this appropriation ought not to be made. 

It is a claim running back into the last century, and at the best 
it is but an agreement wpon the part of the States of Massachusetts 
and New York—those States. mutually holding lands under the 
British Crown—that these men calling themselves a company, but 
not being a corporation, should have simply what is called in the 
old papers of more than a century ago a right of redemption; that 
is to say, simply a right to purchase these lands from the Indians. 
There is nothing elseinit. If there was time to analyze this report 
which has been made to the Secretary of the Interior I think all 
gentlemen would be satisfied that there is no foundation for the 
claim. It was put on the bill in the Senate. 

The next proposition is placed on the bill by the Senate as the 
result of an inquiry into the facts of the claim of the Miami Indians, 
found under the Bowman Act. That subject was not called to the 
attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House, and the 
examination of that subject has been very brief. It is a claim of 
$48,538. : 

It is not pretended but that the Government paid out that money 
to the Miemi Indians, but it was claimed before the Court of Claims 
that the payment was made to Indians who were not entitled to re- 
ceive the money, and I concede that the finding of the Court of 
Claims upon the facts tends to show that there might have been a 
mistake made as to the persons entitled to receive the money; but 
that the money was paid is nota subject of dispute. These are the 
Indiana Miamis, those that remained in that State when the main 
body of Indians went westward, The only question that can pes- 
sibly arise is whether the money was paid to the right Indians or 
not. I have not been able to study the subject sufficiently to form 
any very reliable opinion, and I wished to bring the subject to the 
attention of the House, 


The other proposition is quite an interesting one, and I ask the 
attention of the House, Mr. Speaker, to this, the third and last 
proposition, which is a matter of controversy. ‘The House in pass- 
ing this bill incorporated into the provision for the support of 
Indian day and industrial schools and other educational purposes 
the following provision, that as to these industrial schools the 
appropriation should bediminished from time to time at the rate of 
20 per cent per annum, so that they should terminate in five years, 
and that all Indian schools should then be under the direct control 
of the Government. The House, therefore, struck out all of the 
so-called contract schools, with the exception of the Lincoln and 
Hampton schools, one at Philadelphia and the other at Hampton, 
and incorporated this language into the measure: 


And each succeeding year he shall (that is the Secretary of the Interior) pro- 
portionately so reduce the amount thus used that at the end of five years from 
the date upon which this act goes inte effect all contracts forsucia education shall 
cease. 


That is to say, that the contract system shall terminate. I will 
read this passage over again, because I hope there wiil be no mis- 
understanding as to what this means. 


Mr. MARSH. That is the passage that was inserted in the bill 
by the House that you are now reading? 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The whole provision is as follows: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall make contracts, but only 
with the present contract schools, for the education of Indian pupils during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, to the extent not exceeding bo per cent of the 
amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 


This gives the language to which I specially call attention. Now 
this lenguage is stricken out. 

Mr. MARSH. By the Senate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. By the Senate. 


And each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount thus 


used thatat the end of five years from the date on which this act goes into effect 
all contracts for such education shall cease. 
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Now, when the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate re- 
ported this bill to the Senate they omitted from the bill any appre- 
priation for the Lincoln school or for the Hampton school. They 
took the money appropriated to those schools respectively—those 
being both contract schools, as a matter of fact—and added that 
amount to the general educational fund, and then at the same time 
struck out this provision. The effect of that would have been to 
place all contract schools npon the same footing. But the Senate 
declined to accept the proposition to strike out the Lincoln school 
and the Hampton school, and struck out this provision, and also 
struck out the provision which I have read. 

The House sees exactly the effect of this. I must say that I 
regret myself that the Senate did not adhere to the line of policy 
which was partially inaugurated by the House and place all of these 
contract schools upon exactly the same footing, appropriating for 
the same, and making it obligatory on the part of the Secretary of 
the Interior to gradually diminish the amount during the period of 
five years until all these schools should be nnder direct Government 
control. But the Senate does not place these two schools, the Lin- 
coln and the Hampton, on the same footing with the others—— 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But strikes out the clause that proposes to put 
these schools on the same footing. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to ask the gentleman this question: Is it 
not the opinion of the chairman of the committee on the part of 
House that the Lincoln and Hampton schools are quite different 
from the other contract schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The only difference is this—that it is claimed, I 
do not know whether it is true or not of my own knowledge—that 
the other schools were denominational schools; and it is claimed 
that the Lincoln school and the Hampton school were not denomi- 
national schools. 

Mr. MORSE. 
those schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But they are all contract schools. 

Mr. Speaker, I have here a statement made by the Seneca Indians 
and covering the whole ground of this question. It is signed by a 
large body of people, including all the officers connected with that 
tribe. I ask that it may go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 


To thehonorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


We, the undersigned delegates of the Senecg Nation of New York Indians, 
would res ectfully memorialize your honorable body against the proposed amend- 
ment in the Indian ee bill (Hl. R. 8479) intended to be proposed by 
Senator H11, of New York, that the Secretary of the Interior be, and is, author- 
ized and directed to negotiate with and purchase from the Ogden Land Company, 
so called, its successors, assigns, or legal representatives, all right, title, or 
interest of said company in and to the lands within the Cattaraugus and Alle- 

any Indian reservations in the State of New York, at a price not exceedin 
§t0 per acre, for which purpose a sum suflicient is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, payment to made to said 
company, its successors, assigns, or legal Mg bey Abe upon the execution ot 
a proper deed or deeds of conveyance to the United States of all right, title, and 
interest of said company in and to the lands aforesaid. 

This intended legislation created a great disturbance among the officers of the 
Seneca Nation of New York Indians and of the people of said nation, and the 
councillors of said nation took immediate consideration on the subject and con- 
cluded to oppose tie amendment intended to be proposed by the honorable Senator 
of New York for the following reason: Your memorialist believes such act or 
legislation on the part of your Congress, the United States exercising, inconsistent 
with the agreements and understanding to our forefathers in pursuance to ar- 
ticle 3, treaty proclaimed January 21, 1795, where the following clause mentioned: 
Now the United States acknowledge all the land within the aforementioned 
boundaries to be the property of the Seneca Nation, and the United States will 
never claim the same, nor disturb the Seneca Nation, nor any of the Six Nations 
or of their Indian frieads residing thereon, and united with them in the free use 
and enjoyment thereof, but it shall remain theirs until they choose to sell the 
same to the people of the United States, who have the right to purchase. 

And your memorialist will further show that the Constitution of the United 
States, article 6, clause 2: ‘‘All treaties made or which shall be made under the au- 
thority of the United States shall be the supreme law,” etc. And, masmuch as 
the Constitution treats Indian tribes as beionging to the rank of nations cap:ble 
of making treaties, it is evident that an act of Congress which should assume to 
abrogate the treaty obligations now ee ee the Seneca Nation of New 
York Indians and the United States would be unconstitutienal and void. 

In regard to the Ogden Land Company's claim on the lands of Cattaraugus and 
Allegany Indian reservations in the State of New York. In pursuance to the 
said treaty of January 21, 1795, in article 3, it is evident in this article that the 
United States did acknowledge all the lands within the aforementioned bounda- 
ries, to be the property of the Seneca Nation. This property is the very lands on 
which the one and Allegany Indian Reservation, now located, the same 
owned and occupied by the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, and your memo- 
rialist, under the agreement by said treaty and the same ratified by your honor 
able body. Also in the last clause in this article 3, when it says: “‘ But it shall 
remain theirs until they choose to sell the same to the people of the United 
States, who have the right to purchase.” 

In these last six words upon which the Ogden Land Company do rely their 
rights to the lands, said Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian reservations, if it 
should be followed up in according to the ya in the treaties, that the ti- 
tle of lands upon said Cattaraugus and A ogany Indian reservations, without 
any doubt the title is not vested on the part of said Ms men Land Company, and 

our memorialist believes if the proposed amendment intended to be intreduced 

ry the Hon. D. B. Hitt should pass and take effect, that the United States Gov- 
ernment will pay large amount of money, when it is not necessary; even though 
if it was ordered to pay the said Ogden Land Company at the rate of $3 per acre, 
it would then be too much money. Certainly a large majority of the Seneca Na- 
tion of Indians are not asking such favor. 

Your memorialist believes that the citizens of the United States, together with 
@small number of Indians, are making strenuous efforts to change the title of our 


That claim is just and correct with reference to 
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lands, and if such a ch should take place your memorialist believes that it 
weuld be injurious and detrimental to the welfare and prosperity of the Sencoa 
Nation of Indians of the New York State; and your memorialist still further 
believes, and having great faith in your Congress, that no sueh enormous meusures 
be allowed to be passed, relating to our municipal affairs and title to our lands with 
out consent by a majority of the councillors of the Seneca Nation of New York 
Indiana in open council and of the people of said nation, in pursuance to the 
existing treaty stipulations. ‘Therefore, your memorialist respectfully and ear- 
nestly pray before your honorable body that no such legislation or amendment 
should bemade in the aforesaid Indian appropriation bill, as proposed and intended 
to Be introduced by the Hon. D. B. Hm (Senator of New York State). 

W. C. HOAG, 

ALFRED L. JIMESON, 

T. T. JAMERSON, Sr., 

New York Indian Delegation. 

Whereas, a special council of the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, held at 
their council house on the Cattaraugus Indian Reservation the ith of February, 
A. D. 1895, passed a resolution appointing a delegation, consisting of three 

rsons, viz, Alfred L. Jimeson, W. C. Hoag, and T. T. Jamerson, sr., to go to 

Vashington, D. C., to remonstrate against the passage by Congress of an ‘Act 
that would provide for an extinguishment of the rights, title, interests, and 
claims of the so-called Ogden Land Company to the lands upon the Cattaraugus 
and Allegany Indian reservations in the State of New York; also the allotment 
of lands to the Senecas of the New York State; also to make them citizens ef the 
United States of America: 

Now, therefore, in view of the foregoing arrangement of the council, we, the 
undersigned members of the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, do hereby 
approve and fully indorse the action and course taken by the above said council 
in the appointment of said delegation and the duties reposed upon them. 


Members of the Allegany Reservation. 

Gentlemen: Austin John, William Patterson, George Patterson, Hor- 
ace Jimerson, Casler (his x mark) Redeye, Bennet (his x mark) 
Redeye, Henry Redeye, Sheldon Redeye, Willis Jimeson, John 
Louis, Benjamin (his x mark) Louis, Nathan Jimeson, Joel Jime- 
son, Wm. (his x mark) Warrior, Casler John, Peter John, Adam 
dimeson, Moses Taylor, Frank Jones, Joel Silverheels, Fred 
Jimeson, Israel Jimeson, Henry Huff, jr., S. S. Purse, Geo. Half 
White, Sherman Gordon, Louis Jacobs, Walter S. Kennedy, 
Thomas Els, Hattie (his x mark) Twogun, Harry (his x mark) 
Twogun, Geo. L. Twogun, Jack Thomas, Wm. (his x mark) Blus- 
eye, Sarah (his x mark) White, Jabes Pierce, Lewis Jehnnie 
John, Isaac Johunie Jobn, Cearles Tall Chief, Frank ‘Tali Chief, 
Wwm.J. Scott, Jacob Scott, Peter Shongo, Wallack Scott, Chancy 
(his x mark) Johnny Jehn, Harry Logan, King Tall Chief, A. 
Sim Logan, Jacob Halftown, Orrin Peter Jones, Roy Crouse, 
Sackett Hemlock, Chester Green, Elan Pierce, Jimmie (his x 
mark) Crow, Louis Moses, Young Jack, Joseph Lay, James Red- 
eye, Gilbert Button, M. Nephew, John C. Lay, Russell Primtup, 
C.S. Gork, Orlandv Doxtader, William Jones, Eli S. Pierce, Syl 
vester Pierce, S. Lay, jr., Alf Logan, Francis Lay, Frank n, 
Willie Jones, M. A. Pierce, N. C. Patterson, Nathaniel Kennedy, 
Harry Kittle, Wallace Jacobs, Moses Lay, Joln (his x mark) Lay, 
$d, Phillip Jackson, Farnum Cook, Jacob Philips, Jimmie Philips, 
George Jacobs, Geo. (his x mark) Litus, David (his x mark) 
Thomas, Amos Snow, David Bowen, Jerome L. Bowen, Howard 
Pierce, Lewis Pierce, King Pierce, James Watt, Willis (his x 
mark) Bedeye, Frank L. Pierce, David (his x mark) Killbuck, 
Eugene Crouse, Fred Abram, Richard Jackson, Hiram Beaver, 
John (his x mark) Jonathan, Silas Cooper, Jones (his x mark Ti- 
tus, Ruefen (his x mark) White, Chrysty (his x mark) Mohawk, 
Jones (his x mark) Bedeye, Henry (his x mark) Abram, Ned Gor- 
don, Jolm (his x mark) Gerdon. 

Ladies: Mary Jimerson, Lucy (her x mark) Couit,Ida Titus, Saily 
(her x mark) Titas, Anna (her x mark) Titus, Gertie Brooks, 
Lucina Jimeson, Mary C. Jimeson, Deliah Jimeson, Louisa Mo- 
hawk, Clarinda John, Dora B. Hoag, Mattie Kenjockety, Marina 
J. Pierce, Hattie Jimeson, Dora Taylor, Nettie Shongo, Rhoda 
Plaummer, Elizabeth Jones, Sarah Jones, Louisa Logan, Elizabeth 
Pierce, Jennie Jimerson, Mary Jack, Betsey Scott, Sarah Scott, 
Martha Tallchief, Sarah ‘Tallchief, Jane Britton, Martha Tall- 
chief, Alice Snyder, Ethel Jimerson, Mary Logan, Martha Half- 
town, Maria Jones, Charles F. Wilson, Dick Crouse, Julia Cronse, 
Maima Smith, Jennie (her x mark) Crow, Hannah (her x mark) 
Luke, Nancy (her x mark) Cornplanter, Mrs. Khoda Lay, Mrs. 
Mary Bishop, Mrs. Maggie T. Jimeson, Mrs. C. S. York, Mary A. 
Jones, Mary M. Kennedy, Mrs. Minnie Pierce, Mrs. Lucy Jones, 
Nancy Logan, Mary Snow, Julia Obail, Eliza Hemlock, Jane (her 
x mark) Jacob, Sarah (her x mark) Crow, Martha (her x mark) 
Crow, Miss Hannah King, Mary Thompson, Phebe Jackson,Sophia 
Talichief, Affie Tallchief, Julia Tayler, Mrs. Chas. Thompson, Dora 
Johnny John, Sally (her x mark) Tenn, Nancy (her x mark) Billy, 
Lacy (her x mark) Snow, Rillie Bowen, Amanda Bowen, Laura 
Huff, Ebigal (her x mark) Pierce, Lily (herx mark) Pierce, Mary 
Pieree, Eliza (her x mark) Lee, Sally (her x mark) Jacob, Mary (her 
x mark) Titus, Exie (her x mark) Buck, Mary (her x mark Gardan, 
Mary Patterson, Jennie Patterson, Margaret Jacob, Priscilla 
(her x mark) Bishop, Emily C. Jimerson, Lillie C. Pierce, Lacy 
S. Redeye, Hattie White, Hattie John, Lucinda (her x mark) 
Redeye, Libbie Redeye, Jennie Crouse. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HATCH. I want to know what is before the House, as I can 
not hear a word of what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. A conference report on an appropriation bill is 
before the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I protest, Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary 
for us to stay here all night through when we can not hear one sin- 
gle word that is said. We might just as well be on the other side 
of the Potomac River. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I see, Mr. Speaker, that the House is impatient, 
and I will only state that inasmuch as this language was inserted 
in this amendment on the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior and after a fair discussion in the House, the conferees 
could not take the responsibility of concurring in the action of the 
Senate. My motion, therefore, is that the House still further insist 
as to these three propositions and ask for a further conference. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House still further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments and ask for a further conference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. PICKLER, I wish the House to understand the points of 
difference between the House and Senate on this Indian appropria- 
tion bill. Everything is agreed to exceptthree propositions. First, 
the item in relation to the Ogden Land Company, in New York; sec- 
ond, the payment to the Miami Indians in Indiana; and third, the 
House proposition in relation to Indian schools, contemplating 
doing away with all church contract schools within five years. 

As to the first item, the New York matter, the Senate conferees 
seem to contend very emphatically for their ground, and desire the 
House to understand that they are in earnestinregard toit. Their 
position is this: It appears that the claim of the Ogden Land Com- 
pany is a matter which has been pending for a long number of years 
in connection with the Indians living on this tract of land in ques- 
tion, and now the proposition is that the Secretary of the Interior. 
on behalf of those Indians, shall negotiate with the Ogden Lan 
Company for the transfer of whatever title they have in the land, 
and the bill appropriates $300,000 for that purpose. 

The Senate conferees emphatically contend that this is a matter 
which has been pending for a very long period, that everybody who 
has knowledge of it admits that it should be settled in some way or 
other, and that now is the time to settle it. These Indians, who 
have some representatives here, would probably, I understand, 
prefer that nothing should be done in the matter, but I am informed 
by them that if anything is done about it by nae they desire 
that it shall be done in the language presented in the Senate 
amendment, and I do not believe they seriously object. The ques- 
tion is whether that matter shall now be settled or not. The Senate 
conferees contend that it should be settled, as it has been pending 
for nearly a hundred years. 

As to the Miami Indian item, the Indians contend (and they are 
upheld in this by the Court of Claims) that years ago the Govern- 
ment paid $48,000 of their money, or what amounts to that, to cer- 
tain Indians who were not entitled to it. The Court of Claims 
found that that was the fact, and now the Miamis come in and ask 
the Government to make them whole in that particular. That is 
another matter that has been pending for a score of years, and 
that the Senate think ought to be settled. 

As to the third proposition, that is a matter that has attracted a 
good deal of attention in the House, and I ask the attention of the 
House to it now, because I know that every member is interested in 
it. In the House we passed this provision in regard to the Indian 
schools: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall make contracts, but only with 
the present contract schools, for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, to an extent not exceeding 80 per cent of the amount 
so used for the fiscal year 1895. 

In regard to that provision both Houses are agreed; but we added 
this: 

And each es year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount thus 
used that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes into effect 
all contracts for such education shall cease. 

The Senate strikes that out; and there is the difference between 
the conferees on that provision. 

Mr. LINTON. Is it not a fact that the conferees on the part of 
the Senate have consented to recede from their disagreement to that? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; there is no agreement, else we would not 
come here. 

Mr. LINTON. Iam so informed by two of the Senate conferees ; 
and therefore do not understand why this matter should be dragged 
back here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ob, no; not as stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, this Ogden Com- 

any, according to my information, has no title whatever to those 
ietice lands. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. They have. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Well, if they have, let them 
show it. But the indications are that they have not. More than a 
hundred years ago there was a dispute between Massachusetts and 
New York about the lands west of the Genesee River. 

That dispute was settled. Massachusetts ceded to New York all 
her rights to those lands, reserving only the right to buy them of 
the Indians if the Indians should ever want to sell them. Now the 
Ogden Company claim, after 125 years, that they have obtained by 
various mesne conveyances from the State of Massachusetts the 
simple right to buy the lands if the Indians ever sell them. The 
Indians never have wanted to sell them. 

This Ogden company, now reduced to a single trustee named 
Appleby, residing in New York, claiming to hold in trust a mere 
abstract right, have been watching a hundred years or thereabouts 
to chisel] these Seneca Indians out of their lands. Not being able 
to do it, they now come and ask Con to give them $5 an acre, 
amounting to the snug little sum of $300,000, for all the Indian 
lands. And that is not all. They say, “The United States can 
make the Indians pay this sum;”’ and when an amendment was 


offered in the Senate, providing that this money should not be 
taken out of the funds of the Indians, a Senator said that it ought 


to be paid by the Indians, and he hoped the amendment would be 
defeated in conference. 


Now, I have here a most careful and, as I believe, a most accurate 
statement of the whole case. 

Mr. SWANSON. Does the gentleman wish to recede or insist? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I want to insist. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. This statement has been pre- 
aly by Mr. Joseph O’Conor, a gentleman who, in addition to being 

red a lawyer, is one of the ablest journalists of the United States. 
I ask that the statement be read by the Clerk. It is in the form of 
an editorial in the Rochester Post-Express. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman expect to have all this read ? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It is not very long. 

The SPEAKER. It will occupy perhaps half an hour. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Well, I ask that it be printed 
in the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 

THE OGDEN LAND COMPANY. 

A matter of great interest and importance to western New York, and par- 
ticularly to the Seneca Nation of Indians, is now ding in Congress. 

It is proposed to appropriate $300,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, to 
purchase the claim of the Ogden Land Company in the Cattaraugus and e- 
gany Indian reservations, at a price not exceeding $5 per acre. 

An amendment to this effect was made by the Senate to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill on motion of Senator Hitt. 

It should not be agreed to by the House of Representatives. 

The history of the Ogden Company is closely interwoven with the history of 
early land transactions in western New York. 

After the close of the Revolutionary war, claims to the land in what is now 
western New York were made by both Massachusetts and New York. There 
were negotiations both in and out of Congress, and TT the two States came to 
an eement. Massachusetts ceded to New York all the claim, right, and title 
which it had ‘to the government, an and jurisdiction” of the lands, and 
New York ceded to Massachusetts ‘‘the right of preemption of the soil from the 
native Indians.” 

Massachusetts sold the right to buy to Phelps and Gorham. On July 8, 1788, 
at a treaty at Buffalo Creek, these speculators bought from the Indians all the 
lands east of the Genesee River and a small section west of it, paying them 
£2,100 and agreeing to pay an annuity of $500. Phelps and Gorham became 
ec oaryg involved. Of their purchase they sold all but two townships to 
Robert Morris, who, in turn, sold to Sir William Pulteney and his associates in 
England. This land, embracing about 2,500,000 acres, is known as the Phelps and 
Gorham purchase, 

Upon the failure of Phelps and Gorman to carry out their agreement with 
Massachusetts, the right to buy the land west of the Genesee River reverted to 
that State. On May 11,1791, Massachusetts sold the right to Robert Morris. In 
1792 and 1793 he sold his rights and titles to all the lands, except the eastern por- 
tion, since known as the Morris reserve, to certain capitalists in Holland, agvee- 
— make the purchase from the Indians. In September, 1797, his son and 
attorney, Thomas Morris, held a treaty with the Seneca Indians at Big Tree, near 
the present Geneseo, and purchased for $100,000 all the Indian lands west of the 
Genesee, except certain reservations. 

The right to buy these reservations was sold by the representatives of the 
Holland Land Company. to David A. Ogden, the deed yey Bae September 12, 
1810. On February 8, 1821, Ogden transforred his right to Robert Troup, Thomas 
Ludlow Ogden, and Benjamin W. Rogers, as trustees. The trustis what is com- 
monly called the Ogden Land Company. On December 19, 1829, Robert Troup, 
Thomas L. Ogden, and Benjamin W. sours trustees, conveyed to Thomas 
Ogden, Charles G. Troup, and Joseph Fellows, trustees. After the death of the 
first two, Joseph Fellows, trustee, conveyed to George R. Babcock and Charles 
E. Appleby, trustees. Babcock died in 1876, and Appleby is now the sole trustee. 

There never was any corporation called ‘‘ The Ogden Land eens There 
is no capital stock. There are 20 shares or interests in thetrust estate. They 
have no face value, each share representing one-twentieth of whatever may be 
the value of the right to buy the lands. Charles E. Appleby owns 1 share. 
The others are owned by the estates of the following persons, now dead: 
Joshua Waddington, 4 shares, Thomas Ludlow Ogden, 2 shares; Abraham Ogden 
1 share; Peter Schermerhorn, 1 share; Duncan P. Campbell, 1 share; Robert 
Bayard, 1 share; Benjamin W. Rogers, 2 shares; Louisa Troup, 1 share; Charlotte 
Brinckerhoff,1 share; Robert L. Tillotson, 1 share; James 8. Wadsworth, 14 
shares; Ogden F. Murray, § share; Shaw and Wilson, 2 shares, now held by the 
Bank of England. 

By treaty at Baffalo Creek, August 31, 1826, the Senecas sold to Troup, Ogden, 
and Rogers the Caneadea Reservation, containing 16 square miles; the Canawagus 
Reservation, containing 2 square miles; the Big Tree Reservation containing 2 
square miles; the Squawky Hill Reservation, containing 2 square miles; 2 
square miles of the Gardeau Keservation ; 33,637 acres of the Buffalo Creek Reser- 
vation; 33,409 acres of the Tonawanda Reservation; 640 acres in the Cattaraugus 
Reservation, in the present town of Hanover, and “the mile strip” and “ mile 
square” in Erie County—in all 87,526 acres, for $48,216. 

Of the total purchase price, $43,250 in the stock of the public debt of the United 
States was transferred to the Ontario Bank at Canandaigua, and afterwards to 
the United States Treasury, in trust for the Senecas, and in each year they have 
received $2,162.50, being the interest at 5 per cent. 

The grossest frauds were practiced on the Indians at_ the treaty of 1826. Of 
the purchase money, $4,966 was never placed to their credit at all, but was used, 
with other funds of the Ogden Land Company, in bribing the leading chiefs and 
settling annuities upon them. Many of them received from $80 te $120 a year so 
long as they lived. 

After the sale of the Genesee River reservations and the other tracts of land 
which we have described, the Ogden Land Company continued to own the right 
to buy the Tonawanda and Allegany reservations and the remainder of the 
Cattaraugus Reservation. Its right to buy the Tonawanda lands was purchased 
in 1857 by the Indians themselves, and the title thereto is now held by the comp- 
troller of the State of New York in trust for the Tonawanda Indians. 

All the right that now remains to the Ogden Land Company, therefore, is to 
buy the ny Reservation, containing 30,469 acres, and the remaining 21,760 
acres of the Cattaraugus Reservation. 

With an impudence that, in view of the facts, is simply amazing, the Ogden 
Land Company claims not the right to buy but the actual ownership of the land, 
and concedes to the Indians nothing more than the right tooccupy it. That Sen- 
ator HI. takes the same position is not creditable to his good sense, or his know]- 
edge of the history of his own State. 
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In speaking of this claim Governor De Witt Clinton said to the Indians: ‘All 
the right which the Ogden company have to —_ reservations is the right to 


— when you deem it expedient to sell 
ands, but no other person can. 

The committee of the eral council of Massachusetts, in their report of 1840, 
said in regard to tke claim that under the a ment with New York ‘“ Massa- 
chusetts held the sole and exclusive right to purchase the lands whenever the 
Indians should voluntarily = of them.” ‘The sole and exclusive right to 
purchase the lands of the Indians gave no other title or interest in the land 
whatever.” ‘Such interest or title could be assigned only by a sale or convey- 
ance thereof by the Indians.” 

The judiciary committee of the senate of the State of New York, in a report 
made in 1857, referring to the Ogden claim, said: ‘‘ It was simply the right to pur- 
chase of the Indians whenever a ht choose to sell.” 

In the Senate on Saturday Sena’ offered this amendment to the Indian 
appropriation bill: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to ae with and purchase from 
the Ogden Land Company, which negotiation and purchase the said Secre is 
hereby authorized and directed to make on be of the Indians upon the Cat- 
—— and Allegany Indian reservations for all the right, title, or interest 
of said company in and to the lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian 
reservations in the State of New York, at a price not exceeding $5 per acre, 
the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasu 
not otherwise appropriated, or so much of said sum as may be necessary; suc 
payment te be made to said company, its successors, assigns, or legal represen- 
tatives, upon the exccution of a proper deed or deeds of conveyance to the 
ae of all right, title, and interest of said company in and to the lands 

oresaid.”’ 

The Secret of the Interior may, under such rules and regulations as he may 
prescribe, obtain consent of said Indians to said purchase. 

Senator PETTIGREW, who seems to bea much better friend of the Seneca In- 
dians than Senator HILL, though he lives thousands of miles away, immediately 
offered an amendment to this amendment: 

*‘ Provided, That no money or property belonging to said Indians shall be ex- 
pended or used for this purpose without their consent.” 

Senator Hitt made strenuous objections to this amendment. He declared that 
“the subsequent reimbursement of the United States from the Indians is a mat- 
ter of course for subsequent legislation.” 

In other words, Senator HILL would compel the Indians to extinguish the claim 
of the Ogden Company at their own expense. 

The Indians care nothing for this claim, and it is a monstrous injustice to com- 
pel them to extingnish it for the benefit of the successors of the gang of specula- 
tors who bribed and plundered the Senecas long years ago. 

Senator PerriGRew said he had on his desk protests from the Seneca Indians 
“against this whole business;’’ not only protests, but a resolution passed by their 
council and signed by their chief head men. He added: 

“T must protest against this being done unless the Indians consent toit. These 
Indians say to me that they care nothing about this Ogden Land Company title. 

‘* The Indians say that the lands can be divided among them in severalty with- 
out purchasing the Ogden Land Company’s title, and that they are perfectly satis- 
fied that it shall be done when the time comes, and that all the Ogden Land 
Company have under heaven is thw first ee to purchase either of the tribe or 
of the individaals if they divide it in se . , if the Ogden Land Com- 
pany do not choose to purchase it they can to other people. this does not 
stand in the way of allotting that land in severalty to these people and obliterating 


em; that is, they can buy your 


this so-called government of theirs and wiping out the reservation. 

“T believe all the Ogden Land omnene can be —— out for $75,000. I 
believe they can be nooat out for $50,000. If this amendment goes through we 
will pa an acre; and if we res do it without consulting those people; 
we ought to pay it out of the of the United States. There is not 
any question aboutit. Unlessmy amen nt is accepted I shall make the point 
of order against the amendment.” 


These are brave and manly words, and tly to the credit of Senator Petti- 
GREW. He insisted upon the adoption of his amendment, and Senator HILL was 
obliged to yield. He did not do so cefully, however, but declared that the 
committee of conference should strike the amendment out. 

Senator HILt restated his tion as follows: 

“The amendment simply provides that we shall make in behalf of the Indians 
this contract and purchase. The Government appropriates the money. As to 
what portion, if any, the Government should pay, we expect the whole of it to be 
reimbursed from the Indians. They can not simply set themselves up and say 
they do not wish to be disturbed. Above and beyond all this is the great ques- 
tion of public policy, as to what should be done with these Indians. 

‘The leaders of these Indians, of —_ will object to this provision. They 
always object to it. Their very rule depen he ig e maintenance of their tribal 
relations, and they never want them distarbed, because they are the bosses and 
<=> not wish to be disturbed.” 

ere is neither good law nor good faith in this position. 

It seems to us that the Indians have been plundered and cheated long enough. 
The whites covet their lands now, as always, and are ready to resort to fraud 
and deception; but we think that in the great body of the people there is now a 
sense of justice, so far as the Indians are concerned, and a desire that they should 
be treated fairly. 

The Senecas own their lands, and though they can sell them only to the Ogden 
Land Company, they should not be compelled to sell them, or ur; to dose. We 
firmly believe that they are better off now than they would be if they owned the 
land in severalty; but, however that may be, the fact remains that it would be a 
monstrous act of injustice to exert the power of the Government of the United 
States to compel them to pay a large sum of money to the shareholders of the 
Ogden Land Company, the euccessors of unscrupulous speculators who cheated 
the Indians in 1826 and by bribery and corruption oe ae of thousands 
of acres of the most fertile land in western New York at 55 cents an acre. 


Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose 
of speaking in favor of thisamendment. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to be heard in reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Hooker]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I will notask more than five min- 
utes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, this amendment affects 
the people in my district and the edicining districts more than any 
other portion of the State of New York. On the last Indian appro- 
 priation bill an ameadment was adopted authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to investigate in reference to the title of the Ogden 
Land Company in the reservations of Allegany and Cattaraugus 
in western New York. Acting upon that authority, the Secretary 
of the Interior investigated and made report to Congress. 
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In this report he cites that the Ogden Land Company has a valid 
and subsisting title to all the lands in both these reservations— 
about 50,000 acres. He recommends that the title, whatever it is, 
be extinguished. Not only does the Secretary of the Interier rec- 
ommend that this be done, but the members of the Indian Rights 
Association make the same recommendation. The Indians are here 
and they say this should be done. 

Until this title is extinguished their lands can not be alletted in 
severalty and they be made citizens. The agent for the Indians of 
the State of New York recommends that the very thing proposed by 
this amendment be done. Every person who has ever investigated 
this title by virtue of any authority has recommended that it be done. 
Mr. Donaldson, who prepared the bulletin on the Six Nations of 
Indians of the State of New York, says that the claim of the Ogden 
Land Company is the only thing that stands in the way of the settle- 
ment of the Indian question on those two reservations, 

I have letters from the best Indians on that reservation asking 


—— 





that this measure be adopted. They have been appealing for this 
action. The only opposition to this measure comes mainly from 
councilmen upon the reservation, who receive about $15,000 every 


year for rental of village lands on the reservations. By the way, 
there are seven villages upon this reservation. Every dollar of 
the money thus received as rental has been squandered by the coun- 
cil of the Seneca Nation of Indians. There is not an Indian on the 
reservation who is opposed to this measure except the ofiicers who 
are getting this money and squandering it rather than dividing it 
among the nation, as they should do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from New York will read this 
statement. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This paper? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Yes, sir; that paper. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And I do not believe a word of it. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I have seen the representatives of 
the Indians, who are here. I have talked with a distinguished Sen- 
ator from Colorado, an ex-Secretary of the Interior, a man who was 
born and raised a short distance from this reservation and knows 
all about the condition of these Indians, and he is heartily in favor 
of this amendment, and says it is the only way to settle this 
question. 

.Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to recede from the disagreement to tho 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the previous question, but yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELs]. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make some explanation 
in reference to what has been said concerning the condition of this 
clause of the Indian appropriation bill. In June, 1894, [ intended 
to have made an objection to the addition of this amendment to 
the bill, but was obliged to leave the city of Washington for a few 
days while the bill was under discussion. The gentleman here 
would not propose or bring in the amendment while I was here. I 
left the objection that I intended to make with my colleagues [ Mr. 
SIcKLEs and Mr. Coomss] from New York to bring up when the 
amendment was considered. 

The gentleman who has just addressed the House, together with 
another gentleman, engaged General SICKLES in conversation at the 
time the amendment was proposed, and concealed from him what 
was designed at the time to be accomplished. They continued the 
conversation with him untilthe amendment was proposed and ac- 
cepted without objection, and after General SIcKLEs found out that 


I have read it, with all due respect. 


the amendment was brought in surreptitiously in this manner, he 
asked to go back into the committee and have the matter brought 
before the Committee of the Whole again, to which request the 


gentleman who has just addressed the House objected. 

I have in my hand 2 memorandum made for this purpose at the 
time, and taken from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, showing pre- 
cisely the proceedings in that connection and that state of facts. 


When the amendment was brought in as it stands on the bill it 
was not brought to the attention of the House at all. Ifit had 
been, it is not probable it would have stood the test for a moment; 


but it was taken to the Senate and put in thers, with the expectation, 
undoubtedly, that it would pass the House without attention or 
observation being called to it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, all that the Ogden company have in connec- 
tion with this matter is simply the right to buy ont the Indians in 


case the Indians are willing tosell. They have no further authority 
over the property in any shape or form; and the Supreme Court 
of the Uni States, in 5 Wallace, decided that the Indians were 


owners of the property, and no person had the right to interfere 
with them or force an exchange of property unless they were will 
ing to sell. 

t was simply the option to buy the lands of the Indians, and the 
Indians refased to sell. From the time when the treaty was first 
made with them, and they were cheated by the treaty, the Ogden 


company were really required to and did convey back to the Indians 
these two reservations because of the fact that they had been 
cheated; and, I repeat, from that time to this the Indians have 
been unwilling to make any agreement with these people or to part 


with their title under any circumstances. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hooxrr] to recede from the disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47 and agree to 
the same. 

The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with and purchase 
from the Ogden Land oe (which negotiation and purchase the said Secre- 
tary is hereby authorized and directed to make on bebalf of the Indians upon 
the Cattaraagus and Allegany Indian reservations) for all the right, title, or in- 
terest of sabl company in can to the lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany- 
Indian reservations in ths State of New York, at a price not exceeding $5 per 
acre, the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, or so much of said sum as may be necessary, 
such payment to be made to said company, its successors, assigns, or legal rep- 
resentatives, upon the execution of a proper deed or deeds of conveyance to the 
United States of all the right, title, and interest of said company. The Secretary 
of the Interior may, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, ob- 
tain the consent of said Indians te such purchase: Provided, No money or pro 
erty belonging to said Indians shall be expended or used for this purpose wi 
out their consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to this amendment, and agree 
to the same. The vote will first be taken upon that motion. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 93, 
noes 66, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York and Mr. SNODGRASS made 
the point of no quorum. 

Several MemBERS. Oh, no; don’t do that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The announcement of the result was not dis- 
tinctly heard. I ask that the Speaker again announce the result. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 93 and the noes 
are 66. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I make the point of no quorum. 

Several MemBERS. Too late. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I made the point of no quo- 
rum, and I have not withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] 
states that he did not understand the announcement. The gentle- 
man makes the point of no —s The Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HoLMAN, and the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Hooxrr. 

The Houseagain divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 106, noes 80. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ware SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Hotman and Mr. Mc- 

OWELL. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, that the House recede from its di ent to 
this amendment and agree to the same, will, when their names are 
called, say aye, those opposed, no; and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 100, an- 
swered “present” 4, not voting 165; as follows: 


YEAS—80. 
Adams, Pa. Fielder, Kribbs, \, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Linton, aes 
Bartlett, Geary, Lockwood, Reed, 
Boatner, ’ Loud, Debestete, 
Bromwell, Griffin, Wis. Loudenslager, La. 
Cadmus. Grosvenor, on, Rusk, 
Carnpbell, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Russell, Conn 
Cannon, Il. Hager, och, Sibley, 
Chickering, Nebr. McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Childs, Hall, c » Stone, W. A. 
Coffin, Md Hall, Mo. Meikl Stone. ia. 
Covert, Hartman, Mercer, Talbott, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hatch, Meyer, Tarsney, 
Daizell, Hayes, Money, 
Davey, Henry, oon, y, 
Dolliver, e Morse, Wadsworth, 
Doolittle, Hooker, N. ¥. Payne, Walker, 
Dann, Houx, lips, Wever, 
Durborow, Jobnson, N. Dak. Pickler, ite, 
Ellis, Oreg. Kiefer, Woomer. 
NAYS—100. 
Coffeen, W 
Allen, Cooper, In Little, Ryan, 
Arnold, Cox, dox, Sayers, 
Bailey, Crawford, rm 
Sane: De Armond, Ss 
es er 
Gell, Colo. Dinsmore, McEttrick, Hae ages 
a oa 
nm y 
— Pine” * Strait, 
retz, Gorman, ontgomery, 
Broo! Grady, oses, Talbert, 8. C. 
ik Haines, Mutchler, Tate, 
Bunn, Hare, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, Ind. 
um, ON Mo. Terry, 
Cabaniss, Nenderson, N.C. Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Caminetti, Holman, Page, Turpin, 
Cannon, Hudson, Paschal, Tyler. 
Gabath ieee” Pence, — Wat ¥ — 
> irt, . 
Catechin, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. Weadock, 
= | Ee Bits aon mien. Wittlr, Ae 
yle, r, 
Cobb, Mo. wson, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, Ii. 
Layton, Ritchie, Williams, Miss. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—4. 


Enloe, Pearson, Springer, Turner, Va 
NOT VOTING—165. 
Abbott, Crain, Hitt, Perkins, 
Adams, Ky. Culberson, Hooker, Miss. Pigott, 
Aitken, rtis, Kans. Hopkins, I. Powers, 
Aldrich, Davis, = Pa. Randall, 
Alexander, De Forest, Hulick, Ra . 
Apsley, Denson, Hull, Richards, 
Avery, Dingley, Hutcheson, Robinson, Pa 
Babeock Donovan, Izlar, Russell, Ga. 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, 
Baldwin, Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio Settle, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, Jorden, Shell, 
Barwig, Ellis, Ky. Kilgore, She 
Beckner, English, N.J. Lacey, Sickles, 
Belden, Epes, Lane, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Erdman, Lapham, Smith, 
Berry, Everett, Latimer, Somers, 
Bingham, Fletcher, saerer, Bore, 

. Forman, ivingston, Stephenson, 
Blan Funk, oa Stevens, 
Boutelle, Fyan, Lynch, Storer, 
Bower, N. C. Gear, agner, Straus, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N.Y. Mallory, Strong, 
Branch, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Goldzier, Martin, Ind. Tawney 
Brickner, Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderi Graham, McAleer, Tucker, 
Brosius, Gresham MeCall, Updegraff, 
Brown, Griffin, Mich. McCreary, Ky. Van Voorhis, Ohie 
Bundy, Grout, McDannold, Wanger, 
Burnes, Hammond, MeGann, Washington, 
Causey, Harmer, McLaurin, Waugh, 

aney, Harrison, McNagny, Wheeler, DL 
Cobb, Ala. Harter, McRae, Whiting, 
Cc an Haugen, Milliken, Wilson, Ohio 
Cogswell, Heard, Moore, Wilson, W. Va 
Conn, Heiner, Pa. Morgan, Wise, 
Coombs, Henderson, Ml. Murray, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, Iowa Neill, Woodard, 
Cooper, Tex. Hendrix, Newlands, Wright. 
Cooper, Hepburn, Northway, 
Cornish, Hicks, Ogden, 

Cousins, Hines, Pendleton, Tex. 


So the motion that the House recede from its disagreement was 


rejected. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


On this vote: 


Mr. Berry with Mr. Horxrys of Ilinois. 
Mr. McCreary of Kentucky with Mr. Wuretrr of [llinois. 


Mr. ENLO®E with Mr. Ginter of Massachusetts. 


Mr. LaTIMEerR with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER, Without objection an order will be made that 
the House further insist upon its disagreement to the remaining 
two amendments to the Indian appropriation bill and ask for a 
further conference. 
Mr. MORSE. I desire to make a motion upon that subject, if it 


is in order. 


upon the House contract-school commission. 
The SPEAKER. But the motion is that the House further insist 

upon its og ae te all the remaining amendments. 
. Including this amendment? 


Mr. MORS: 
The SPEAKER. 


I move that the House conferees be instructed to insist 


Yes; that is one of the remaining amendments, 


If there be no objection, an order will be made that the House fur- 
ther insist upon its disagreement to the remaining amendment and 
ask for a conference with the Senate on the disagreving votes of the 


two Houses. 


Mr. MORSE. But is not my motion something in addition to 


that? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 


will insist upon it. 
Mr. BYNUM. There is one amendment presented to the commit- 


If this order is made the House itself 


tee that I should like to have the sense of the House upon before 
it = to conference. 
é eSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the other two amendments, 
en. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 60, after line 15, insert: 
“To Far out of any other money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
iana Miami Indians, g in the State of Indiana or elsewhere, the 
sum of $48,528.38, which said sum of money was by the United States taken from 
their tribal funds against their protest and in violation of the treaty of 185 
and paid to other persons not entitled to it; which acts have been found an 
determined by the Court of Claims in Congressional case No. 9255, and re- 
3s, Which sums shall be immediately available: Provided, how- 
: ‘ore the payment of any part of said sum to said Indians there 
shall be deducted and paid to the attorney of record in the Court of Claims, em- 
ployed by said Indians under an agreement heretofore approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the sum So approved by 
the Secretary and Commissioner not exceeding 10 per cent of said amount: 
And provided further, That said sum shall be paid to the Indians entitled to re- 
ceive the same by a special agent appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
shall be distributed to said Indians under wack rules and regulations as the See- 


of the Interior may prescribe.”’ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had further insisted upon its amendments 
numbered 22, 62, 63, 64, 145, 183, 187, 188, 190, 200, 231 to the bill (H. 
R. 8518) ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 


1895. 





Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, had agreed to the further conference asked by the House 
on the amendments, and had appointed Mr. CocKRELL, Mr. GORMAN, 
and Mr. ALLISON as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my colleague, Mr. MaR- 
TIN, who is detained at home on account of sickness, I desire to 
make a motion that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment and agree to this amendment, I shall take the 
time of the committee only so long as may be necessary to present 
the facts as they have been found in the Court of Claims. Iam 
reading from the findings of the court as presented in Senate Mis- 


cellaneous Document No. 131: ‘ 


On the 6th day of November, 1838, by treaty of that date, the Miami tribe of 
Indians, then living in Indiana, ceded to the United States, for a money consid- 
eration, a portion of their lands in Indiana, looking to the eventual removal of 
the tribe to the country west of the Mississippi River. 


It. 


On the 28th of November, 1840, the Miami tribe of Indians entered into 
another treaty by which they ceded to the United States their remaining lands in 
Indiana, and the United States stipulated to assign them alarge tract of country 
in the then Territory of Kansas, to which they agreed to remove within five 


pears. 
' III. 


In compliance with the treaty of 1840, most of the Miami tribe of Indians re- 
moved to Kansas in the year 1846, but a large number of the tribe had special 
permission, under the treaties of 1838 and 1840 and joint resolutions of Congress 

passed in March, 1845 (6 Stat., 942), and in May, 1850 (9 Stat., 806), to remain in 
ndiana. They did not, therefore, emigrate with the tribe, but remained in 
Indiana and adjacent States; and the annuities due the tribe were divided, one part 
being distributed among the Western Miamis, or these who resided in Kansas, 
and the other part distributed among the Miamis of Indiana. 


Iv. 


On the 5th day of June, 1854, both branches of the Miami tribe of Indians en- 
tered into another treaty with the United States (10 Stat., 1093). In the same 
month and year the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in consultation with the 
head men of the Indiana portion of the tribe, revised and corrected the list of those 
remaining in Indiana and who were entitled to a distribution of the fund to be 
paid to the Indiana Miamis, which constituted a list of 302 persons. At the time 
of the ratification of said treaty (August 4, 1854) an amen iment of the treaty was 
made for the benefit alone of the Miamis of Indiana, which amendment, after recit- 
ing the Saeean to be made of that portion of the money to be paid to them, 

rovided : 

” ‘That no persons other than those embraced in the corrected list agreed upon 
by the’ Miamis of Indiana in the presence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
in June, 1854, comprising 302 names as Miami Indians of Indiana, and the increase 
of the families of the persons embraced in said corrected list, shall be recipients 
ef the payments, annuities, commutation moneys, and interest hereby stipu- 
lated to be paid to the Miami Indians of Indiana, unless other persons shall be 
added to said list by the consent of the said Miami Indians of Indiana, obtained 
in council according to the custom of Miami tribe of Indians.” 


wv. 


Under the provisions of the said treaty of 1854 payments were made annually 
to the Western Miamis and to the Miamis of Indiana, until 1858, when, under an 
act of Congress passed on the 12th day of June of that year the Secretary of 
the Interior took $15,629.27 from the funds set apart by treaty for the Indiana 
Miamis, without their consent and against their earnest protest, and paid the 
same to 68 persons, none of whom were a part of the 302 Miamis named in the 
amendment tothe treaty of 1854, or the descendants of avy of said 302 persons. 


VI. 


These 68 persons were then placed upon the pay roll of the Indiana Miamis 
(to which roll others wero afterwards added) and they received additional annui- 
ties from the Indiana Miami funds; amounting to $32,899.11, until their names 
were stricken from said roll under an opinion of the Attorney-General dated 
September 20, 1867. _ 


These 68 persons so placed upon the Indiana Miami roll in January, 1869, and 
the others afterwards added, were not embraced in the corrected list of 302 per- 
sons agreed upon by the Miamis of Indiana and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs in June, 1854, nor were they the descendants of any of the 302 persons 
who, alone, by the terms of said treaty, were to share in the annuities and other 
moneys of the Indiana Miamis. 


The moneys so paid from 1859 to 1867 to said 68 persons, and others after- 
wards added, were taken from the funds then in the possession of the United 
States belonging to the Indiana Miamis, and were a pore of their proportion of 
the installments due them under treaties of November 28, 1840, and of June 5, 
1854, and alsointerest at the rate of 5 per cent ‘ey: annum on the sum of $221,257.86 
held in trust for the Miamis of Indiana under the amendment of the treaty of 1854. 


Ix. 


The aggregate amount paid to the persons so added to the Indiana Miami roll 
to the period when their names were stricken from the roll, under an opinion of 
the Attorney-General, was $48,528.38. 

A true copy of the findings of the court, filed February 11, 1895. 


Test this 11th day of February, A. D. 1895. 
[SEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Olerk Court of Claime. 


This, Mr. Speaker, is the finding of the Court of Claims; and 
there is no question as to the facts in this case. I submit that it is 
but an act of justice that we pay this amount and repair this injury 
that has been long standing. 

Mr. TERRY. What land do they occupy? 

Mr. BYNUM. They occupy lands in Indiana, 
what lands they occupy; but they live there. 

Mr. TERRY. I supposed that the reason that you gave them 
something was that they could have lands in Kansas. 


I do not know 
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Mr. BYNUM. The truth is that they have remained there. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion. Is it not a fact that this claim was never brought before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House? 

Mr. BYNUM. This claim has been here I know ever since I have 
been a member and it has been favorably considered in this House 
and the other, but never put upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. But it has not been before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of this House at this session, so I have been informed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, it has. I am amember of that committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is correct. It was referred as an independ- 
ent bill, as a claim; and the reason why this measure is brought 
back to the House is because the subject was not considered in 
connection with this appropriation bill by the House committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to ask if it is not a fact that the Senate 
conferees have proposed to recede from this particular ainendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; they have not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I am misinformed about the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee of conference on the part of the 
House thought, inasmuch as they regarded this in the nature of an 
ordinary claim, and it ought to have gone to the proper committee, 
it was fair to the House to bring the subject back again. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to this amend- 
ment and agree to the same. ‘ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let us have a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 53. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Then the House will further insist on its disa- 
greement to these amendments and ask a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses; and the following conferees are 
appointed on the part of the House: Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and 
Mr. PICKLER. 


REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE FROM SIDEWALKS, ETC., IN WASHING- 
TON AND GEORGETOWN. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I present a econ- 
ference report on the bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice 
= the sidewalks, etc.,in the cities of Washington and George- 

wn. 

The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1921) ‘‘ for the removal of snow 
and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House with the following 
amendment: Strike out the word “ thirty,” in said amendment, and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “sixty;” and the House agree to the same. 

JNO. T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
A. C. HARMER, 

Conferees on the part of the House, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
EPPA HUNTON, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the explanation. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

The amendment of the House provided ‘‘that on the failure or neglect after 
thirty days’ notice of the owner or lessee of any building used as a factory, manu- 
factory, tenement house, or to the trustee of any building used as aseminary, col- 
lege, academy, hospital, or asylum, in the District of Columbia, to provide fire 
escapes, stand pipes, ladders, lights, alarm gongs, etc., such owner or lessee 
shall be liable to fine,” ete. ‘The Senate disagreed to this amendment. The con- 
ferees, after full conference, recommend that the Senate recede from its disagcree- 
ment to the House amendment, and agree to it, striking out the word “thirty” 
therein and inserting “‘ sixty,” so that the owners or lessees of the buildings men- 
tioned may have sixty days before being made liable to the penalty provided in 
the bill; and that the House agree to the same. . 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, Mr, SHELL obtained leave to present and 
have printed the views of the minority of the Select Committee on 
Ventilation and Acoustics of the House, the same to be printed 
with the report of the committee. 


TO REGULATE JUDGMENTS OF THE COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6949) to amend 
section 3 of an act entitled “An act to regulate judgments of the 
courts of the United States,” approved August 1, 188%, with Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. 
Senate. 

The amendments of the Senate were reported. 


The Clerk will report the amendments of the 
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Mr. BRYAN. I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 
The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


PROVISION FOR JUDICIAL EXPENSES OF INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have an important public measure 
that ought to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to recognize the gentleman 
from Texas to present a public measure. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8979) to pay the salaries and allowances of the judges and other 
officers of the United States courts of the Indian Territory. 

Be . ee, ete., aes hee ye 3 $50,000, or a pom thereof - —_ Senet 

, 18 hereby a ir , Out Of any mone, © ireas not othe a 
prceeieted, oe ar ae salaries and allewanews of the judges, district attorne a 
marshals, and United States commissioners of the Uni States courts in the 
Indian Territory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would say that the passage of that 
bill becomes necessary in consequence of the passage of a bill estab- 
lishing United States courts in the Indian Territory, and it is im- 
portant that this bill should be immediately passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WATER POWER AT ARMSTRONG SHOALS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8962) authorizing the improvement of the water 
power of the Holston River at Armstrong Shoals, Tennessee. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is half past 3 o’clock, and 1 
think objection ought to be made to the consideration of any bills 
by unanimous consent at this time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House now take a recess until 
2 o’clock this afternoon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 32 minutes a, m.) the House 
was declared in recess until 2 o’clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 2 p.m., the 
Speaker in the chair. 


DISCHARGE OF EX-UNION SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution, 
information as to the number of ex-Union soldiers discharged 
from the Treasury Department since March 4, 1898; which was 
referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


DOLLIS AND M’CUISTON VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the cases of the following-named per- 
sons against The United States: H.C. Dollis, dece , and Samuel 
McCuiston, deceased; which were referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONFEREES ON CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr],on 
account of sickness, asks to be relieved from further service as a 
conferee on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 
Without objection the gentleman will be relieved, and the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER] to 
act in his stead. 


ALICE K,. POTTER. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Alice K. Potter, widow 


of the late Gen. Joseph H. Potter, United States Army, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of existing la 


a ws, and pay her a pension of $100 per 
month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. Before the question is taken, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to hear a statement in regard to this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This is the widow of a brigadier-general 
who went into the Army of the United States as a lieutenant in 
1848 and served continuously in the Army from 1848 until 1886. 
He was in the Mexican war and was wounded at the battle of 
ene. He was in all our frontier wars in the direction of 
Texas. He was captured in 1861 by the Texas insurgents and held 
as a prisoner for nearly a year. He was in the war for the Union 
and was wounded severely in one of the battles in which he was 
e . He was captured and held as a prisoner for several 
months in that war. He was four times brevetted for gallant 
and meritorious conduct on the field of battle. His widow and 
children were left without any property except a small estate, 
which produces a rental of $20 a month. That rental is all that 


the widow and the daughter have. There are two sons, but no 
account is taken of them in this bill. 

Mr. JONES. Is this lady drawing a pension now? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir; she gets a pension of $30 a 
month. None of the other members of the family receive any 
pension. This is a bill to increase the widow’s pension to $50 a 
month. The case is as meritorious as any of those that have 
passed this Congress. 

Mr. JONES. When was this lady married to the soldier? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, away back before the war. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FRED KORMANN,. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill No. 2388, for the relief of 
Fred Kormann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the cash entry numbered 8309 of lot 4 in section =, 
lot 3 in section 24, lot 1 in section 25, and lot 5 in section 26, in township 11 
north of range 29 west, in the district of lands subject to entry at the United 
States local land office at Marshall, in the State of Minnesota, made by one 
Fred Kormann on the 6th day of March. 1891, be, and the same is hereby, 
confirmed, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to issue a patent therefor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
hear a brief explanation of the bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. This bill has passed the Senate, has passed 
the Committee on Public Lands of the House, and is recom- 
mended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It carries no appropriation? 

Mr. FLETCHER. No appropriation. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid or the table. 


CHICKAMAUGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK, 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the concurrent resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Congress wi Pate in the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chatta- 
nooga National Military Park on September 19 and 20 next, through the presid- 
ing officers of the respective Houses, the Joint Committee on Park Dedication, 
such Senators and Representatives as served in the campaign for Chatta- 
nooga, such as may be named by the Vahey | officers of the respective 
Houses as representatives of other armies and the Navy, or as speakers to 
represent Congress at the dedicatory exercises. The Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate is hereby directed to make suitable arrangement for such partici- 
pation, the expense of the same not to exceed $5,000. to be equally divided 
and paid out of the contingent fund of the respective Houses, and a report of 
the dedicatory exercises shall be made to Congress by the Joint Committee 
on Park Dedication. 

The following amendment recommended by the joint commit- 
tee was read: 

Strike out “contingent funds of the re tive Houses’ and insert “the 
fund of $20,000 are by the act of Congress approved December 15, 
1894, to be audited and paid by the Secretary of War on certificates signed by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, and said sum is hereby made available 
for said purpose.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there has 
been an appropriation heretofore made of $20,000 for this purpose, 
and that this resolution devotes not exceeding $5,000 to this use 
and does not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is correct. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is this satisfactory to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]? . 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. It is satisfactory all 
around, I believe. - 

The amendment was adopted. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was then agreed to. 


SILAS P. KELLER. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Soy consideration of the bill (S. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. 
eller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to examine and adjudicate the claim of Silas P. Keller, 
late licensed Indian trader with the Pottawatomie Indians in Kansas, for sup- 

es furnished said Indians for their subsistence, and to determine the amount 
hereof justly due said Keller, and whether there is any fund selene to 
said Indians which can be applied to the payment of such claim; and if so‘de- 
termined, then to report and certify the amount found due to said Keller, 
without interest, to be paid from the funds of said Indians to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to be so paid by him. 


Mr. DOCKERY. As I caught the reading of that bill it does 
not make any appropriation, but simply authorizes an invegtiga- 


a ii 
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tion of the claim, and provides that if anything be found due it 


shall be paid out of the Indian fund. 

Mr. HONTER. Yes, out of the Indian fund. This bill is rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior. s 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CHARLES A. WOODRUFF. 

Mr. POWERS of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of House bill No. 8183, for 
the relief of Maj. Charles A. Woodruff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the Troesury be. and 
er are hereby, directed, on application being made by Maj. Charles A. 


ruff, major and commissary of subsistence, United States Army, or his 
legal representatives, to adjust and ot Bie claim as revised and stated by 
the Paymaster-General of the United States Army on the 10th day of De- 
cember, 1894, in accordance with such statement and revision and the law ap- 
plicable thereto as construed by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “representatives,” in line 6, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “To restate and readjust his pay account previously 
settled and paid by said accounting officers under an erroneous construction 
of law, subsequently declared so by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and to Ray the same in accordance with the law applicable thereto, as con- 
strued by the Suprem Court of the United States in the case of Captain 
Morton and that of Captain Watson against the United States, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I should like 
to hear an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. PO S. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to allow the 
accounting officers to restate the account of Major Woodruff. 
It ——- that under the act of 1838, which gave an addi- 
tional ration for a five-years service, and under a later act which 
gave acertain per cent of pay to officers serving five years, the 
accounting officers of the Treasury held that cadets at the Military 
Academy could not be reckoned asinthe Army of the United States, 
and therefore disallowed applications of that class for this addi- 
tional ration. A case was made up, which went to the Court of 
Claims, and is cited in the report of the committee. That case 
ultimately went tothe Supreme Court of the United States, where 
it was decided that the accounting officers were in error in ex- 
cluding the cadets at West Point, the court holding that those 
cadets were properly enlisted men in the Army and came within 
the purview of the statute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When did this occur? 

Mr. POWERS. More than six years ago. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What amount is involved? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, it removes the statute of limitations and 
enables this officer to restate the account. It will carry, if Major 

oodruff is correct, an appropriation ultimately of some fourteen 
or fifteen hundred dollars in his favor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And this, I understand, is a judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. POWERS. Inaccordance with the judgment of the United 
States Supreme Court in two reported cases; and I will say that 
Sameetix han already passed bills of the same character without 
objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And the Comptroller has al- 
lowed several of the same kind. 

Mr. HUDSON. Are there other claims of this character? 

Mr. POWERS. No doubt there are. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will allow this to go 
over for the present. 

Mr. HUDSON. I object. 


COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr.S er, 1 ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 91, to provide 
for the printing of a digest of the laws and decisions relating to 
the appointment, salary, and compensation of officials of the 
United States courts. mer : : ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. : 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be ted the usual number of copies of a digest 
of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, salary, and compensa- 
tion of the officials of the United States courts, and that in addition to said 
usual number there be printed and bound in sheep 250 copies for the use of 
the Treasury Department, and 1,750 copies for the use of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, said digest to be printed under the editorial supervision of Robert M. 
Cousar, and the — te be paid for out of any moneys in the not 
otherwise ap riated, on the direction of the Attorney-General, at a price 
not to emeeel 2.000, which sum is Meese appropriated, and is to be in full 
payment for said work, except the cost of printing and binding the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
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Mr. DOCKERY. This joint resolution, Mr. S$ 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and to the subcom- 
mittee of the legislative bill, of whichIam chairman. Wecalled 
the accounting officers of the Treasury before us, and from the 
examination we were able to give to the joint resolution I believe 
it ought to . It carries $2,000 for a public purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HUDSON. “— did not the committee report on it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. e did not have an »pportunity to call the 
full committee together after examination of the bill. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
and ordered to a third reading; and being read the third time, 
was 


ker, was re- 


ROME, WATERTOWN AND OGDENSBURG RAILROAD. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
I report back a resolution introduced by my colleague [Mr. CHIcK- 
ERING] and referred to the committee. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to the 
right of objection. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit to the House a 
copy of correspondence, evidence, and reports of the engineers now in the 

on of the War Department relating to the construction of a bridge 
on the line of the Rome, Watertown and Ogdensburg Railroad near Depaw- 
ville, in the county of Jefferson, State of New York, if not incompatible with 
the public service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will explain it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This makes no appropriation; simply has 
reference to a hearing before the Secretary of War, and we want 
kc get at the facts. The committee report the resolution favor- 
ably. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is any money involved? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; neither directly nor indirectly. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


EDWARD H. MURRELL. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 1881, for the relief of Ec- 
ward H. Murrell. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. When was that money collected? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will make a statement, with the consent of 
the gentleman, which I think will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to know when this occurred? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will give the gentleman the information. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I reserve the right to cbject for the 


present. 
Mr. SWANSON. This is for the rent of three houses in the 
— 1864 and 1865 in which Mr. Murrell, who lived in Lynch- 
ur: ——— 


= 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. SWANSON. I hope the gentieman will allow me to make 
a statement. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No; I object. 


SALE OF INTOXICANTS TO INDIANS, 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6657) to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicants to Indians. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Let us have some explanation of it first. 

Mr. AVERY. Has unanimous consent been given to consider 
this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. AVERY. Then I object. 


ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. DINSMORE. I rise to a question of privilege. I call up 
for present consideration the bill (H. R. 8681) authorizing the 
Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses. This is a bill which was passed by both Houses and was 
returned by the President without his approval. 


The SP . The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. D1Ns- 
MORE] calls up a veto message of the President of the United 
States. The Clerk will first report the bill which has been re- 


turned by the President without his approval. 
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The Clerk proceeded to read the following bill: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Com 
corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Ar 
be, and the same is hereby, authorized and invested andempowered with the 


ny, a 
nsas, 


right of locating, constructing, owning, — ing, operating, using, and 
maintaining a railway and telegraph and te lines through the 
Territory upon a lime beginning at a point be selected by said railwa 
company at or near the town of Southwest City, in the county of McDonald, 
State of Missouri, and running thence in a northwest direction over the most 
penctienate route through the Indian Territory to a point between Che- 
opa and Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas, with the right to con- 
struct, use, and maintain such tracks, turnouts, sidings, and extensions 
through such Territory as said company may deem to their interests to con- 
esr along and upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided 
or. 

Suc. 2. That the said corporation is authorized to take and use, for all pur- 

ses of a railway and for no other pu , aright of way 100 feet in width 

hrough said Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 200 feet in width, 
with a length of 3,000 feet, inaddition to right of way, for stations for every 10 
miles of road, with right to use such additional grounds where there are heavy 
cuts or fills, not exceeding 100 feet in width, as may be necessary for the con- 
struction and maintenance of said right of way, or as much thereof as may 
be included in said cuts or fills: Provided, Thatnomore than said addition of 
land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no part of said 
lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the nS: 
and ir ak not be used except in such manner and for such purposes onl 
as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of sai 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall 
cease to be so used such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians, 
or individual Indians, from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sec. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands 
held by individual occupants, according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, or 
by allotment under any laws of the United States or agreement with the 
Indians, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all Soeeey 
to be taken or damages done by reason of the construction of such railway. 
In case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant such com- 
pensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested 

rsons or referees, to be appointed, one, who shall act as chairman, by the 

esident, one by the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, or 
in case of an allottee, by said allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or 
legal representative, and one by said railway company, who, before entering 
upon the duties of their a intment, shall e and subscribe, before a dis- 
trict judge, clerk of the rict_ court, or United States commissioner, an 
oath that they will faithfully and im discharge the duties of their 
appointment, which oath, duly cer be returned with their award 
to and filed with the Secre of the Interior within sixty days from the 
completion thereof; and a majority of said referees shall be eee to 
act in case of the absence of a member after due notice; and upon the failure 
of either party to make such appointment within thirty days after tha ap- 

intment made by the President, the vacancy shall be filled by the district 
judge of the court held at Fort Smith, Ark., upon the application of the 
other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint the time and vlace 
for all hearings within the nation to which the occupant belo: Each of 
said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $4 per day for each and 
every day they are enga, in the trial of any case submitted to them under 
this act, with mil of 5 cents per mile. itnesses shal] be allowed the 
usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation. The costs, eee es 
compensation of the referees, shall be made a part of the award, and to be 
paid by said railway company. In case the referees can not agree, then two 
of them are authoriaed to make the award. Either party being dissatisfied 
with the findings of the referees shall have the ht, within ninety daysafter 
the making of the award and notice of the same, coon by original petition 
to the district court held at Fort Smith, Ark., w court s have juris- 
diction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition according 
to the laws of the State of Arkansas ne ores for the determining of darm- 
ages when propery is taken for way If, upon the hearing of 
said appeal, the judgment of the court shall for a r sum than the 
awards of the refe the costs of said appeal shall be adjudged against the 
ae the: na Seer cnaoae Conlinieed coma ae. "4 

eo AW. referees, a - 
lant. If the judgment of the court shall be for asmaller sum than the onan 
of the referees, then 
damages. When p ha y 
company shall pay double amount of the award into court to abide the 
qodement thereof, and then have the right to enter upon the property sought 

be condemned and th the construction of the railway. 

Sxo. 4. That the said railway company shall not charge the Tehabenite of 
said Territcry a ter rate of freight Than the rate authorized by the laws 
of the State of Arkansas for services or transportation of the same kind: 
Provided, That the passenger rate shall not exceed 3 cents ~ mile. Con- 
gress hereby reserves the right to regulate the c for freight and pas- 
sengers on said railway, and of messages on said aph and telephone 
lines, until State governments are formed and shall exist in said Territor 
within the limits of which said retary. a part thereof, shall be located, 
and then such State government authorized to fix and te the 
cost of transportation of persons and freight within their respective limits 
by said railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regu- 
late at all times the cost of such 
whenever such 
— Fem _— —_ than one en (ee ‘i ‘ e 
such transpo on of passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the 
rate expressed: Provided further, + said railway company shall carry the 
mail at such prices as Congress may by Seoy aneutiin, one until such rate is 
fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Seo. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secre of the Interior 
for the benefit of the cular nations or tribes through whose lands said 
line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to the compensation provided 
for in this act, for propessy taken and Ly done to individual occupants 
by the construction of the railway, for mile of aw constructed in 

Territory, said payments to be made in installments of $500 as each 10 

of road is located and : Provided, That if the general council of 
either of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located 
shall, within four months after the filing of magn.ct SoSndse as set 
forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the wances provided for in this 
section, and certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all com- 
pensation to be paid to such dissenting nationsor tribes under the provisions 
of this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of 


the com: tion to be paid to the individual occupant of lands, with the right 
of appeal to the ee ee the same terms, conditions, and requirements as 


ded: Pro . That the amount awarded or adj 
for said nation or tribe 
said nation or 


of 
ta be paid said railway com: 
be in Heu of the compensation Tha would be entitled to 
receive, under the foregoing provisions, except as tc annual tax. Said com- 


oy eho sine por so long as said _ reservations are owned and occu b 

he Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior the sum of $15 per annum for eac 

mile of railway it shall construct in the said reservations. The money paid 
to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall i ap- 
portioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force. 
among the different nations or tribes, according to the number of miles of 
railway that may be constructed by said railway company through their 
lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so long as said Ceasers 
occupied and sssed by said nations or tribes, to impose such additional 
taxes upon said railroads as it may deem just and proper for their benefit. 
And any Territory or State hereinafter formed through which said railway 
shall have been established may exercise the like power as to such part of 
said railway as may be within its limits. Said railway company shall have 
~ ~— to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of 

s act. 

Src. 6. That said railway company shall cause maps showing the route of 
its located line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secre 
of the Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of eac 
of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be ; an 
after the filing of said maps no claims for a subsequent settlement and im- 
provement upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be validas st 
said company: Provided, That when a map showing any portion of said rail- 
way company’s located line is filed, as herein provided for, said company shall 
commence said located line within six months thereafter, or such lo- 
cation be void. And such locations shall be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, in sections of 25 miles, before the construction of any such sec- 
tion shall be begun. 

See. 7. That the United States circuit and district courts for the district 
of Kansas and the district of Arkansas, and such other courts as may be au- 
thorized by Congress, shall have, without reference to the amount in contro- 
versy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said 
Ar Northwestern Railway Company ond the nations and tribes of In- 
dians through whose territory said railway shall be constructed. Said courts 
shall have like jurisdiction, without reference to the amounts in controversy, 
over all controversies arising between the inhabitants of the said nations or 
tribes and said railway company; and the civil jurisdiction of such courts 
is hereby extended within the limits of said In Territory without dis- 
tinction as to citizenship of the parties so far as may be necessary to carry 
out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That the officers, servants, and employees of said com y neces- 
sary to the construction and management of said road shall be wed to re- 
side, while so engaged, upon said right of way, but subject to the provisions 
of the Indian intercourse laws, and such rules and r tions as may be es- 
joliahed by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse 


ws. 

Sec. 9. That said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of its railwa 
within three years after the passage of this act or the rights herein grante 
shall be forfeited as to that portion not built. That said railway company 
shall construct and maintain continually all fences, road and highway cross- 
ings, and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads or high- 
ways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be, 
by the og r authorities, laid out across the same. 

Sze. 10. That the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Compeny shall accept 
this grant of the right of way upon the express condition ding upon itself, 
its successors, and assigns, that they will neither aid, ad , nor assist in any 
effort looking toward changing or extinguishing the present tenure.of the 
indians in their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nations 
or tribes any further grant of land or its occupancy than is herein provided 
for: Provided, That any violation of the conditions mentioned in this section 
shall operate as a forfeiture of all rights and privileges of said railway com- 
pany under this act. 

Sec. ll. That all mortgages executed by said railway cumpany conveying 
any portion of its railway, with its franc s, that may be constructed in 
said reservations shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall con- 
vey all rights and property of said company as therein expressed. 

Sexo. 12. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. DINSMORE (before the reading was concluded). I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of the bill be waived. Ithas 
been read to the House heretofore, and it is in the usual form of 
all bills passed by the House granting right of way for railroad 
purposes through the Indian Territory. 

r. HUDSON. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Was this 
bill referred to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed as to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the bill isin the hands of a committee I 
raise — question whether it can come up now upon the call of a 
mem : 

The SPEAKER. Under the decisions which have been made 
the consideration of a bill returned by the President without his 
pene is in order at any time, even though the bill may be in 
the hands of a committee. The gentleman will find the decisions 
cited in the Digest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this is a vetoed bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman can not hope to pass 


‘the bill over the President's veto; and why should we take up time 


with the question? 
Mr. DINSMORE. This is a matter of great importance to my 
ple. If I did not hope to be able to secure the passage of the 
ill over the veto I certainly should not occupy time. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a decision made in the 
Forty-ninth Congress. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A motion to discharge a committee from the consideration of a vetoed bill 
is a question of high privilege and is in order at any time. 
are enanaa. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
e bill. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Can we not raise the question of 
consideration on this bill as we can on any other? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that the Con- 
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stitution requires action on a bill of this kind, but will look at the 
rulings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It strikes me that the House ought to be able 
to exercise a control as to the time when it will take up a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that perhaps under the 
rulings, while the question of consideration can not be raised, a 
motion might be made to postpone, and the bill disposed of in that 
way. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move, then, that the further con- 
sideration of this bill be med until the 5th day of March. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill must first be read. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I ask unanimous consent to make a very 
brief statement in reference to this bill. ad : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dilinois. It is a long bill, and it is taking up 
a good deal of valuable time. . ; 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. HUDSON. I withdraw my objection to the request that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with, and will submit a mo- 
tion to postpone. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Irenew the objection. _ : 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The message of the President was read, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 8681, entitled “An act 
authorizing the Arkausas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 

The contemplated route of this railway, so far as it is disclosed in the bill, 
would run from a point in the southwestern corner of the State of Missouri, 
across the northeastern corner of the Indian Territory, to.a point in the south- 
eastern part of the State of . Thisroute necessarily runs through the 
lands of the Cherokee Indians or through the small reservations of the Qua- 
paws, the Peorias, the Ottawas, the Wyandottes, and the Senecas. 

There is no provision in the bill requiring the consent of the Indians whose 
lands are to be thus traversed. 

There is no provision requiring the entire line to be located and approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior before the work of building is commenced. 

The bill provides for compensation to individual occupants or allottees by 
a@ process of ogpreians by referees, with the right. of appeal to the district 
court held at Fort Smith in the State of Arkansas, 

In the case of allotted land or land held in individual occupancy by the In- 
dians great care should be exercised in interfering with their holdings. Their 
land is given them for cultivation and with a view of making them self-su 
porting and industrious citizens. If their land is invaded and cut up by rail- 





roads the purpose of allotment is in danger of being defeated. Money com- 
a is of but little use to them, and no amount can compensate for the 
isturbance in the cultivation of their lands and their consequent discontent 


and discouragement. 

These considerations, it seems to me, emphasize the necessity of the exact 
location of the entire line of the contemplated railroad and such control over 
it by the Secretary of the Interior as will enable him to avoid as much as 
possible interference with individual Indian occupants and other difficulties. 

This supervision regulation of the line can be done with much more 
safety and effectiveness in considering the entire line than it can be done in 
sections of 25 miles each, as is provided in the bill. 

The United States circuit and district courts for the districts of Kansas 
and the district of Arkansas, and such other courts as may be authorized by 
Congress, are given concurrent jurisdiction of all controversies arising be- 
tween the railway company and the nations and tribes of Indians through 
whose territory the railway shall be constructed, or between said company 
and the members of said nations or tribes, without reference to the amount 
in controversy, and the civil jurisdiction of said courts is extended within 
the limits of said Indian Territory without distinction as to the citizenship 
of parties so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of the act. 

he requirement that an Indian shall be obliged to seek a distant court for 
the adjudication of his rights in his controversies, great and small, with this 
railway company, would result in many cases to a denial of justice. 

Iam convinced of the growing necessity in this period of change in our re- 
lations with the Indians of caution and certainty in the grants given to rail- 
roads to pass through Indian lands, and of the exercise of care in allowing 


interference with their occupation. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1895. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I understand there is no ques- 
tion pending at this time except the consideration of this bill. I 
move (if the motion be necessary) that the bill be passed, notwith- 
standing the objections of the President. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to make a motion that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not clear whether a motion to 
indefinitely postpone is in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ThenI will renew my first motion— 
to postpone the bill till the 5th day of March. 

he SPEAKER. It is stated in the Digest: 

Whenever a bill is returned to the House with the objections of the Presi- 
dent, it is usual to have the message containing his objections immediately 
read and for the House to proceed to the co eration of the bill or to post- 
pone its consideration for a future day. 

And the Digest refers to a number of authorities. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move, then, to postpone the con- 
sideration of this bill until half past 11 o’clock a. m. on the 4th day 
of March. 

Mr. FLYNN. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. FLYNN. The Digest declares that the consideration of a 
bill which has been returned by the President with his objections 
is a question of the highest privilege and is in order at any time. 
Now, can a motion which has not the same high privilege be in- 
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‘do this injustice to my people. 
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terjected in this way against the motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the veto message? 

The SPEAKER. The Constitution provides that when the 
President shall return a bill without his sanction, the House shall 
proceed to reconsider it; and it has been held that the question of 
consideration can not be raised against the proceeding. But it 
has also been held that a motion to postpone may be entertained. 
A motion to tpone the consideration of a measure to a given 
day is in itself consideration, and under the rulings heretofore 
made is now in order. When a veto message is received from 
the President it does not follow that the House must immediately 
proceed to vote upon the question. It has been expressly ruled 
that the House may postpone the consideration of the subject to 
a on day. The gentleman will find the references in the Di- 
gest. 

Mr. FLYNN. On page 457 of the Digest I find the following: 

The effect of postponing certain is equivalent t cing t 

ele one eemeaiat tomaking hn 
the regular order without motion, but is subject, of course, to the question of 
consideration. 

Here is a motion to take up a veto message, against which the 
question of consideration can not be raised. 

The SPEAKER. Ina ruling made in tho Twenty-first Con- 
gress, found in the Journal of the Twenty-first Congress, on page 
742, it was held that the motion to postpone a veto message, or a 
bill vetoed, to a future day was in order. 

Mr. FLYNN. But if the Chair will pardon me for a mo- 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the point made 
by the gentleman. 

Mr. FLYNN. On this motion the question of consideration can 
not be raised. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. FLYNN. Now, the rule says: 


The effect of postponing a bill to a day certain is equivalent to making it a 
special order for that day; and the business so postponed comes up as tho 
regular order without a motion, but is subject of course to the question 
of consideration. 


The SPEAKER. That is where the matter is not of a high 
privilege; but the question of consideration could not be raised 
against this motion. The Chair thinks the motion to postpone to 
a day certain is in order. 

Mr. DINSMORE. How much time have I upon this motion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the House will not 
It is evidently the intention of 
the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Hopxrys], for whom I entertain 
high respect, to prevent the consideration of this bill. Now, I 
wantin the beginning to state to the House that it was with great 
reluctance that I asked the House of Representatives at this time, 
which is a very important juncture, when there is very great 
pressure of business, to consider this matter, which is not of na- 
tional interest in its character. Iam not here representing any 
railroad company. I have never received any intimation from 
any officer of a railroad company, or persons representing one, 
with reference to this matter; but I represent the people of my 
district. who are deeply interested in the passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I represent one of the best agricultural regions in 
all our State or in the surrounding States. My district is fertile 
in soil and it has a variety of resources. We took the premium 
at the World’s Fair for zinc ore. Our apples have taken pre- 
miums in every fruit exhibit where they have been exhibited in 
the United States against all competition. But the counties of 
Benton and Carroll and Madison and Boone have been languish- 
ing for the need of railroad communication for years. There is 
but one line running through the western border of my district, 
and it costs as much to-day to send a car load of apples from Ben 
ton County, Ark., to San Antonio, Tex., as it does from New York, 
and my people are interested in this matter and are asking for 
the passage of this bill. 

No man has a greater respect than I for the high prerogative 
which belongs to the President of the United States to interpose 
his objections to bills which have passed both Houses of Congress. 
But I believe, Mr. Speaker, that he has done this under a misap- 
prehension. Bill after bill has been passed through this House of 
a similar character to this—similar in all provisions. No objee- 
tion has ever been interposed to any one of them. The President 
has done this honestly. I accord to him the highest respect. I 
have the highest regard for his ability, his judgment, his pa- 
triotism; but, Mr. Speaker, he has vetoed this bill for the reason 
that the consent of the Indians has not been obtained to its 

I wish to state that I believe, with the great multiplicity of 
business that has been brought before the Executive, that he has 
not oo this point, or that if he had he would never have 
in is objection to the passage of this Dill. The Supreme 
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Court have decided that it is not necessary to obtain the consent of 
the Indians. Years ago this matter was fought out in Congress. 
It was brought up in the Senate and discussed. It was claimed 
that no road could be built ae their Territory without their 
consent; but Congress passed the bill. 

They sued out injunction or other process to prevent the con- 
struction of the road, because they had not given their consent, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States, in the 135th volume 
of reports, have passed directly and specifically upon tie point. 
I will not trespass upon the time of the House to read it, but I ap- 
peal to any lawyer hereto examineit. Itis upon all fours with this 
case. The President either objected to the bill upon the ground 
of the illegality of it, of its being in contravention of treaty, or he 
did it because he thought there was some moral ground upon 
which this measure should not pass. 

What moral grounds, Mr. Speaker, can there be? Shall this 
Indian country stand here as an obstruction to all progress, to all 
advancement in civilization? Everybody knows that railroads are 
great civilizers. 

The President speaks of the danger of trespassing upon the 
rights of the people there. I state, Mr. Speaker, that their inter- 
ests will be promoted by the construction of this road. It only 
runs across a small corner of their territory. Every acre of land 
contiguous to the road will be benefited by the construction, and 
the interests of all these people advanced. 

Then why should we, because the President has expressed ob- 
jection to this measure which has passed through both Houses of 
Congress without a dissenting voice, say that we will not pass it 
now? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Simply for the purpose of an explana- 
tion. Where does this road start—at the south end? 

Mr. DINSMORE. It startsin Benton County, the northwest 
corner county of the State. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What railroad does it connect with? 

Mr. DINSMORE. It does not connect with anyone. It is pro- 
posed to construct it through the State to Little Rock. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What road does it connect with? 

Mr. DINSMORE. It will connect with the roads to St. Joseph, 
Mo., and Kansas City. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then this road brings your county 
into connection with all the great Western railroads? 

Mr. DINSMORE. This road will give us connection with 
Kansas City and Chicagoand all the system of great Western roads. 
We have not direct communication with any city of the United 
States except St. Louis. Everythingis ready for the construction 
of this road. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that it will be built if we 
can get this right of way; but if it is refused, my people must be 
deprived of the benefits of it; and, asI said before, one of the 
finest sections of the country is languishing for railroad commu- 
nication. You people who live in the Eastern States and in the 
new Western States do not know what this acres is, because 
in the new and the Eastern States you are checkered with railroads 
in all directions; but in the State of Arkansas, which was left dey- 
astated when the war was over, our people have been struggling 
under great disadvantages. 

I appeal to the record which they have made as citizens. All 
we ask in this measure is to permit this railroad to be built across 
the corner of the Indian Territory, so that it will come to our 
doors and carry away our products, and me them to you, the 
people to the west of us, and on all hands. The construction of 
ask a road would give us competition with other roads. I have 
already stated that it costs as much to-day to take a car load of 
apples from Benton or Washi nm County, Ark., to San Antonio, 
Tex., as it does from New York. Is this — Give us compe- 
tition, and let our people have the benefit of this railroad. 

Now, I desire to speak of the President's veto. He assignsthree 
causes why he vetoes this bill. Bill after bill containing provi- 
sions similar to this, exactly like this in form, have been passed. 
I have already stated that the question as to whether it is neces- 
sary to have the consent of the Indians has been decided in the 
case of the Cherokee Nation against the Kansas Railway in 135 
United States. I will not take the time to read it, but I say that 
every lawyer who examines it will find, as the learned chabman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, who has examined the deci- 
sion, found, that it is on all fours with the point raised here. 

The Supreme Court of the United States say that it is not neces- 
sary to obtain the consent of the Indians. | y should it be? Is 
it necessary to obtain the consent of the citizens of a State to ex- 
ercise the right of eminent domain. Nobody will ever contend 
that. Why, then, should that be held with reference to the Indian 
Territory? Have they any greater rights than the citizens of the 
States? If there were any treaty or any stipulation of contract 
between their government and ours to that effect, that would be 
a different matter. Then we should have to stand by the faith 
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and honor of our country. But there is no such question; and the 
Supreme Court has determined that. 

Mr. IKIRT. Does the gentleman say that there are no treaty 
rights involved in this matter? 

Mr. DINSMORE. None whatever. It is merely a moral senti- 
ment; and that is not a practical matter. 

I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that we should not stand at this day, 
through any maudlin sentiment, and have the people of the whole 
country deprived of all rights of advancement and progress sim- 
ply out of regard for some poetic fancy with reference to the In- 
dians. I maintain and insist that the interests of every Indian 
who has a tract of land in chat section of country will be properly 
protected if this road is permitted to be constructed, besides the 
benefits that will accrue to them by having better communication 
to market their products. 

Mr. RAY. Does this bill provide any way to give damages? 

Mr. DINSMORE. It does; the same provisions in that re- 
spect that are in all bills hitherto passed by Congress. 

Mr. RAY. In what court is that question determined? 

Mr. DINSMORE. The bill was read a moment ago. Those 
cases are determined in the Federal courts; the right to appeal to 
the courts is ample. 

Mr. LITTLE. By a recent bill they are given every advantage 
with reference to access to the courts. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I was about to come to the question of the 
courts, if the gentleman will allow me to proceed. 

Mr. SIMPSON. You said a little while ago that a number of 
bills like this had passed? 

Mr. DINSMORE. A number of bills of a similar nature have 
received the President’s approval, containing exactly the same 
provisions as this. 

‘. oi eee Heretofore have they asked the consent of the 
ndians 

Mr. DINSMORE. That has never been asked in any instance, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then this is a new departure? 

Mr. DINSMORE. It is a new departure by the President. I 
believe he has vetoed one bill before a day or two ago. Every rail- 
read which has been constructed through that country has been 
built upon authority similar to this. 

Now, Mr. ae another objection that is offered by the Presi- 
dent, to which I would ask the attention of the House—and by 
reading the report gentlemen may see that the people of that coun- 
try are required to fo to any of the Federal courts provided by 
law (courts held at Fort Smith, Ark., and in Kansas) to determine 
these questions of controversy between the Indians and the rail- 
road promoters. The President says this would work hardshi 
upon those — Can it be that he means the corporation sha. 
go into the Indian courts, imperfect, insufficient, unsatisfactory as 
they are? The President certainly can not mean that. 

Where would the President have them go? As is suggested by 
by my friend from Georgia [Mr. Mappox], who is on the Indian 
Committee, all difficulty is met by the establishment of Federal 
courts in their own Territory. 

Mr. TATE. The bill does not give those courts jurisdiction of 
the matter, though. The courts of Arkansas have jurisdiction. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes,it does. If the gentleman will examine 
the text of the bill he will find that it is not confined to the Ar- 
kansas courts. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Would it not be easier for the gentleman 
from Arkansas to procure the passage of an act complying with 
the President’s recommendations than to undertake to override 
his veto here? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
it is utterly impossible to do that at this time, and we shall have 
to wait a year if this bill does not pass. I am ready at any time 
hereafter to conform to such conditions as may meet the demands 
of the citizens down there, but I do hope that the House will not 
compel us to wait another year for this legislation. 

Mr.SPRINGER. If the gentleman will introduce the old bill 
providing for first getting the consent of the Indians I think he 
will have no difficulty in getting unanimous consent for its pas- 


sage. 
Mr. DINSMORE. It is too late for that now at this session of 


Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it would be easier to do that than 
what the tleman is trying to do. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention 
to another point. The President objected that this bill does 
not provide that the location of the whole line of road shall be ap- 
proved before the beginning of the construction, but the bill does 
provide that it shall Big eae a the Secretary of the Interior 
in sections of 25 miles. e President says this ought to be done. 
I see nothing practical in that objection. The location must be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior before the road can be 
actually constructed. The bill was submitted to the Interior De- 
partment before it was introduced here. It received the approval 
of the Indian Department and of the Secretary of the Interior, 
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Mr. Speaker, how much time have [ remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes. 

Mr. RAY. I suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
there is no provision of existing law now applicable to the Indian 
Territory by which lands can be condemned or damages ascer- 
tained in such cases. 

Mr. DINSMORE. This bill provides for that, and there is the 
—_ of maps from the appraisers to the courts. 

r. MONEY. You do not want existing law. You are mak- 
ing the law. 

r. DINSMORE. Certainly; the bill if enacted will provide 
the necessary law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN]. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, in supporting the proposition of 
the gentleman from Arkansas asking this House to pass this bill, 
the President's veto to the contrary notwithstanding, I deem it 

roper to explain to the House what interest I have in the bill. 

he Indian Territory, of which so much has been said here during 
recent debates, is almost a wilderness. This bill provides for the 
construction of a railroad across one end of that Territory down 
into Oklahoma. A second interest that I have in this bill arises 
from thé fact that a bill which I had passed through both Houses, 
and which did not contain the objectionable features which the 
President denounces in the bill of the gentleman from Arkansas 
concerning courts, has also received the President’s veto. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is such a thing as consistency. Ihave 
no desire to say anything unkind of the President of the United 
States. Personally I am one of his admirers. But when Con- 
gress passes a bill authorizing the construction of a certain rail- 
road that is going to benefit my people, if that bill is vetoed the 
grounds of the veto ought to be such as to carry weight and con- 
viction to this House. ‘The question has been asked by gentlemen 
on this floor when various right-of-way bills through the Indian 
Territory have been up for consideration whether or not there 
was room for any more roads there. Here is a case where the 
money for the construction of the road is raised, and the same was 
true in relation to the road provided for in my bill. 

The President vetoed that bill (H. R. 5624), although the people 
of my Territory have raised the money to build the road. The 
road which that bill provides for traverses only 30 miles of the 
Indian Territory and then connects with a trunk-line system. 
Within the last ten days the President has sought to establish a 
new rule or a new precedent concerning these measures. He 
states that we should first have the approval of the Indians through 
whose territory the proposed road is to pass. With due regard to 
the President he does not know what the dangers are that are 
behind that proposition. 

It has been stated in this House, it has been stated by a com- 
mission appointed by the President himself (the Cherokee Com- 
mission), that the Indian courts and the Indian tribal govern- 
ments are corrupt, are blackmailers, and that if you want anything 
from them you have to buy it. With that statement made by 
Senator Dawes and by the other members of the Cherokee Com- 
mission, that everything in those Indian governments is corrupt, 
the President tells Congress that before any bill of this kind can 
become a law we ought to go down there to those corruptionists 
and ask their consent! 

I say the President evidently has not given this matter consid- 
eration. If this House should pass a bill providing that before 
the building of the road the consent of the Indians must be ob- 
tained, it would mean to the railroad company an expenditure of 
anywhere between $100,000 and $300,000 to buy the Indian legis- 
latures and get their consent. 

But why should we now obtain their consent? 
ever — this House granting right of way through that Terri- 
tory has contained any such provision. No later than the 2ist of 
December, 1893, the President signed a bill for a right of way 
through this same Territory without any such provision. I refer 
to public law No. 9. On the 4th of August last the President 
signed the same kind of a bill containing no provision for obtain- 
ing the consent of the Indians and no provision that the entire 
line must receive the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
I refer to public law No. 136. 

On June 6 last the President approved a bill amending the 
charter of a railroad through that Territory and without any 
such provision as has been referred to. I cite public law No. 79. 
On the 27th of August last publiclaw No. 221 was 46 amen by the 
President of the United States, amending charters of certain rail- 
road companies, none of which complied with the requirements 
now set forth in this message of the President. On the 24th of 
last August public law No. 218 was signed by the President of the 
United States without any of the provisions which he now insists 
should be contained in the pending bill. 

Mr. Speaker, when these right-of-way bills are introduced they 
are submitted by the Committee on Indian Affairs to the Indian 
department of the Government. Within my knowledge the In- 
dian Committee of this House has never reported a railroad bill that 





No bill that has 
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had not the sanction of the Indian department. The bill of mine 
which the President vetoed was amended by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to meet the views of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. If we have bureaus to whose opinions we must defer, what 
is the use of obtaining their opinions and amending bills to meet 
their objections if the same bureaus report adversely afterwards 
upon the bills when they are about to become law? 

Both of these bills provide that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall lg the right of way every 25 miles. Such a provision 
should have been in every bill providing for right of way through 
the Indian Territory. Is the proposition tenable that, before the 
construction of a railroad which may perhaps have a mileage of 
1,000 miles, the plat should first be approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior in its entirety? Suppose, after constructing 100 miles, 
you want to change your line of road; and suppose the Secretary 
of the Interior does not see fit to allow you todoso. In that case, 
according to the President, you should not have such authority. 
Every bill that has been up ba has provided that the Secretary 
of the Interior should approve the plats of right of way. These 
bills contain identically the same provisions on that subject as do 
all other bills, providing that this approval shall -be given in sec- 
tions of 25 miles each. 

The bill of mine which was vetoed runs into the Indian Terri- 
tory only 25 miles. I wish to appeal to members of this House, 
without any disrespect to the President of the United States, who 
I am satisfied has been misinformed on this subject—I desire to 
appeal to members of the House, in justice to the people who are 
interested in that new country and its development, in the interest 
of a section that has besn the harbor for more train robbers, cut- 
throats, and outlaws than any other section of the United States—I 
wish to appeal to members and to say that if they want that condi- 
tion broken up there is one way in which it can be done, and that 
is to allow the wheel of progress to advance through that country. 

In that Indian Territory there is an area larger than the State 
of Indiana without east and west railroad facilities. Coal fields 
are within 40 miles of my Territory; but we are unable to obtain 
the coal because we have no direct railroad connection. We must 
pay the extra cost of cartage 200 miles through Kansas before we 
can get that coal. These bills would give us an opportunity to 
tap the coal fields in the Indian Territory. We are entitled to 
facilities of that kind, the President or anyone else to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

I say that the President has evidently been misinformed on this 
subject. If you propose to require that we shall get the consent 
of the Indians in the Five Tribes before we can build a railroad 
you had better fix a limit as to the amount you are going to allow 
us to pay in order to bribe the Indians so as to get the matter 
through. Corruption reeks there, according to the statements of 
the public officials themselves. Yet in the face of this we are 
asked to go and get the consent of those men before we can build 
a railroad across the Indian Territory. This has never been de- 
manded before. 

The present Executive, like other Presidents, has signed any 
number of charters for roads going through that Territory and 
there has never been any hitch or kink in the matter; but now, 
when two roads are about to be constructed to benefit the entire 
Southwest where we reside, we are met with such objections as I 
have stated. I have no unkind words against any of the officials 
connected with the Administration in this matter, except that 
they have not been consistent in the course they have pursued. I 
beheve that this House, understanding far better than the Presi- 
dent the condition existing in the Indian Territory, is capable of 
judging what is proper legislation for that section of country. 
Consequently I rely on the House to support the motion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DInsMORE] to pass this bill, the 
objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


{Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. | 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ilinois | Mr. 
Hopkins] to postpone the consideration of the veto message until 
to-morrow (Monday, March 4) at thirty minutes past 11. 

Mr. FLYNN. Are we not entitled to fifteen minutes’ debate, 
the previous question having been ordered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No further debate is in order on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

r. FLYNN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FLYNN. I never have known in this House, on a motion 
for the previous question [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman stated that he 
rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FLYNN. I undertook to get recognition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman has a question 
the Chair will hearit. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] to postpone. 
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The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 


that the noes ap 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Baiiey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Bland, 


Bromwell, 
Brosius, 

yan, 
Bunn, 
Capehart, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, Wyo. 
Conn, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 


Cox. 

Culberson, 

Curtis, Kans. 
is, N. Y. 


Denson, 


Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Beckner, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, 

Blair, 
Boatner, 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss. 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Coom 
Cooper, Wis. 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
en, 
Babcock, 
Belden. 
i am, 


Breckinridge, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
wn, 
Bundy, 
Burnes, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, IL. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran 


Cogswell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crain, 


Patterson, 
meray (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion 
was 


rej a 


red to have it. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois demanded a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 136. 
So the motion to postpone was rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is, Shall the 
bill pass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 
standing? Upon this the Constitution requires that the yeas and 
nays shall be taken. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, Mr. DINSMORE, and the gentleman from 
Tilinois, Mr. Hopxrrys. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 93, 
answered “present” 2, not voting 98; as follows: 


YEAS—156 
Dinsmore, Kem, 
Doolittle, Kiefer, 
Draper, Lawson, 
Durborow, Lefever, 
ane Oreg. —— 
ithian, oudenslager, 
Fletcher, Lucas, 
Forman, Maddox, 
Punk, Mahon, 
Fyan, Marsh, 
Gardner, Ma . 
Gillet, N. Y. Martin, Ind. 
Gillett, Mass. eCall, 
Gresham, MeCulloch, 
Griffin, Wis. McDearmon, . 
Grout, McDowell, . 
Grow, McKeighan, 
Hainer, Nebr. MeMillin, 
Haines, McNagny, 
is, Meiklejo. 
Hartman, Mercer, 
oe. ———, 
ugen, oney, 
Hayes, Moon, 
Heard, Moore, 
Heiner, Pa. Morgan, 
Henderson, Il Morse, 
Henderson, Iowa Moses, 
Hepburn, Northway, 
Hermaan, Outhwaite, 
Hicks, Payne, 
Hooker, N.Y. Pence, 
Houk, Pendleton, Tex. 
Hulick, Perkins, 
Huil, Phillips, 
Hunter, Pickler, 
Ikirt, Powers, 
Johnson, Ind. Quigs, 
Jorden, y, 
NAYS—93. 
Cornish, Hudson, 
Covert, Izlar, 
De Armond, Johnson, Ohio 
Donovan, Jones, 
English, Cal. Kilgore, 
English, N. J. Kribbs, 
Erdman, Kyle, 
Everett, Lane, 
Fielder, Layton, 
Goldzier, Lester, 
Gorman, Lockwood, 
Grady, Loud, 
Graham, Mallory, 
Grosvenor, ee reney Ky. 
Hall, Mo. McEttrick, 
Hare, McKaig, 
Harmer, Montgomery, 
» Mutchler, 
Henderson, N.C. Page, 
Hendrix, aschal, 
Henry, Pendleton, W. Va. 


Holraan, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Il. 


Pigott, 
Reilly, 
Rusk 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—2. 


Scranton, 


Weadock. 


NOT VOTING—98. 


Crawford, 
Bavey, 
De Forest, 
Dingley, 
ery, 
Dollives: 


Hutcheson, 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
La ~ 


Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Russell, Conn, 
settle, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
vy, 

Tawney, 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Il. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Ohio* 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Ryan, 
Schermoerhorn, 
Shell, 


Sickles, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Straus, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Wells, 
Williams, Il. 
Wolverton. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if I 
am recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not recorded. 
Did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I did not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall 
of the House and did he fail to hear his name? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I was within the walls of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the 
request under that statement. 

he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had further insisted upon its amendments 
numbered 47, 136, and 144 to the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
partment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, ee to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the further conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cau, 
Mr. CocKRELL, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part-of 
the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; 

A bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of 
the United States,” approved August 1, 1888; 

A bill (H. R.8388) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and juilicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the 
sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 


MAJ. GEN. JOHN A. M’CLERNAND, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 2342) granting a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. McClernand, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maj. Gen. John A. McCler- 
nand, late a major-general in the United States Army, at the rate of $100 per 
month. 

Mr. JONES. I demand a second on that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. 
JONES. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 178, noes 9. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, to control the time in favor of the bill, 
and the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Jongs, to control the time 
in opposition. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
Members are violating the rule of the House which forbids smok- 
ing on the floor. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair appeals to gentlemen to observe 
that rule of the House which prohibits smoking on the floor. 
The officers of the House are directed to request any gentleman 
who is seen violating this rule to observe it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield three minutes tothe gentleman from 
Indiana. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that this bill will 


, a8 indicated by the vote on the demand for a second. 

I formed the acquaintance of General McClernand in this House 
before the war, and from my first acquaintance with him I was 
impressed with the high character of that gentleman. He was a 
man of fine integrity, of superior attainments; and when we were 
on the verge of the great war which soon afterwards followed 
and men began to place themselves in what attitudes they would 
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occupy during that great strnggie General McClernand, from the 
beginning, on this floor, was an outspoken friend of the Union; 
and early in the year 1861, in the presence of Stephen A. Doug- 
las and others, informed the President that he and his associates 
would rise above all partisan considerations in ae the in- 
tegrity of the Union; and he never faltered. All that has been 
said at any time or can be said that would militate against Gen- 
eral McClernand is the fact that after the fall of Vicksburg an 
unpleasant issue arose between him and General Grant; and it is 
quite certain that that unpleasant issue was not the result of any 
act on the part of Gene McClernand that ought to have sub- 
jected him to any censure, but was the result of jealousies which 
spring up in every branch of the public service, nothing more, 
nothing less. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was very familiar with the facts at the time; 
and I desire to say, if my friend will allow me a single mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That, being in the vicinity of Vicksburg at 
the time these events occurred, nothing happened that would 
at all detract from the claims of General Mec ernand to the love 
and admiration of our whole people. He was a gallant soldier 
with a grand record, and this Congress will do itself honor by 
placing him on the honor roll, as he is poor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the djsagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8479) making appro- 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
partment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, and had further insisted upon its amendments numbered 47 
and 144, had asked a further conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Cau. Mr. CocKRELL, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit to this Housea 
copy of all correspondence, evidence, and reports of engineers now in the 
possession of the War orem relating to the construction of a bridge 
on the line of the Rome, Watertown and Ogdensburg Railroad, near Depau- 


ville. in the county of Jefferson, in the State of New York, if not incompati- 
bie with the public service. 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to request the House 
of a to furnish to the Senate a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
LaF ao 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis, the same having been lost or 
mislaid. 


¥ 


MAJ. GEN. JOHN A. M’CLERNAND. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I call fora vote. Ido not de- 
sire to occupy the time of the House, seeing the disposition of the 
House, as there are a great many other matters to be called up. 
As time is very precious I will ask the House to vote upon this 
most meritorious bill. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy the time 
of the House at this late hour of the session for more than a few 
moments. I think that the House ought to know something about 
this bill before passing it under a suspension of the rules and 
when it is absolutely impossible to fairly considerit. The only ex- 
cuse that can be offered for holding a session of this House on the 
Sabbath day is that there are important appropriation measures 
necessary for carrying on the Government for the next fiscal year 
unacted upon and which can not receive consideration unless we 
remain in continuous session until the moment of final adjourn- 
ment. 

This is a bill to pension General McClernand at the rate of $100 
per month. It is not a meritorious proposition, and no one will 
say that it is a measure of such exigency as to engage the atten- 
tion of this House on the Lord’s Day. It has never m consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole, and has not the approval of 
several of the best members of the Invalid Pensions Committee. 

I have stated my objections to this bill on a former occasion at 
some length and I will not no-v undertaketorepeatthem. I recog- 
nize the fact that my opposition will now prove ineffectual, and I 
will not waste my breath in a vain endeavor to influence the ac- 
tion of gentlemen who vote for every measure of this nature. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that in the last expiring moments 
of this Congress this foun ought not to single out this soldier, 

i ed and influential oan may be, and bestow upon 
him a gratuity of $100 a month. is services to the Union may 
have been great, but who will dare say that they exceeded those 
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of hundreds and thousands of others who are to-day living upon 

nsions not exceeding$12 per month? The proposition embodied 
in this bill is class legislation of the most glaring and pernicious 
character. There is no excuse for it, and not one word has been 
said by any member upon this floor or can be said that justifies it. 

It has not been shown, it has not even been stated, that Gen- 
eral McClernand's circumstances aresuch as to appeal to Congress 
for any pension. So far as this House knows to the contrary he 
may be a man of wealth and not need a dollar of pension. I do 
not assert that he is, but surely we are entitled to the facts before 
being required to vote upon so extraordinary and so unusual a 
proposition. 

It seems to me that to vote to pass a bill cf this sort without the 
slightest inquiry into the circumstances of the man that is pro- 
posed to be pensioned, and to put him on the pension rolls at the 
rate of $100 a month, is asking more at the hands of this House 
than it ought to be expected to grant. 

I am willing to vote pensions for needy and deserving soldiers. 
Iam not willing to vote large sums of money to those who do not 
need the assistance of the Government and who do not even pre- 
tend that they do. 

Gentlemen may say in reply to this that General McClernand’s 
circumstances are such as to require aid at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment. I simply maintain that there is no evidence before this 
House to show what his circumstances really are, and that I have 
the right to presume, in the absence of all evidence, that it can not 
be shown that the beneficiary in this bill is needy. 

Mr. HUNTER. The friends of General McClernand do not 
come to this House begging a pension for him. They mut it upon 
the ground that he is er:titled to a pension for his gallant services 
and his distinguished position as a civilian and soldier. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I understand now from the gentile- 
man from [Illinois that this pension is not asked on the ground 
that the soldier needs it, but simply upon the ground that he was 
a gallant soldier and that he held high rank in the Army. I chal- 
lenge the right of this House to pension any man upon any such 
a ground as that. Rank and infiuence can not be accepted as the 
only criterion to guide Congress in these matters. I am aston- 
ished that any gentleman will take so untenable and so undemo- 
cratic a position as this. If this House indorses such a proposition 
as this it must do so with its eyes open. 

If the Government has money to bestow upon the influential, 
the great, and the rich in such lavish sums as is asked for this 
soldier, then it should take better care of the poor and suffering 
private soldier and his dependent widow and children. 

General McClernand was a Democrat. He presided over oneof 
the national Democratic conventions. I honor him as a man, as 
a Democrat, and as a soldier, but I will never consent to vote for 
an extravagant pension of $100 a month to any soldier simply upon 
the ground that he held high rank, and without any regard to his 
needs. I beseech gentlemen to weigh well the facts in this case. 
I beseech them not to outrage justice upon this holy Sabbath day 
by giving to a man who may not need a cent the extravagant sum 
of $100 per month as a mere gratuity. I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SIcKLEs}. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. JONES] says that in these last hours of the session we ought 
not to pass this bill. In my opinion, sir, we could not make a 
better use of a few minutes in the last hours of this session than 
to pass one or two good bills as a sort of atonement for the mis- 
chief we have done. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Virginia objects to this bill because every- 
body is not pensioned. His logic is: Everybody is not pensioned; 
therefore nobody should be pensioned. He objects to it because 
General McClernand is not a pauper. Thank God he is not. 
[Applause.] His noble State of Dlinois would not suffer him to 
live or to die in want. Nor should a grateful country listen to 
such objections. [Applause.] 

Sir, [remember well the words of Lincoln about McClernand, 
in the dark and anxious days of 1861, when a Douglas came for- 
ward, when a n step to the front, when a Dix enrolled his 
name upon the glorious list. At that time Mr. Lincoln said to 
me—for in my humble way I had offered my services in the cause 
of the Union—“Sicki#s,” he said, “‘these names lift a great 
burden from my shoulders. If this is to be a party war it can 
never succeed, but when men like Douglas and Logan and Me- 
Clernand and Dix and others come forward from the ranks of the 
Democratic party and hold up my hands I thank God, for I feel 
that success is within our grasp.” [Applause. | 

Sir, when the name of a man like McClernand, with his glorious 
civil record, besides his brilliant and gallant service in the field— 
when such a man’s name is presented here by his friends, a man 
who was a great leader of public opinion in this country, and who 
threw his whole heart nh his whole influence into the scale of 
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the Union—when an oupest in behalf of such a soldier is presented 
here, let it never be said in this Hall, which he once honored, that 
his services in the field shall be passed over without proper appre- 
ciation and respect. [Prolonged applause and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
** Vote!” 
Mr. SPRINGER. I yield one minute to my colleague from 
Tllinois t2 Funk]. 
Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I ae this bill will pass. It was oy 
= fortune when a boy to hear General McClernand, in the dar 
ays of 1861, talk to our people about the importance of putting 
down the rebellion. When the black clouds of war hung over 
this country some of the most stirring and patriotic speeches of 
that time were made by General McClernand. Besides that, he 
was a gallant soldier, and I believe he ought to be pensioned. 
Therefore I am in favor of this bill, and I hope it will pass. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
ro aoe Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to suspend the rules and pass 
e bill. 
The question having been put, 
The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 
Mr. JONES. Icall for a division. 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 185, noes 17. 
Mr JONES. Yeas and nays. ; 
The pe and nays were not ordered, only five voting in favor 
thereof. 
The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, 
the rules are suspended and the bill is passed. [Applause.] 


JOHN H. WILLIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to furnish the Senate a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (H. R. 
1310) for the relief of John H. Willis. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the request of the 
Senate will be complied with. 

There was no objection. 


LOST PROPERTY OF NAVAL OFFICERS AND SEAMEN, 


The bill (S. 1201) to provide for the reimbursement of officers 
and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval service of 
the United States was laid before the House. 

The SPEAKER. On this bill the Senate disagrees to the House 
amendments and asks a conference. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the House insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman and myself have reached an 
understanding by which the House conferees are to insist on the 
first amendment and modify the second amendment, so that here- 
after these claims shall be certified to Congress for consideration, 
and that as to the three claims now pending the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be authorized to make payment. 

The motion of Mr, BUNN was to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Bunn, Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr, Loup. 


FRED KORMANN. 


The SPEAKER. A bill for the consideration of which the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER] obtained consent at the 
moment could not be found. The bill is now at the desk, and as 
consent has been given for its consideration it will be read. 

The bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the cash entry No. 8309 of lot 4 in section 23, lot 3 in 
section 24, lot 1 in section 25, and lot 5 in section 26, in township 110 north of 
range 29 west, in the district of lands subject to entry at the United States 
1 land office at Marshall, in the State of Minnesota, made by one Fred 
Kormann on the 6th day of March, 1891, be, and the same is hereby, confirmed 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office is hereby authorized and 
directed to issue a patent therefor. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
reported as & ee report (as a substitute for the bill H. RB 
8007) a bill (H.R. 8981) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the appointment of receivers for national banks, and for other 
purposes.’ —— June 30, 1876, as amended by an act areneres 
August 3, 1892; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANT TO MISSISSIPPI FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


Mr. ALLEN. 1 move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 2468) to grant a township of land to the State of 
a for the use of the Institute and College for Girls was 
read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the governor of the State of Mississippi be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to select, out of the unoccupied and ‘uninhabited lands 


of the United States within the said State, 23,040 acres of land, in legal subdi- 
visions, being a total equivalent to one township, and shall certify the same to 
the Secretary of the Interior, who shall forthwith, upon receipt of said cer- 
tificate, issue to the State of Mississippi patents for said lands: Provided, 
That the proceeds of said lands, when sold or leased, shall forever remain a 
fund for the use of the Industrial Institute and College for Girls. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I demand a second on this motion. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I will only take a moment to explain 
the grounds on which this donation of public land is asked. In 
the first place, the Government has in our State a large body of 

ine land which has on it valuable pine timber, but is not very 

esirable for homesteads. The Government does not sell this 
land and only allows it to be taken for homestead purposes; and 
as itis not taken for homesteads, and as it can not be taken for 
any other purpose, it is not doing the Government nor anyone else 
any good. This Congress has recently donated to the State of 
ne a township of this land for the benefit of the Agricul- 
tural and Mechanical College for the education of boys. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, actuated by that noble spirit of chivalric 
devotion to the cause of woman that actuates Mississippians 
everywhere, our State has led off in the establishment of a splen- 
did industrial female college for the education of girls. [Great 
laughter.] And this great institution is now conferring on hun- 
dreds of our lovely girls, who are as fair and sweet as any flow- 
ers that bloom in the spring, the inestimable benefits of a splen- 
did literary andindustrial education, and the proposition contained 
in this bill is for this Congress to follow the chivalric example of 
the State of Mississippi and make the same provision for the girls 
that we have made for the boys. We wantt to give them a town- 
ship of this land. It costs nothing and could not be devoted to a 
better purpose. At this time, when the whole civilized world is 
being stirred to secure for woman that justice and encouragement 
which has been denied her so long, I am sure I need not appeal to 
this Congress to do for this girls’ school what it has done for the 
boys’. 

. Mr. Speaker, this city has been entertained for the last week or 
two by the Woman’s Council, who are .earnestly striving for the 
proper recognition of their sex, and I do not taliode there is a 
member of this House who is base enough to say ‘‘no” to this 
a If such there be, let him go out from here scorned 

woman, shunned by men, and lashed by his own conscience, 
[Laughter. ] 

Gentlemen, this Congress is about to expire. Many of you are 
about to retire from public life. Some of you are a little short on 
meritorious deeds here. I give you this chance to do this gracious 
thing and to crown your careers with a vote in favor of this prop- 
osition, which will make you not only proud of yourselves but 
earn for you the plaudits of ‘‘Well done” from the American 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the members may want to know where 
this institute is located. It is in the beautiful city of Columbus, 
on the banks of the Tombigbee River; but, to make it more defi- 
nite, it is about 70 miles south of Tupelo, and of course you all 
know where Tupelo is. [Great laughter and applause. | 

Let us have a vote. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, it was agreed to. 


MARGARET KENNEDY. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move the pas- 
sage of the bill I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent to consider a bill which will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8.333) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy. 


Be it enacted, etc., That out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise copreeres there be paid to Margaret Kennedy, 
the widow and sole executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, the sum of $3,000, 
less any sum heretofore paid her in pursuance of the provisions of an act en- 
titled “An act for the relief of Margaret Kennedy,”’ approved October 19, 
1888: Provided, That the amount herein provided to be so paid to said Mar- 

ret Kennedy is to be in full compensation for all claim or demand of said 

rgaret Kennedy as the executrix of John Kennedy. deceased, or of the 
claim or demand of the heirs or representatives of said John Kennedy, by 
reason of timber, fences, fruit trees, and other property taken and used by 
the Army of the United States during the late war of the rebellion from the 
farm of said John Kennedy, in the District of Columbia, being the farm on 
which Fort Sedgwick was erected. 


The House committee recommend the adoption of the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Strike out, in the sixth line, ‘ $3,000” and insert “ $3,430.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object to this, I hope 
the gentleman will make some statement. 

_Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. This, Mr. Speaker, is a Senate 
bill. It was favorably reported by the House committee with an 
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amendment adding $480 to the amount the Senate adopted. My 
Pp is to move to disagree to the House amendment and pass 
the Senate bill, which I now do. 

If no explanation is required or question asked in reference to 


Mr. BARTLETT. [I ask for an explanation. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. This bill covers quartermas- 
ter’s stores, consisting of wood, rails, fruit trees, and timber, the 
property on which Fort Sedgwick, on the other side of the river, 
was built. This fort was built near the close of the war. i 
poor old lady to whom the property belongs, now in her seventies, 
needs the money, and is entitled to it, because the Government 
took the pees sae she has never been paid in full for it. 

A MEMBER. s she received part — 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. She has received payment 
oo and the whole amount required to complete the payment 

ill be perhaps fifteen to eighteen hundred dollars. I thinkit is 
an absolutely just claim and ought to be paid. The report sets 
forth all of the facts, and the House committee, on an examina- 
ion of these facts, recommend an increase of the appropriation of 
$480 more than the sum carried by the Senate bill. We are will- 
ing, however, now to adopt the Senate bill in order that action 
= be had at this session of Congress upon the claim. 

- BARTLETT. How much was paid her? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Thirteen hundred dollars, 
which is to be deducted from the amount carried by this bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is also a fact that a mistake was made in 
pe quartermaster’s statement of the account as to the property 
taken. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 


JOHN FINN. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to consider the bill (S. 1066) to authorize the Third Auditor of 
the Treasury to audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers belonging 
to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
permit John Finn to withdraw, on depositing with the Auditor copies of the 
same, from the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury 333 papers pur- 
porting to be quartermaster’s vouchers heretofore deposited by him in the 
office of the Quartermaster-General and by that officer referred to the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury and aggregating the sum of $7,066.64, which papers 
are unsigned by the payees; and the a by said John Finn, filed with 
the T Auditor for the same, shall be en and deemed sufficient to au- 
yee ine the delivery thereof to him of said alleged vouchers by the Third 

uditor. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iam advised that this bill carries no appro- 
riation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. HUDSON. Reserving the right to object, I will ask the 
gentleman to explain the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. This is simply a bill to correct a tech- 
nical error in a law which is now existing—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
This is simply to correct a technical error in existing law. 

Mr. ME ITH. I will withdraw the demand for the regu- 
lar order for the present. 

Mr. a of Miss ouri. I ask the reading of the report, which 

explains it. 


full 
r. ON. Does this carry an appropriation? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Nota aatlane oo ; 
Mr. HUDSON. It does not cost the Government anything? - 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Nota cent. 
The Senate report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8.1066) entitled 


“A bill to authorize the Third Auditor of the ry toaudit ce: quar- 
termaster’s vouchers belonging te John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.,” having had 
the same under consideration, to submit the following report: 


before this committee at the second session of 
being a House bill, which was amended 

rted favorably. The facts of the 
case are substantially stated in House Report No. 2024, first session Fifty- 
second Congress, as follows: 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5404) to per- 
rit the withdrawal of certain papers and the signing of certain receipts b 
John Finn, or his attorney, have considered the same and recommend that it 
do pass with the ——— 

“Amend in line 12 by inse g between the words ‘sufficient’ and ‘when’ 
the word ‘ receipt.’ 

“John Finn, the claimant in said bill, had on of 333 vouchers 
the Government, and claims to be the owner thereof. They aggregate $7,066.64, 
and are not indorsed by the payece. 

“Mr. Finn left them with the Auditor, so he claims, for the ‘sole and only 
purpose of verification with the quartermaster’s returns.’ That now they 
are withheld from him, and he that he be permitted to withdraw them 
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A somewhat similar bill was 
the Fifty-second Congress, the same 
by this committee and, as amended, re 
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and receipt forthem. This bill does not call for the payment of any money, 
but to give him possession of these evidences of debt. 

“The Auditor justifies the holding by the remarkable statement that ‘ Mr. 
Finn, the only claimant appearing, established no right or title in any of the 
vouchers; that there was no evidence that any of the payees named in the 
vouchers had ever sold or assigned their vouchers.’ 

“What right that gives the Government to keep them your committee is 
unable to see. One is oe The Government does not own 
them, and the Auditor informs us t 
vouchers. 

“*Finn had possession of them, and that carried with it the presumption of 
ownership; when they are presented for payment will be time enough to 
raise the question of their validity, but until then Mr. Finn should beallowed 
to hold them. 

“ The following letter of the Auditor sets out the right claimed for the with- 
holding: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE THIRD AUDITOR, 
“ Washington, D. C., June 18, 1302. 

“Sir: Ihave received | Na letter of the 16th instant, which, by oversight, 
did not inclose a copy, of the bill therein said to be inclosed. 

“But Governor Fletcher has handed to me a copy of the House bill No. 5504, 
‘to permit the withdrawal of certain papers and the signing of certain re- 
ceipts by John Finn or his ener, stating that it is the one referred to in 

our letter. This bill mentions 333 quartermaster's vouchers, aggregating 
,066.64, ed by the payees, and claimed by Mr. Finn as his property. 
“Tt is not the fact, in respect to these vouchers, that the accounting officers 
made any finding that_the vouchers, or any of them, regrenmaned valid and 
just claims against the United States. The accounting officers made no inves- 
[—- whatever in that respect and expressed no opinions on that 

eir decisions went only to the point that Mr. Finn, the only claimant 

appearing, established no right or title in any of the vouchers; that there 
was no evidence that any of the payees named in the vouchers had ever sold 
or assigned their vouchers, or, indeed, that they had ever had possession of 
them. Even the very doubtful doctrine of the former Second Comptroller, 
Dr. Broadhead, that settlement upon a voucher could legally be made in 
favor of any person producing the voucher, with the receipt in blank thereon 
signed by the payee, could not apply, for the vouchers were not thus 
receipted and Mr. Finn could offer to the Government nothing which could 
protect it against a claim by any of the payees. 

“The history given by Mr. Finn when he presented the vouchers—and 
which is the only known history—was as follows: That he had advanced a 
large sum to a voucher-broker firm in St. Louis, which firm, becoming wholly 
insolvent, handed to him, as the only return it could make, a bundle of 
vouchers (these being among them), and with the explanation that payment 
thereof had been refused by the United States officers; that he therefore re- 


t there has been no ‘finding’ on the 


point. 


garded them as of no value and threw them aside; but concluded, about 
twenty years thereafter, to make the experiment of presenting them to the 
Department. 


“Tt is not the fact, as assumed in the bill, that the vouchers to which the 

ill relates were ‘left with said auditor for the sole and only purpose of veri- 
fication with the quartermaster’sreturns;’ they were presented with demand 
for adjudication as claims; nor were they presented to this office, but to the 
Quartermaster-General, and were by him referred here. 

“Referring to the concluding clause in the bill, I tail to see how aceremony, 


by Mr. Finn or his attorney, of writing at the foot of the receipts the names 
appearing at the head of the vouchers could add anything of value or in any 
way change the status of the matter. 

“ Very respectfully, 


“W. H. HART, Auditor, 

“ Hon. SAMUEL BYRNs, 

“ Of Committee on Claims, House of Representatives.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest tothe gentleman from Missouri that 
there is no such officer in the Government as the Third Auditor. 
That ought to be changed to the Auditor for the War Department. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. That is correct. It ought to be 
the Auditor for the War Department, since this bill relates to 
quartermaster’s supplies. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will agree to the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These, I understand, were quartermaster’s 
stores? 

Mr.COBB of Missouri. That is correct. 

Mr.O’NEILL of Missouri. This bill relates to quartermaster 
stores. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then that amendment should be made in the 
third line, by striking out ‘‘ Third Auditor of the Treasury” and 
inserting ‘‘Auditor for the War Department.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to, 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be amended in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the committee. 

On mction of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I again ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8963) to adda 
new section to an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the exami- 
nation and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of 
Montana and Idaho,” approved February 26, 1895, to be known as 
section 9. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is already at the Clerk’s desk. It 
was called up and interfered with by a privileged matter. The 
Clerk will report it. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider it. 
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The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I hope weshall 
have an explanation of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the parliamentary situation of this, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri withholds ob- 
jection until the gentleman can make a short explanation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me that we ought not to engage 
in legislation of this kind at this time. I interpose an objection. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Ihope the gentleman will allow me to make 
an explanation. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I object to the consideration of the 
bill just read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman 
from Kentucky object. 


CONDEMNED aera VERMONT SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. *, eaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration ‘ot House resolution 283, authorizin the 
Secretary of the 7 to deliver condemned cannon to the iers’ 
home for the State of Vermont, located at Bennington, Vt. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask my friend to explain this bill. I donot know what 
the supply of condemned cannon in the possession of the United 
States may be, but it seems to me that there have been a great 
many requests for unserviceable cannon. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides, as others 
have which have been passed at this session, that this soldiers’ 
home in Vermont be furnished by the Secretary of the Navy with 
four condemned cannon and twenty cannon balls. Of course if 
the Secretary of the Navy has not the cannon he will not deliver 
them. It is simply a permissive matter. It is understood, how 
— that the Secretary of the Navy has such cannon at his dis- 


posa. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has the gentleman any information as to 
whether these cannon can be furnished? 

Mr. GROUT. I understand they can be supplied. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is this a request upon the War Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. GROUT. No; upon the Secretary of the Navy. 

The SPEAKER. is | there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE STATE OF TENNESSEE, ETO, 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee — a ee to make a request for unanimous consent. 
Mr. CO peaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 


Senate resolution wns a joint resolution providing for the adjust- 
ment of certain claims of the United States against the State of 
Tennessee and certain claims of the State of Tennessee against the 
United States. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. SCRANTON, 1 demand a second. 

Mr. DOCKERY. mgs Sig hy right to object, I ask the gen 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] tomake an explanation of Ghis 
resolution. 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent that I may make a short 
statement in regard to this matter. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I demand a second. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this a motion to d > Tules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has Pee oer the gentleman to 
ask unanimous consent. is there objection to the consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. HUDSON. I object. 

TERRITORIAL CAPITAL, SANTA FE, N. MEX. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. 8 er, I i consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. BR. 8889) a ee an act 
entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial May 1 
itol at Santa Fe, N. Mex., which was destroyed by fire 


1892 
The bill was reed at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


bill? 

Mr. SCRANTON. Iobject. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a Senate resolution. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Merz- 


DITH] demands the regular order, which is equivalent to an ob- 
jection. Gentlemen will please be seated. The unanimous-con- 
sent business seems to have ended. 


R. F. SANGER, 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present some privileged 

reports from the Committee on Accounts, 
e Clerk read as follows: 

The Copeniiies on Accounts, to whom wee referred the accompanying reso- 
lution, offered by Mr. CAMPBELL, to pay R. F. Sanger, father of rge R. 
Sanger, deceased, late clerk to the nadeepae of the House, six months 
Substitate: funeral expenses, beg to recommend the passage of the following 
su 

Moy a ved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out st = contin- 
t fund of the House to R. F. Sanger, father of George R. Sange: 

te dere to the Doork r of the Hox ouse, a sum not exceeding may to pay 
the expenses of his last illness and funeral.” 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is similar to some ten 
or eleven that have passed during the sessions of this Congress for 
the benefit of families of dece employees. This vensbaiiien dif- 
fers from most of them in the fact that it only allows the funeral 
expenses, it not appearing to the satisfaction of the committee that 
there were any dependent relatives left to whom an additional 
contribution should be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this a privileged resolution coming from 
the Committee on Accounts? I believe thisis to be paid out of the 
contingent fund. 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. 

mo DOCKERY. Was this an employee of the present Con- 
gress 

Mr. RUSK. He was an employee of the present Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much does this resolution carry? 

Mr. RUSK. The expenses are not to exceed $250. It does not 
— for an amount equal to six months’ salary, there being no 

ependent relatives left. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is in pursuance of an existing custom, 
and a very vicious custom. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 

JENNIE B,. DARNEILLE, 

Mr. RUSK. I offer another resolution of the same kind, Mr, 

Speaker. 


ny out ot That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
= ornaeat fund of the House to Mrs. Jennie B. Coe Se 


ow of John D. Darneille, deceased, late a messenger in the employ of the 
eum of Representatives, asum equal to his as such messenger for 
six eee also the expenses attending his last illness and funeral, not to 
excee 


Mr. DOCKERY. Was hean employee of the present Con ? 

Mr. RUSK. He was an employee of the present Congress, being 
the messenger to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


DIGEST OF CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES, FIFTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 


Mr. RUSK. I present another report from the Committee on 
Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed and bound for the use of the House, the 
usual number, to wit, 1,607 copies, of the Digest of Contested-Election Cases of 
the Fifty-second Co: sGosasatiten on Misctians Seette the all Com 
by Alfred J. Stofer, clerk to the Committee on Elections during the Con- 
ss, for which and for _ aes "Stoter ion and superintendence 
reof there shall be paid the er by thie Clerks of the House, 
out of the contingent fund, as oe of an of $1,000 as recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Elections of the Fifty-third Co ngress; said sum to be when 
the manuscript of the work shall have boon dal delivered to the Public Printer. 


The report (by Mr. Rusk) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to eee was referred the 
resolution, relative 2 the ee binding for — use of the Honse 
copies of the ted- on Cases in th my Congress, 
and the same prepared, by Alfred Jf ~_— ae clerk of the Committee on 
Elections during the said Congress, and that he be paid the sum of Ae fos for 
said services, as recommended by the Gomunittes on Elections. 
mittee consideration 


would to report that r due they would respect- 
See ciara dene 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is that a privileged resolution 
Mr. RUSK. I will state to the gentleman that iti to be paid 


out of the con ag eo poten 

ene I did not catch the name of the beneficiary 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Alfred J. Stofer. 


Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that that is not a privileged 
resolution under the rules. 


Mr. RUSK. This resolution is identical with resolutions in the 
Fiftieth and se Corigresses 


vo Eee Pie Cossasittne on Donouaienee hy them reported 
back an House in those Congresses. 
Mr. HUDSON Pies wand tans te oolet 
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Mr. RUSK. One thousand dollars. 

a HUDSON. I think that ought to be considered in the reg- 
ar way. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the resolution now. Itisclearly 


not in order. I believe that the amount ought to be paid from 
what I know of the circumstances, but I can not consent to its 
consideration by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HUDSON. I object. 


Mr. RUSK. This is a privileged resolution, and the payment 
is to be made out of the contingent fund of the House. e Teso- 
lution is identical with one introduced by the present S r of 
the House when he was chairman of the Committee on Elections 


in the Fiftieth Congress. The resolution was then referred to the 
Committee on Accounts of that Congress and reported back by 
Mr. Sowden. The same ere was had in the Fifty-first 
Congress, when Mr. Rowell, of Illinois, was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. A resolution identical with this was then in- 
troduced, referred to the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
as privileged. and passed. 7 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Speaker, if this is privileged, all in 
the world you have got to do is to refer anything to the Committee 
on Accounts and report it back with the right for it to be paid 
out of the contingent fund. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not see that this is privileged. 

Mr. RUSK. Then I withdraw it. 


J. W. AMERICA. 


Mr. RUSK. I offer another privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed topay 

out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of J. W. America, de- 

, late one of the employees of this House, a sum equal to his salary for 

six months; and that the Clerk be directed to ry out of the contingent fund 

of the House the funeral expenses of the said J. W. America, said expenses 
not to exceed $150. 


The report (by Mr. Rusk) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the follo 
tion, offered by Mr. Corrrn of Maryland, topay tothe widow of J. W. 


deceased, late an employee of the House, a sum equal to his salary for six 


months, and $150 for funeral expenses, beg to report that they respectfully 
recommend the passage of the resolution. 


Mr. RUSK. Iask for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was he an employee of this House? 

Mr. RUSK. He was an employee of this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the gentleman any more of these resolu- 
tions? 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave no more of them. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to was laid on the table. 

USELESS PAPERS IN THE VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a report 
from the ial committee appointed to investigate the useless 
papers in the various Departments. This report will be printed 
as a document. The regularorderisdemanded. The gentleman 
from Indiana desires to correct the RECORD. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, in 
the proceedings of this legislative day an error has crept into the 
RECORD that does me grave injustice, and I therefore ask that it 
be corrected. In the second column of page 3149 will be found a bill 
to pension Mrs. Mary Tassin, which was read from the desk as it 
came from the Senate, pensioning this lady at the sum of $25 per 
month. The REcorD shows that it was passed pensioning her at 
$50 per month. During the discussion some member asked me a 
question whether this bill had been reported from the House com- 
mittee. I informed him that a bill su tially like the one read 
from the desk had been reported by the House committee. You 
will find on page 2782 of the Ruecorp of February 26 the bill as it 
passed the Senate; and it is in the following language: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to increase to the sum of $25 per month the pension of Mrs. Tas- 


sin, widow of Augustus G. Tassin, late first li 


ieutenant Twelfth t 
United States antry; said pension to be im lieu of pension 


Doubtless the bill itself was handed to the Reporter and in- 
serted in the REcorD in place of the bill as it passed the Senate, 
and the error oc in that manner. I ask that the word 
‘* twenty-five” be substituted for the word “‘ fifty,” to makeit ap- 
pear as it was intended to be, and as it passed the Senate and was 
reported from the House committee. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to correct the Recorp. 
This is another matter, not relating to the Recorp. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The Recorp shows that the pen- 
sion was allowed at the rate of $50 per month, when as a matter 
of fact it was a pension of $25 per month. I stated that when 
this bill under consideration. 

The SP. The Chair does not understand the matter at 


all. Ifthe Journal isright the gentleman can correct the REcorpD 
in any way he desires. The Journal covers what took place in 
reference to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The Journal is correct, and I desire 
the Recorp to show what was really dohe on that occasion. 

The Clerk read from the desk a bill that was sent from the Sen- 
ate, providing that this party be pensioned at $25 per month. 
The bill inserted in the Recorp would indicate that she is to be 
pensioned at the rate of $50 per month. The Recorp shows that 
the bill passed providing for the payment of $50 a month to the 
beneficiary, when as a matter of fact it should show that $25 
had been granted to the beneficiary. I ask that this correction be 
made, for the reason that I stated to some gentlemen who inter- 
rogated me when the bill was before the House that the bill was 
substantially the same as one reported from the House committee, 
which is true. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCRANTON. I move that the House take a recess until 
8 o'clock p. m. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to recognize the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Homan] to present a conference report. 

Mr. RICHAR IN of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to yield to me for a moment to present a 


privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for the adoption of 
the concurrent resolution which I send to the desk. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized to print the re 
rts, correspondence, charts, maps, and other matters now on file in the 
ey, tment, the Navy Department, the United States Coast Sur- 
vey, and the United States Fish Commission, relating to seal and salmon fish- 
eries and other matters pertaining to the Territory of Alaska, 3,000 copies to 
pe printed, of which 750 shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,500 for the 
ouse, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire toadd 
an amendment providing that the remaining 750 shall be for the 
use of the Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to antagonize 
this proposition, but I think my colleague will find that if it is 
carried out we shall have a very voluminous print on this subject. 
I will ask him if he has any information on that subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 
read from the Clerk’s desk a letter in relation to this subject from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, which was placed in my 
hands this morning. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 2, 1295. 
Srr: I have the honor to inclose draft of a bill to authorize the printing of 
the reports, correspondence, charts, etc., on the files of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, Navy Department, Coast Survey, and Fish Commission relating to 
oe soek and salmon fisheries, and other matters pertaining to the Territory 
of Alaska. 
I have the honor to state that there are many valuable reports on file in the 


tt which should be preserved, and I respectfully request the nec- 
essary authority to print the same. 


spectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 

To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can only say, in addition, 
that I have no doubt that the Secretary of the Treasury desires to 
have these rs printed, and I have conferred with the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DineLey], who is quite familiar with this 
general subject, and he thinks the documents ought to be printed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These are very important documents relating 
to the Bering Sea question, and they ought to be printed. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing what is the status of the horse book? 

Mr. RIC DSON of Tennessee. I will try to answer the 
gentleman’s question, though I do not see that it has any connec- 
tion with the pending resolution. What horse book does the g 
tleman refer to? 

Mr. MORSE. The treatise on Diseases of the Horse. The 
Washington Post of this morning says that the Senate had struck 
it out of an a ae bill. 

Mr. RICHA ON of Tennessee. The printing bill, which 
passed the House on the 12th day of February last, provided for 
printing 75,000 copies of that work. That has been the law for 
nearly sixty days, and the Senate could not strike the appropria- 
tion out, because it is not pending in any bill now before Con- 


gress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe there have been several prints of 
that treatise already. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A half dozen atleast. But 
I do not see that that has anything to do with this pending matter. 

Mr. MORSE, I asked the question for information. 


sen- 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I send to the 
desk an amendment to the ding resolution. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the resolution, “‘and the remainder, 750 copies, for the 
Treasury Department.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was adopted was laid 
on the table. 

LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there is an- 
other matter which I desire to call up and which I think is privi- 
leged. It relates to a work which was authorized by the House 
at the last session, and which the Clerk informs meis still incom- 
mg The House in August last adopted the following resolu- 

on: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed tosupply 
the Public Printer, as rapidly as possible, with the y of the digested sum- 
mary and alphabetical list of private claims presen to the House of Rep- 
resentatives from the Forty-seventh to the -first Congress, inclusive, as 
the same is prepared by him; and the Public Printer is hereby authorized to 
cause the same to be printed. 

The work contemplated by this resolution is in the hands of the 
Clerk, and he informs me that it is still incomplete, and therefore I 
ask for the consideration of the resolution which I send to the 3esk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: ; 

iy with the resolution of the House of August 24, 1604, to furnish the Public 
. tm 
Printer with ac copy of the digested summary and alphabetical index of private 
claims, the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ such expert 
labor as may be nece: to complete this work, and to pay for the same out 
of the contingent fund: Provided, That the maximum cost thereof shall not 
be greater than $600. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think we should have some explanation of 
that resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Clerk informs me that 
this work is in progress and is nearly completed, and he has handed 
me this statement: 

The cards of which this index is made number about 50,000, and are now 
contained in 16 large boxes and about 20 mail bags and bundles. Having been 
prapered by many different clerks during a period of ten years and under 

ifferent systems, it will be necessary to arrange the cards alphabetically and 
chronologically and alliterate them, and, to prevent duplication, to compare 
the cards with the Journals. 

The Clerk needs a small fund to enable him to complete this 
work, and this resolution provides that the expenditure for this 
Pp se shall not exceed $600. 

r. DINGLEY. Is that for ne 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notatall. It issimply for 
the aa of the manuscript. 

Mr. DINGLE Is there not an appropriation in the legisla- 
tive bill for some of this work in relation to private claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Clerk informs me that 
: does not cover this matter. I ask for the adoption of the reso- 

ution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RIC DSON of Tennessee a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was adopted was laid on 
the table. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the Gogrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 47, 136, and 144, to the bill (H. R. 8479) 
making appropriations for current and con mt expenses of the Indian 
department and fulfilling treaty stipulations h various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other p having met, after 
full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to 
their tive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 136 and agree to the same. 
On the amendments of the Senate numbered 47 and 144 the committee of 
conference have been unable to agree. 
W.8. HOLMAN, 
J. M. ALL 


. M. EN. 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


H. M. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. Thisa partialagreement. The question is on 
agreeing to the report. 


The —— was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there are two 
amendments still at issue. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment er 
to by the conferees is the one in regard to the claims of i 
Indians in my own State. While Iam not entirely satisfied my- 
self with the provision, yet in view of the fact that the finding of 
facts by the Court of Claims under the Bowman law seems to 
establish that this a by the Government 


ago was 
paid to persons not enti 


to receive it, my co on the 
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committee thought they ought to concur in the action of the Sen- 
ate. That leaves only two propositions still pending; one in re- 
gard to the Ogden Land Company, the other the school question— 
both of them unusually interesting matters. 

Mr. SICKLES. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments and ask a further conference, 
but I think I shall modify this motion before I finish my remarks. 

Mr. § er, the more I have studied the claim of this so-called 
Ogden Land Company the more I am dissatisfied with it. I think 
there is no actual foundation for it. Gentlemen are well aware 
of the fact that the State of Massachusetts, within the last cen- 
tury, owned certain lands within the limits of the State of New 
York and finally ceded jurisdiction over those lands. In a very 
obscure manner it appears that a gentleman named Norris, away 
back one hundred years ago, or about that time, acquired from 
Massachusetts—perhaps before jurisdiction of those lands was 
ceded to New York—the right to purchase lands on these two res- 
ervations from the Indians—the Seneca Indians, I believe—the 
two reservations being the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations. 

I have in my hand the report of the Secretary of the Interior on 
this subject, which is very indefinite, calling attention to the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and an extended re- 
port of facts supposed to exist in regard to the origin of this 
claim. Inasmuch as there is no other conference report now 
ready to come before the House, I will ask indulgence to submit 
some suggestions as to the abstract of title in this case. The 
more I study this question the more obscure the whole subject 
becomes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
whether the matter he proposes to have read from the desk is not 
the same matter that he had leave last night toprintin the REcorD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; the matter I asked leave to print in 
the REcorp, and which appeared this morning, is the protest of 
the officers of this so-called nation of Indians and of a large body 
of Indians acting for themselves. That protest is a very strong 
one. In it the Indians solemnly protest against any interference 
with their lands on the part of the United States. Among other 
things they point out the fact that in those old States of the Union 
lands stand upon a very different footing-from that which they 
occupy in the new States. 

The United States never owned any lands in New York or Mas- 
sachusetts. This was purely a transaction between Massachusetts 
and New York, referring mainly to the subject of jurisdiction, in 
reference to which mutual concessions were made. These old 
grants date away back to the sixteenth century; but it appears 
—_ clear that what is called a preemption, a right to purchase 

rom the Indians, was in some way ceded either by Massachusetts 
or New York—a right simply to purchase—one of the most 
shadowy claims to title that I have ever seen or examined. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana to the fact that the Indians 
owned these lands before America was discovered, and that Mas- 
sachusetts never could have had any title to the lands as against 
the Indians, and therefore could not convey any to anybody. I 
wish also to call his attention to a decision by the highest court of 
the State of New York, the court of appeals (in the case of Fel- 
lows vs. Lee, 5 Denio, 628), to the effect that the title of these In- 
dians to these lands is ‘‘ original, absolute, and exclusive.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, that is true. That was the decision I 
understand of the court of appeals of the State of New York. 
That court held that the Indians had the absolute title. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I wish further to call the 
attention of the eee from Indiana [Mr. HotMAn] to the 
fact that the en Land Company was never a corporation. 

Mr. HOL Oh, no; it appears from the papers before me 
that no such corporation exists or ever existed. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It is a sort of a nonde- 
script party. Every man that was in it is dead. The only one 
who claims to be in it now is a New York lawyer, who claims to 
be trustee of this company—this dead company. 

Mr. SICKLES. A trustee without a trust. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Yes; a trustee without a 
trust and without a beneficiary. It appears also that a part of 
the original so-called shares are held by the Bank of England. 
Two-twentieths were so held. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In regard to the existence of this corporation 
I find the following in this report: 

1. That there is not now and never was any corporation called ‘‘ The Og- 
den Land Company.” 

Reference is made to a deed of trust of February 8,1881. Ican 
not find — connection between that deed of trust and the ab- 
stract of title running back one hundred years. 


2. That the deed of trust of February 8, 1881, referred to in the foregoing 
abstract of title, creates all the estates, rights, and interests which have 2 
commonly ae as ‘The en Company.” . 

8. That there is no capital ; the number of shares or interests in the 
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trust estate was 20, and that these shares have no face value, each share rep- 
resenting one-twentieth of the trust estate and its proceeds. 


Then it gives the names of some fifteen or twenty persons sup- 
posed to be beneficiaries under the trust. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me a moment further, I would like to suggest this inquiry: If 
the United States is to take the deed of the Ogden Company, who 
is to sign the deed and how will it be authenticated? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course it can not be done. at 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. For there is nobody living 
who can sign such a deed and convey title. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is entirely correct in that. 

I shall state further, in conclusion of this subject, that there 
is no "oe that there is any means by which we can estimate 
this shadowy title. That is the report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office upon the subject. 

Now I will ask that the abstract of title be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ABSTRACT OF TITLE. 


These reservations are part of the lands claimed by the State of Massachu- 
setts under its charter from Charles II, 1628-29. 

The State of New York also claimed the same lands under the grant to the 
Duke of York (12 Mar., 1664). 7 

The two States appointed commissioners to settle the rival claims. The 
commissioners met at Hartford, Conn., and agreed upon a settlement De- 
cember 16, 1786. ; 

7 this settlement the State of Massachusetts ceded to New York all claim 
to the government, sovereignty, and jurisdiction of the lands in question, and 
the State of New York ceded to Massachusetts and their grantees the right 
of ———_ from the native Indians and all rights of ownership (the _— 
and title of government, sovereignty, and jurisdiction excepted). “The 
State of Massachusetts may grant the right of preemption of the whole or 
any part of the said lands to any person or persons, who, by virtue of such 
grant, shall have good right to extinguish by purchase the claim of the native 

ians,”’ etc. 

A copy of this settlement can be found on record in Cattaraugus County 
clerk's office, New York, liber 1 of miscellaneous records, Pp on 270-280. 

The title to a large part of western New York is founded upon the above 
grants and settlement. 


[Deed recorded in secretary of state’s office, New York, book 23, page 322.] 


May 11, 1791, the State of Massachusetts, by its committee, to Robert Mor- 
ris conveys, the preemptive and all other right and title toa large tract of 
land, including the “Cattaraugus” and “Allegany” reservations. (See re- 
lease from Mass., liber 24, page 367.) 


[Deed recorded February 15, 1793, New York secretary of state’s office, book 
24, page 510.] 

December 24, 1792, Robert Morris and wife to Herman Le Roy and John 
Lincklaen conveys a large tract of iand (part of the lands conveyed by Mas- 
sachusetts), which includes the Cattaraugus Reservation and a part of the 
Allegany Reservation. 

[Deed recorded March 27, 1793, New York secretary of state's office, book 25 
of deeds, page 38. ] 


27, 1793, Robert Morris and wife to Herman Le Roy, John Linck- 
laen, and Gerritt Boon conveys another large tract of land, which includes 
that part of the Allegany Reservation not embraced in the deed of Decem- 
ber 24, 1892 (1792), above referred to. 

The grantees in the two deeds last above mentioned represented what was 
commonly called the ** Holland Company.” 

In 1797, September 15, by a treaty between the Seneca Indians and Robert 
Morris, the Indians surrendered uP their rights to large tracts of land, ex- 
cepting certain reservations, the Allegany and Cattaraugus reservations be- 
ing among those retained by the Indians. 


[Deed recorded May 20, 1811, Erie County clerk’s office, New York, liber 
No. 1, page 68.] 

September 12, 1810, William Willink and others to David A. Ogden. This 
deed conveys certain Indian reservation lands, with the rights of preemp- 
tion, including the ** Allegany” and “Cattaraugus ’’ reservations. 

The grantors in this deed are the parties (at the time) representing “ The 
Holland Land Company.” 


[Deed recorded in liber 1, page 102 to 110, Cattaraugus County; in Erie County, 
June 22, 1821, liber C, page 396. ] 

February 8, 1821, David A. Ogden and wife to Robert Troup, Thomas Lud- 
low Ogden, and Benjamin W. Rogers, trustees, conveys certain Indian res- 
ervations and rights of preemption, including the Cat taraugus and Allegany 
reservations, upon trust. 

This trust deed is the one under which Charles E. Appleby is now the trus- 
tee. His succession to the trust is hereafter shown. 

This trust is what is commonly called ‘‘ The Ogden Land Company.” 

By treaty between Troup, Ogden, and Rogers, the trustees, and the Indians, 
August 31, 1826. the Indians surrendered up certain reservations, and also5,120 
acres, part of the Cattaraugus Reservation, leaving of that reservation 21,760 
acres not surrendered. No part of the Allegany Reservation, containing 
30,469 acres, was surrendered up. , 


Februar 


[Deed recorded in Erie County clerk’s office September 1, 1831, liber 160 of 


, page 282, etc. ] 

December 19, 1829, Robert. Troup, Thomas L. Ogden, and Benjamin W. 
Rogers, trustees, to Thomas L. Ogden, Charles G. Trae and Joseph Fellows, 
trustees. This deed conveys the trust estate created by the deed of Febru- 
ary 8, 1821, including the whole of the Allegany Reservation, containing 
30,469 acres, and that part of the Cattaraugus Reservation to which the In- 
dian title had not been extinguished by the treaty of August, 1826, being 
21,670 acres, to hold under the trusts of the deed of February, 1891. 

n 1838 a ene was made with the Indians, by which the Indians ed to 
surrender up all the reservations to Ogden and Fellows, Charlies G. Troup 
being dead. This treaty was never carried out, but a compromise treaty was 
made May 20, 1842, by which the Indians agreed to surrender up a portion of 
the reservations, reserving, however, the Ategnny and Cattaraugus, “‘ with 
the same right and title in all things as they and possessed immediatel 
before” (the treaty of 1838), ‘saving and reserving to the said Thomas Lud- 
low Ogden and Joseph Fellows the right of preemption «nd all other the right 
and title which they then had or held in and to the said tracts of land.” 

The United States Government was represented in the negotiation of 
these treaties, and the title of Ogden and Fellows as owners of the reserva- 
tion lands was conceded. 
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Charles G. Troup and Taomas Ludlow Ogden, both being deceased, Joseph 
Fellows, the surviving trustee, executed the following deed: 


[Deed recorded in Erie County, N. Y., February 2, 1872, liber 293 of deeds, 
page 591.) 


September 21, 1871, Joseph Fellows, trustee, to George R. Babcock and 
Charles E. Appleby, trustees, conveys all the trust property held under the 
trust of February 8, 182i, to be held upon the same trusts as the grartor held 


the same. 
Geo My Babcank died September 22, 1876, leaving Charles E. Appleby the 
stee. 


survivin 
New York supreme court, eens County. Edmund H. Schermerhorn, ete., 
. Appleby an 


ent Charlies others. This was an action brought to confirm 
the deed from Fellows to Babcock and Appleby, and the appointment of 
Appleby as trustee, and to have William D. Waddington appointed as co- 
trustee with the said Appleby. All the owners of shares in the trust were 
parties to the action. 

A decree or judgment was made on the 8th day of Deceniber, 1883, confirm- 
ing the appointment of Charles E. Appleby and George R. Babcock as trus- 
tees, and vesting them with all the rights, properties, and estates held under 
the trust deed of February 8, 1821, and declaring that upon the death of Bab- 
cock that Appleby, as surviving trustee, became vested with such rights, es- 
tates, and Pe gt tage The judgment appointed William D. Waddington co- 
trustee to hold the trust estates. 

.William D. Waddington has since died, and Charles E. Appleby, as sur- 
vivor, is now the sole trustee and vested with the trust property. 

Dated New York, November 10, 1804. 

CHARLES E. APPLEBY, Trustee. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very indefinite abstract, and nobody 
can say,from this chain of title that this company has any interest 
whatever, no matter even how remote it may be, in these lands. 
The decision of the court of appeals in the State of New York set- 
tles the question beyond all doubt that the title in these two res- 
ervations was in the Seneca Indians absolutely, and that the Gov- 
ernment would acquire nothing by the payment of this $300,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we pay that,and there is nobody to make 
the title, we get no title,and after the money is paid we are ex- 
actly where we are to-day. Is not that the condition? 

Mr. SICKLES. Exactly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Except that we are out $300,000 paid for 
nothing. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Will the gentleman allow mea 
question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. The title is held by Charles E. 
Appleby as trustee for the parties who held the shares under the 
decree of the court rendered in the State of NewYork. There can 
be no doubt of that fact. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Heholds under an instrument executed in 1881. 
But that does not cover the title. The trouble is that you can not 
find any title back of that. These Indians have occupied these 
lands from time immemorial. 

Mr.HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana what is 
the date of the alleged grant? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itrunsaway backinto theseventeenth century, 
sixteen hundreed and something. But beyond this deed of trust, 
executed in 1881, there is nothing but shadow. If the money is 
paid the United States will acquire nothing. If youcarry out the 
provisions of this amendment of the Senate you get nothing, and 
yet the bill provides that the Indians themselves shall not pay. Of 
course they will not. There is no claim upon them, The only 
right that isclaimed is the right to purchase, if they choose to sell. 

Mr.SICKLES. And the Indians themselves donot choose tosell. 

Mr.HOLMAN,. They do not choose to sell, andthat is all there 
is of it. 

Mr. Speaker, there never was a measure before Congress within 
my recollection so completely shadowy as this. It is a mere 
shadow without any substance whatever; and it is incredible that 
such a measure should have come to the House of Representatives 
from the Senate. 

Mr.HAINES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINES. DoTI understand the gentleman to say that the 
Indians do not wish to sell the property? 

Mr. SICKLES. They do not want to sell it. 

Mr. HAINES. But does not the Senate amendment provide 
“that no money or property belonging to said Indians s.all be 
expended or used for this purpose without their consent?” Does 
not that cover the objection that the gentleman from Indiana has 
been making? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all. What I am objecting to is that 
the expenditure of this money will not lire any title te the 
United States. We get nothing whatev: ; the payment of the 
money; we are simply out $300,000 and have no title. 
tary of the Interior suggests that in the event the Indians consent 
some provision be made for the refunding of the money. But 
how can we expect the United States, when it can not get a title, 
to pay out any money? We are expected to pay $300,000 and get 
absolutely nothing. It is really a question for the State of New 
York, in which they are interested, and they alone. It does open 
up lands for taxation, and that is all that it does and that is all 
that it would do if this amendment of the Senate was adopted, 
but we do it at the expense of the people of the United States, and 
nothing more. 


The Secre- 
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Mr. HATNES. You make a statement that the United States 
gets nothing in return for this $300,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nota cent. 

Mr. HAINES. Then either you or the Secretary of the Interior 
must be mistaken. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where does the Secretary of the Interior 
say that we shall get anything? 

Mr. CHICKERING. Do you believe that he will pay $300,000 
for which he gets nothing? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He says, on page 3 of this document, that the 
Indians should be cailed upon to reimburse this money, and every- 
body knows they do not intend to doit. Here are the names of 
hundreds and hundreds of these Indians, and all their officers, 
protesting against any interference with their affairs, and insist- 
ing upon their absolute title. 

Now, the Secretary of the Interior — an appropriation of 
$2,500 to negotiate on this subject. is provision for the pay- 
ment of $300,000 is not in conformity with any suggestion of the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the Land Office. 
It is a mere arbitrary sum which it is proposed to pay for this title, 
the value of which no man knows, or even whether it exists. This 
is a proposition to pay $300,000 out of the public Treasury, and to 
get nothing in return. 

The Secretary of the Interior suggests, in the event of any such 
legislation— ; 

8 ra provision should also be made for the reimbursement of the United 
es— 

Mark you, gentlemen— 
for whatever sum may be expended in this behalf. 

Could any officer of our Government that $300,000 should 
be paid for bodies of lands owned by civilized Indians where the 
Government gets nothing? 

And yet this bill does not pretend to come up to the views of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

I now come to the last passage, to which I will now call atten- 
tion. I invite the attention of my friend from New York [Mr. 
SICKLEs] especially to that. It is the only provision in this whole 
document that has anything like what you might call definiteness 
in it. It comes the nearest to an expression in favor of this meas- 
ure of anything that can be found in all the papers before Con- 
gress. Itis as follows: 

These matters and facts clearly establish— 

Mark you, the facts that I am admitting all thetime. Iam read- 
ing from the report made under the provision of the Indian bill of 
the last session by theSecretary of the Interior. Thisisthestrongest 
passage there is, and the only passage. This is from Mr. Brown- 
ing, the accomplished Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and it con- 
tains nothing conclusive, I think; for I concede all the time that 
by some provision between New York and Massachusetts the right 
to purchase lands from these Indians was ceded to somebody. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you believe Massachu- 
setts and New York had any such agreement? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Somesuch agreement was made—a mere right 
to purchase. Iam admitting the fact,as we all must admit it, 
that these Indians have the absolute title, according to the de- 
cisions of the court of appeals of New York. Still the right to 
purchase could not exist unless the cession was made by some 
government having control. So I now read this passage: 

These matters and facts clearly establish, I believe, the fact that the Ogden 
Land Company— 

Now, it is shown distinctly in this rt that there is not now 
and never was any corporation called the Ogden Land Company, 
and I do not know by what oversight that fact is not mentioned 
here. 

But this is the statement which I find here: 

These matters and facts clearly establish, 1 believe, the fact that the 
Ogden Land Company has a valid existing right and interest in the Allegany 
and Cattaraugus and in a portion of the rora Indian reservations. 

This is the language to which I wish to call your attention, to 
show upon what foundation you are proposing to pay $300,000 
from the Treasury without any proposition for reimbursement, 
and without the United States acquiring one dollar of benefit by 
any human possibility. Notice the language: 

Tee entent or quantity of this interest seems to be fully recognized by the 
cow 


And that is true as to the right of purchase— 


and by the legislature of the State of New York; but the value of the in- 
= is ae and undetermined, and does not, I believe, admit of definite 
ascertainmen 


And yet you are p: to take $300,000 out of the public 
Treasury and pay it to this pretended company. 

Now, when the tleman from New York rises to discuss this 
subject, I should like to have him lain how, when the fact is 
laid before that it is impossible to ascertain what inter- 
est this is or w its value is, we are to take $300,000 from the 
public Treasury and pay it to the descendants of persons long 
since deceased? 


Mr. TRACEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. It is exactly the same question that he states he will 
propound to the gentleman from New York. I voted last night 


in favor of this amendment, but in looking at the Recorp this 
morning it strikes me that there is no provision anywhere which 
will secure the reimbursement of the $300,000 to the United States 
Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, no; of course not. 

Mr. TRACEY. Now, while I would be quite willing to aid in 
the adjustment of this difficulty in such a manner as is custom- 
ary when the Government deals with Indian lands, it seems to 
me it would be an extraordinary proposition for any gentleman 
to come here and ask the United States Government to pay out 
$300,000 to settle a difficulty between certain people in the State 
of New York without care be taken that the United States should 
undoubtedly be reimbursed for this expenditure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My motion is a general nonconcurrence, and 
acceptance of the proposition for a further conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to further insist on the 
disagreement to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to move that 
a recess be taken until 8 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the floor 


now. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois if he desires to make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess—— 

The SPEAKER. We are waiting for the report on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. It will be here in a few moments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from Indiana make some indication as to how much time he would 
like to consume in the discussion of this matter? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be quite brief. I understand 
the sundry civil bill will be in very soon. . 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Then how much more time do 
you desire? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish fifteen minutes more. 

a VAN VOORGHIS of New York. I wish fifteen minutes my- 
self. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time will my friend take? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I will be very brief; not over five 
minutes. 

I do not desire the attention of the House for any great length 
of time, for I am aware that gentlemen are all impatient; and as I 
consumed a few moments this morning, when this matter was u 
for discussion, I desire briefly to go over some points which I tri 
to make in the few moments allotted to me. 

The last Indian appropriation bill passed by this Congress con- 
tained an amendment which provided that the Secretary of the 
Interior be authorized and directed to investigate the title of the 
so-called Ogden Land Goeey in and to the Allegany and Cat- 
taraugus Reservation in the western part of the State of New 
York, and report to Congress his conclusion in reference to that in- 
vestigation and make such recommendation thereon as he saw fit. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I will, but my time is very short. 

ae OUTHWAITE. Who got that amendment inserted in the 
bill? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. 1t was inserted in the bill by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], prepared by him, in his 
own handwriting, and put on the bill in the Senate, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not ask the gentleman what Senator 
wrote the amendment, but who was instrumental in getting it 
into the bill—the individual who was interested in it? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I think I can answer that. 
It was Colonel Fellow s, of New York. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Acting upon that authority, the 
Secretary of the Interior has made an investigation into this mat- 
ter and has made his report to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Will the gentleman inform me as to whether 
there is any such corporation or any such company as the Ogden 
Land Comer. 

Mr. Hi of New York. I will answer the question very 
clearly. There never was; it is not pretended that there ever 
was. It is simply the fact that the title to this y was 
taken in the name of one person for the benefit of 15 or 20 other 
persons, and that trustee has been continued to the nt time. 


All the title that they have is now in Charles E. Appleby, of New | 
court of 


York, in and virtue of a judgment of the supreme 
the State of New York. 
Mr. WEADOCK. Then, if the Supreme Court of the United 





1895. 





States has held that the title is in the Indians, they never parted 
with it to the Ogden Land Company or to anybody else. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. That being the case, which is in 
the line of the question which the gentleman has suggested, I 
have been trying to see in whose name the title is; and if, as sug- 
gested by some gentlemen upon the other side, there is no one 


who has atitle to this property, certainly the Government will 
not be injured in the slightest, for no money will be paid unless 
the Secretary of the Interior is satisfied that there is a valid, equi- 
table, and proper title and a proper person to execute it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Is not this a question simply between the 
Indians and the Ogden Land ne 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. O, sir. 

Mr. WEADOCK,. Then how is the United States interested 


in it? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. It is interested in it because the 
Government assumes the control of the Indians not only of New 
York but of the whole country. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But not as to their lands. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Itis exactly in the same identical 
title with one reservation in the State of New York that the United 
States bought. It paid for the same identical title, no more and 
no less, the sum of $20 an acre. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Interior, after a careful 
and minute examination of this case, has reported that the Ogden 
Land Company,so called, has a title to this reservation, as claimed 
there, and that it should be extinguished. He recommended the 
very course which the Senator from New York has sought to pur- 
sue by offering an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill. 
He says that this title should be extinguished in order to better 
arrange the Indian question in the western part of New York. 

Mr. TRACEY. In what way is the Government to recover any 
of the money it lays out for this p 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I will answer that in a moment. 
An amendment was offered to the Indian appropriation bill in the 
Senate, and it was referred to the Senate Committee on Indian 
Affairs. At a meeting of that committee almost the identical 
amendment which is here, the same amendment with very few 
changes, which I will explain later, was discussed, and the com- 
mittee recommended unanimously that it be agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you not know that the 
Secretary of the Interior did not recommend any appropriation 
at all, and that he recommended no bill unless it was coupled with 
a provision that the Indians should pay-—— 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I am aware of the provision that 
he recommended and I will try to explain the matter very frankly. 
The matter was discussed before the Senate Committee on Indian 
Affairs as to the reimbursement of this money, and it was thought 
best by the Senator who had the matter in charge to have this 
amendment adopted, and then, if the title of the so-called Ogden 
Land Company was extinguished, a bill could be introduced allot- 
ting the lands to the Indians in severalty and providing for the 
sale of the lands which they would not want under theallotment, 
and in that bill provision could be made for reimbursing to the 
Government every cent paid out by reason of this bill. It was 
because of the suggestion of the committee that that course was 
pursued. 

This amendment and the course that I am seeking to pursue 
here have been recommended not only by the Senate committee 
but by the House Committee on Indian Affairs in the last Con- 
gress. A committee in relation to this subject was appointed by 
the legislature of New York in 1888. That committee was com- 
posed of some of the best lawyers in the legislature. The whole 
subject was thoroughly investigated, and they reported unani- 
mously that the title of the Ogden Land Company was perfect. 
The question has been investigated also by Mr. Donaldson, who 
prepared the bulletin on the Stx Nations of Indians in the State 
of New York, and his recommendation is practically that the 
course which I am seeking here to have adopted shall be pursued 
for the betterment of the situation of those Indians. 

Further than that, all the Indians upon those reservations are 
desirous of having this done except the men who are holding the 
offices. By an act of Congress passed in 1875 it was provided that 
the Indians might lease lands to persons desirous of living in vil- 
lages upon the reservations for a term not to exceed twelve years. 
They have been leasing lands in that way and the annual rental 
now amounts to $15,000. 

Mr. WEADOCK. If itis their land they have a right to lease 
it, have they not? 

Mr. HOO of New York. But Congress will not permit 
them to lease it without authority. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Why can they not settle this question in the 


courts? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. They have tried to, but who 
should in the suit? The Indians will not. 

Mr. K. The person or persons claiming lands. 
Mr. HOOKER of New York. Well, they do not care to begin 
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suit. This course is pursued so as to get the matter in such shape 
that the lands can be allotted to the Indians in severalty, so they 
can be made citizens. 

You are doing it for the great West. You are putting the lands 
on the Indian reservations of the West in such shape that you can 
allot those lands to the Indians in severalty and make citizens of 
them. Why should you deny us that right? Wecan not control 
the matter without aid from the United States, for the very reason 
that the claim of this Ogden Land Company stands in the way. 
Every Indian on the reservation knows that this is the condition 
of affairs. 

I have gone over this matter carefully with my distinguished 
colleague, Judge DANIELS, who represents the district adjoining 
mine. He has stated to me that he is willing, upon consultation 
with the representatives of the Indians who have been here, that 
this matter shall go through, or that he will not object to it, pro- 
vided I will offer an amendment—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I think the gentleman had 
better let Judge DANIELS speak for himself. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make this qualifica- 
tion of the gentleman’s statement. After looking over this matter 
again, with the understanding that an amendment was to be offered 
striking out the clause declaring that this action is to be taken 
‘*in behalf of the Indians upon the Cataraugus and Allegany In- 
dian reservations,” I am directed to say for them that they do not 
object to the proposition in this form, but will leave it entirely for 
the action of Con under the circumstances. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That does not affect the 
question whether the United Statesshould pay $300,000 for nothing. 

Mr.DANIELS. Notatall. The Indians simply say, ‘‘ We will 
stand aside and let Congress consider the matter without refer- 
ence to us.” 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I understand, then, the position 
of my distinguished colleague to be that he makes no further ob- 
jection, provided I make the motion, which I now do, that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 
agree to that amendment with an amendment striking out the 
words ‘‘on behalf of the Indians upon the Cattaranzus and Alle- 
gany Indian reservations.” : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is that amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order to amend a conference re- 
port; but the gentleman moves that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to Senate amendment numbered 47 and agree to the 
same with an amendment, whichis inorder. The amendment 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, after the word “make,” in line 4, the following words: “on be- 
half of the Indians upon the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian reservations; ” 
so as to read: 


“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with and purchase 
from the Ogden Land Company (which negotiation and purchase the sai 
Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to make on behalf of the Indians 
upon the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian reservations) for all the right, 
title, or interest of said company in and to the land 3; within the Cattaraugus 

wv ap 


and Allegany Indian reservations in the State of New York, a 
exceeding $5 per acre, the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriate: 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” etc. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. On that motion I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I do not suppose the gen- 
tleman wants to cut off debate in that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That proposition does not change the case 
at all. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. We do not want the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. This question has been discussed 
a long time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, is there any 
time now for debate? There has been no debate on the motion 
which the gentleman has just made. 

The SPEAKER. Debateis exhausted. The first question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hooxer} that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
oo to the same with the amendment which has just been 
read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was about to ask that the amendment 
be read, so that members might see that it does not strike out the 


appropriation at all. 
Ptr. 0 
wa 
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HOLMAN, Oh, no; it does not change the case in any 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hooker of New 
York, there were—ayes 72, noes 987. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hooker of New York and Mr. 
HOLMAN were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes $4, 
noes 101. 

So the motion of Mr. HooKEerR of New York was rejected. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the other amend- 
ment still at issue. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 61 of the bill strike out, after ‘ ninety-five,” in line 4, the following: 
= and each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the end of five years from the date 
into effect all contracts for such education shall cease. 


The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana in reference to this amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire what was the effect of the 
last vote in regard to the other amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed it was agreed without 
objection that the House would further insist on that amend- 





on which this act goes 


ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not the question now on the motion to in- 
sist? The question upon which the House voted was the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hooker] to recede with 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have another 
vote? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not desire it if it is understood that the 
House insists on its disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggested that that order would be 
made in the absence of objection. The Chair understands that 
there is no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is satisfactory to me. * 

The SPEAKER. That disposes of the question. 
the gentleman’s wish as to the other amendments? 

Mr. HOLMAN. To further insist. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire a minute or two, and ask the atten- 
tion of the House with reference to this matter. 

This is a difference in regard to the contract schools. The 
House adopted the following provision, which will be found on 
page 77 of the bill: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts for the 
education of Indian pupils during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, to an 
extent not exceeding 80 per cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 

That is in regard to church contract schools. That is a propo- 
sition cutting off 20 per cent of the money for this year. Now, 
the Senate have agreed to that, and there is no difference between 
the House and the Senate conferees as to that particular part of 
the bill. But the House adopted the following provisicn also: 

And each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes 
into effect all contracts for such education shall cease. 

That was passed by the House as an indication of the policy of 
Congress that eventually this contract system of church schools 
should terminate. Now the Senate have stricken out these words, 
and the Senate conferees insist on their proposition. The House 
has insisted on the proposition that it should be left as we origi- 
nally framed it in the bill. The question now is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana that the House still further insist. 
We would be glad to have the voice of the House on that question, 
Will the House instruct its conferees to further insist that this 
provision shall remain in the bill? 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. [If it is not stricken out, will it not virtually 
neutralize what has been already agreed to? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, that the gentleman can just as well 
answer asI. I donot think it will. My ers and the one 
that I hope the House will insist on, is that these lines shall re- 
main in the bill as indicating the policy of the House in this regard. 
It has been stricken out by the Senate, who declared thereby 
against that policy. It is now simply a question whether the 

ouse will insist or recede. 

Mr. QUIGG. What legal signification does the gentleman at- 
tribute to the words if they are left in; that is, if we insist and the 
Senate recedes? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman perhaps understands that 
as well asI do. Ido not sup that this Congress can do any- 
thing that will bind future Congresses. But it is legitimate on 
our part, as expressing the policy of this Congress, 

Mr, QUIGG. That is to say, you express an opinion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; declare our opinion. Of course it will 
be insisted that even if the Senate should recede it would not bind 
a succeeding Congress; but still it is a declaration of a proposition 
on our part, and a policy which I hope will be adhered to, that is, 
to deduct 20 per cent from these schools every year for the next 
five years. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Does this apply tothe Hampton 
school and the Lincoln Institution? 

Mr. PiCKLER. The House and Senate have already agreed on 
that. li does not apply tothem. They are not considered as of 
the same kind of schools. 

WEADOCK. The gentleman makes the motion to recede? 


Now, what is 


the gentleman a question. 
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Mr. PICKLER. No; the gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House further insist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the motion that the House further insist was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection an order will be made 
agreeing to the conference asked by the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. AL- 
LEN, and Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to submit a conference report and 
ask that it lie upon the Speaker’s table awaiting action in the 
Senate upon the same matter. x 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the conference report will 
lie upon the Speaker’s table for the present, 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the Committee on 
Elections the poll books used in the contested election of O’Neill 
vs. Joy, in order to return them to their proper custody. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OAKLAND, CAL. f 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2754) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Oakland, in the State of California; which was referred to the 
Comittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE TO FILE A REPORT. 


Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent for leave to file a re- 
port from the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] 
asks leave to file a report from the Committee on Agriculture. 
In the absence of objection, that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House take a recess until fif- 
teen minutes past 7. : 

Several MEMBERS. Make it 8 o'clock. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it ought not to be later than a 
quarter past 7. The general deficiency bill has not yet been con- 
sidered and the sundry civil bill must be enrolled. 

Several MEMBERS. Make it 7.30. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House take 
a recess until 7.30. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas ‘a SAYERS] 
asks that the House take a recess until 7.30 o’clock. In the ab- 
sence of objection that order will be made. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 7 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 7.30 p.m., resumed its 
session, and was called to order by the Speaker. 


THOMAS H. HOLDEN. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent; consideration of the bill (H. R. 1221) to correct the naval rec- 
ord of and grant an honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, 
of Pawtucket, R. I. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Pacr] 
asks unanimous consent to consider this bill. The Clerk will re- 
port it. 

' The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to correct the naval record of and grant an honoravle discharge to 
Thomas H. Holden, late a landsman on the United States steamship Sabine 
and now or late a resident of Pawtucket, R.I. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs recommended the following 
amendment: 

Add the following words: ‘Provided, That no 
other allowance be paid by virtve of this act. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will explain this, subject 
to objection. 

Mr. PAGE. The report is very short, but I will make an ex- 

lanation which perhaps will be more brief than the report. 

his is a case where a man was enlisted in the Navy, and went 
on the steam vessel Sabine to the Western Islands to pay off. He 
got sick on the return. The weather was bad. He got crippled, 
and was taken home from Brooklyn to Rhode Island and con- 
tinued sick, and so sick, according to the affidavits of his ship- 
mates, neighbors, and physicians, that he could not return, and 
never did a day’s work from that time until he died. The man is 
dead, and his family simply want to have the record corrected. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 


pension, back pay, or any 


1895. 





The amendment recommended by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAGE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SALE OF INTOXICANTS TO INDIANS. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, this afternoon I called up 
the bill (H. R. 6657) to prohibit the sale of intoxicants to Indians. 
It was read by the Clerk, and also the report. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. AVERY] objected to its consideration under 
a misapprehension. : af 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill again. 
Perhaps the House will recognize the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6657) to prohibit the sale of intoxicants to Indians. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan notified the 
Chair that he desired to withdraw the objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That any person who shall sell, give away, dispose of, 
exchange, or barter any malt, spirituous, or vinous liquor, including beer, ale, 
and wine, or any ardent or other intoxicating liquor of any kind whatsoever, 
or any essence, extract, bitters, preparation, compound, composition, or an 
article whatsoever, under any name, label, or brand, which produces intoxi- 
cation. to any Indian to whom allotment of land has been made while the title 
to the same shall be held in trust by the Government, or to any Indiana ward 
of the Government under charge of any Indian superintendent or mt, and 
any person who shall introduce, or attempt to introduce, any malt, spirituous, 
or vinous liquor, including beer, ale, and wine, or any ardent or intoxicatin 
liquor of any d whatsoever, into the Indian country, shall be punish 


by imprisonment for not more than two years, or by a fine of not less than 
sioo for the first offense and not less than for each offense thereafter, or 
y 


both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court: Provided, how- 
ever, That when the punishment shall be by fine the person convicted shall 
be committed until fineand costs are paid, the informers to have and receive 
one-half of all fines paid and collected. Butit shall be a sufficient defense to 
any charge of introducing, or attempting to introduce, ardent spirits, ale, 
beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors into the Indian country that the acts 
charged were done under authority, in writing, from the War Department, 
or any officer duly authorized thereunto by the War Department. _ ; 
Sxc. 2. Thatso much of the act of the 23d day of July, 1892, as is inconsist- 
ent with the provisions of this act is hereby repealed. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendment: 
After the word “agent,” in line 12, page 2, insert the words “or any In- 


dian, including mixed bloods, over whom the Government, through its De- 
partments, exercises guardianship.” 


The report (by Mr. Curtis of Kansas) is as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6657) 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicants to Indians, have had the same under con- 
sideration and recommend that it pe with the following amendments: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to Indians, providing penalties therefor, and for other purposes.” 

n line 5, page 1, insert the word “other” before the word ne 

In line 12, page 1, after the word “agent,” add the following: “or any In- 
dian, including mixed bloods, over whom the Government, through its De- 
partments, exercises guardianship.” i 

The necessity for this legislation is clearly set out in the accompanying let- 
ters, which are made a part of this report: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 18, 1895. 

Srr: Referring to office report of October 12, 1894, in response toa letter from 
Hon. THoMAS Lync#, inclosing copy of House bill No. 6657, ‘to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicants to Indians,” and asking for the opinion of this Department 
thereon, I have the honor to transmit herewith, in duplicate, copy of a letter 
of January 4, 1895, from the United States district attorney for the district of 
Washington, inviting attention to the fact that the courts of Washington and 
Oregon have decided that as section 6 of the act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat., 
888), provided for the admission to citizenshipin the United States of Indians 
who have taken allotments under said act, such Indians are emancipated 
from the control of the Indian agents, and thatit is not a violation of the law 
(section 2139 of the Revised —* as amended by the act of July 23, 1892, 
27 Stat., 260) to furnish such citizen Indians with liquor. 

Said bill No. 6657 provides a penalty for the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
Indians who had taken allotments under the said act of 1887, and in that 
report it was suggested that as the tendency of the courts was to declare an 
Indian who had become a citizen by taking an allotment in severalty to be 
free to purchase intoxicating liquors, notwithstanding the fact that agents 
have been, under direction o pomgeess, maintained over such Indians by the 
Government, it would be absolute ¥ necessary, if the Indian allottees are to 
be fully protected, that some such legislation as pro ed in this bill should 
be enacted. Mr. Brinker, the district attorney for Washington, whose com- 
munication is referred to above, stated that it has been frequently demon- 
strated (and it is not seen how demonstration is n ) that the allot- 
ment of lands will not alone destroy the appetite for liquor nor render the 
Indian — less dangerous to himself and neighbors than he was before. As 
was sta in the report from this office, above referred to, the making of 
allotments to Indians changes their status as to citizenship in the United 
States, but it does not change their character nor tastes, and that as much 
harm can come to an Indian allottee by the free use of intoxicating liquors as 
he could receive by such use as a member of the tribe. 

In view of the fact that the courts have apparently unanimously decided 
that Indian allottees do not come under the provisions of existing law pro- 
hibiting the sale of liquors to Indians, I have the honor to recommend fiat 
Mr. Lyncu be furnished with a copy. of Mr. Brinker's letter and be advised 
by letter from the Department that it is thought that it would be very much 
to the benefit of the Indians of the United States if the said bill No. 6657 
should be passed by Congress and should become a law. 

I would also recommend that a copy of this report and of Mr. Brinker's let- 
ter be transmitted to the chairman of the Senate Committee on ‘Indian 
Affairs, Hon. J. K. Jo with the suggestion that it is desirable that said 
House bill No. 6857 should become a law. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
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Orrice UNrTeD STATES ATTORNEY, 
District of Washington, Seattle, Wash., Janucry 4, 1895. 

Str: [ desire to call your attention toa matter which seems to me should 
ae to the attention of Congress and some remedial legislation pissed 
I refer to the sale of liquor to Indians. | section 2139, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, it is made a crime for anyone to sell, give, ete., 

liquor to any Indian under charge of an Indian agent or superintendent. 
is February 8, 1887 (24 Stat. L., 388), Congress passed what is known as the 
Dawes bill,” providing for the allotment in severalty of the lands of cer- 
tain reservations to the Indians. The sixth section of this act declares that 
every Indian to whom allotments have been made is a “citizen of the United 
—s and is entitled to all the rights, privileges, and immunities of such 
The United States courts in this district and in Oregon have decided that 
the effect of section 6 is to emancipate the Indians from the control of the In- 
agents and to make them “citizens” in the fullest sense, and that it is 
| & violation of section 2139, Revised Statutes, to furnish such citizens with 

or. 

Y, contention has been, in all the cases which I have tried, that so long as 
the Indian remains upon the reservation over which an agent is appointed 
» m, brotected by section 2139, Revised Statutes; but this is denied by the 

u 


It seems to me that the policy of Congress has been to civilize these Indians, 
and that the allotment of land is but one step in that direction, giving them 
land so that by the reflection of proprietorship they may cease their wander- 
ing and become attached to one place which they can call their “home,” and 
that they are just as susceptible to evil influences while occupying their 
home as they were before, and in as great danger from the liquor traffic as 
they were before the allotments were made, and that the same reasons exist 
now for prohibiting this traffic, under severe penalties, as ever existed. It 
has been frequently demonstrated that the allotment of land will not alone 
destroy the appetite for liquor nor render the Indian any the less dangerous 
to himself and neighbor than he was before. 

Unless this t cis prohibited by legislation the policy of the Government 
to civilize the Indian will be defeated, and he will be converted from a wan- 
dering nomad into a drunken loafer. 

I tried a cuse to-day in the United States district court here in which a man 
was indicted for selling hquor to two Indians on November 29,1894. The evi- 
dence was conclusive that the defendant sold the Indians a quart of whisky, 
which they drank and became so intoxicated that one of them laid down 
across a railroad track, where he was found by an officer, and upon being 
osexee his drunken companion attempted forcibly to rescue him from the 
officer. 

These Indians testified that they lived upon lands which had been allotted 
to them in severalty, and the court instructed the jury to return a verdict 
acquitting the defendant. : 

I call these matters to your attention in the hope that some legislation may 
be had which will make the offenders liable to punishment. 


Very respectfully, 
oa ’ WM. H. BRINKER, 


Onited States Attorney, 
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 26, 1895. 
Sir: Iam in receipt of your letters of January 2, 1895, transmitting a copy 
of House bill 6657, ‘‘to prohibit the sale of intoxicants to Indians,” as follows, 
on which you request the opinion of this Department: : 
‘** Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That any person who shall sell, give 


away, dispose of, exchange, or barter any malt, spirituous, or vinous liquor, 
including beer, ale, and wine, or any ardent or intoxicating liquor of any kind 
whatsoever, or any essence, extract, bitters, preparation, compound, com- 


position, or any article whatsoever, under any name, label, or brand, which 
produces intoxication, to any Indian to whom allotment of land has been 
made while the title to the same shall be held in trust by the Government, or 
to any Indian a ward of the Government under charge of any Indian super- 
intendent or agent; and any person who shall introduce or attempt to intro- 
duce any malt, spirituous, or vinous liquor, including beer, ale, ana wine, or 
any ardent or intoxicating liquor of any kind whatsoever, into the Indian 
country, shall be punished by imprisonment for not more than tavo years, or 
by a fine of not less than $100 for the first offense, and not less than $200 for each 
offense thereafter, or by both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 


court: Provided, however, That when the punishment shail be by fine the per- 
son convicted shall be committed until fine and costs are paid, the informers 
to have and receive one-half of all fines paid and coilected. Butitshali bea 


sufficient defense to any charge of introducing, or attempting to introduce, 
ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors into the Indian country 
that the acts charged were done under authority, in writing. from the War 
Department, or any officer duly authorized thereunto by the War Depart- 
ment. 

“Sec. 2. That so much of the act of the 23d day of July, 1892, as is inconsist- 
ent with the provisions of this act is hereby repealed.” 

In line Il, section 1, you suggest an amendment to the bill by inserting, 
after,the word “Government ”"’ and before the word “‘under.” the words “or 
any Indian over whom the Government exercises wardship."’ The object of 
this amendment is, as you say, in order to avoid any misunderstanding as to 
the meaning and intent of the word “ ward ” as used in the bill. 

In reply I have to say that the office has experienced some considerable 
difficulty in dealing with Indians to whom allotments have been made under 
the various provisions of law touching the same on account of the duty of the 
Govermunaat with respect to the sale of liquors to the Indians who have re- 
ceived allotments, the act of 1887 (24 Stat., 388), known as the general allot- 
ment act, making such Indians citizens of the United States 

It has been held by this office that Indians to whom allotments have been 
made, where the allotments are held in trust by the United States, and the 
Congress and this Department have found it necessary to maintain an agency 
over them for any purpose whatever, would be under the charge of the 
United States Indian agent within the meaning of section 2139 of the Revised 
Statutes as amended by the act of July 23, 1892 (27 Stats., 200), and that any 
one selling or otherwise furnishing them with intoxicating liquors would be 


liable to punishment in like manner as they would be if the Indians had not 
been given their allotments. 

This opinion was based on the decision of the Supreme Court in United 
States vs. Holliday (3 Wall., 407), wherein it was held that the question 
whether “any particular class of Indians are still to be regarded as a tribe or 
have ceased to hold tribal relations is panes @ question for the political 
d ents of the Government, and if they have decided it, this court will 
follow their lead.” 

The district courts of the United States, it seems, have not, however, held 


this view of the case, the office having received numerous reports from its 
agents citing cases where the district courts have held that the making of 
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allotments to Indians of a reservation makes them citizens of the United 
States and takes them out from under the charge of the agents of the United 
States, notwithstanding the fact that the Government maintains agencies 
over them. The court of the United States for the district of Washington 
held, in a case which was tried in the spring of 1890, that as the Puyallup In- 
dians were citizens of the United States the sale of liquors to them was not 

yunishable unger the statutes, basing this —- on the ground that the 
Pon rress and the Executive were not authorized to maintain an agency over 
the indians after Ss become citizens. This a to this office to be 
a ye ee of ruling of the Supreme C in the case of Holliday, 
above cite 

The district court of the United States for Oregon, Ju Bellinger, held 
in the case of The United States vs. Thomas Kawkes and Edwin Kline (none 
of these cases have been published, so far as I know) to the same effect, viz, 
that Indians who have received allotments in severalty have become citizens 
of the United States and are not in charge of the United States agent, and 
therefore the sale of liquors to them is not prohibited by the law, which is 
——- only to the Indian wards of the Government. 

will be observed that the tendency of the courts below is to declare In- 
dians who become citizens by tments in pepe nek to be under 
the Indian agent within the meaning of the law prohibiting the sale of liquors 
to Indians, and to be free to purchase intoxicating liquors, notwithstanding 
the fact that agents are maintained over them by the Government; and as 
the cases in which these decisions are made are of a criminal character and 
can not be appealed by the Government, it will be absolutely necessary for 
the full protection of the Indian allottees that some such legislation as is pro- 
posed in this bill shall be enacted. The making of allotments to Indians 
changes their status as to citizenship, but it does not change the Indian's 
character or his tastes. As much harm, therefore, can come to an Indian 
allottee by the free use of intoxicating liquors as he could receive by such 
use as a member of a tribe. The presence in the midst of any community of 
Indian allottees who would be free to purchase intoxicating liquors would be 
a@ menace to the lives and property of the law-abiding members of such com- 
munity. ; 
in om rtof Au “ 14, 1894, on f. Z = lew. Dates 4 Army, we 
recently the acting Indian agent o e hone 0., Says, W 
respect to the attitude of the courts toward this quanto thes this is to be 
the interpretation of the law by the courts he does not think any advantage 
to be derived from allotments will co: msate for the evil that will follow 
the opening of the reservation to w sellers, and that in their present 
condition it will practically destroy these people to remove them from the 
rotection of ve and turn them over to the most lawless element on the 
rontier. Mr. John F. T. B. Brentano, the Indian agent for the Grand Ronde 
Agency in Oregon, reported on the subject also, and expressed somewhat 
similar fears as to the results to the Indian allottees the decisions of the courts 
seqqecting this matter would have. 

I have just recently received a letter, dated Seattle, Wash., January 4, 1895, 
from William H. Brinker, United States district attorney for the district of 
Washington, inviting my attention to the decisions of the courts respecting 
the sale of liquors to Indian allottees, and expressing the belief that the at- 
tention of Congress should be called to the same and some remedial legisla- 
tion a covering it. He says that “unless this traffic is prohibited by 
legislation the policy of the Government to civilize the Indian will be de- 

eated, and he will be converted froma wandering nomad into a drunken 
oafer.”* 

Under date of October 12, 1894, the office submitted a report to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior on this bill, at the request of Hon. THomss Lyncu, of 
Wisconsin, and on January 18, 189%, two copies of Mr. Brinker's ietter, above 
referred to, were transmitted to the Secretary, with the request that Mr. 
Lyxcn's attention be invited to the desirability of the passage of this law, 
and that a copy be furnished the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, 
with the statement that the passage of this bill, or some such ee. is 
not only deemed desirable but apparently absolutely necessary for the full 
protection of the Indian allottees. 

With respect to the anwndment which you suggest to the bill, I have to say 
that it would seem to be desirable that the bill should be amended in some 
similar manner, but I would su t that the words offered by you be pro- 

<i after the word “agent” and before the word “and,”’ in line 12, section 

.. The reason for this is that if the amendment were inserted at the place 

where you suggest the law would not be applicable to allottees who have re- 

ceived allotments under the fourth section of the act of 1887, their allotments 

being on the public domain and outside of the jurisdiction of any United 

States Indian agent; but these Indians are also quasi wards of the Govern- 
ment and need none the less the protecting arm of the United States. 

T would also es an amendment to your amendment by the insertion of 
the words “ineluding mixed bloods”’ after the word * Indian” and before the 
word “over.”” Thisamendment seemsto be desirable in view of the fact that 
there appears to be a great difference of opinion as towhat an Indian is 
within the meaning of the laws; and also by the insertion of the words 
“through its political departments” after the word “ government,” and the 
substitution of the word “ guardianship” for “wardship.” 

I inclose a copy of the bill showing how I would recommend that it be 
amended, and have to say, as I have onee or twice before said in this letter, 
that i think it very desirable that Congress should at this session enact the 
same into law or pass some legislation similar to this bill. 


Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. Grorer D. Mzrxiesorn, 


House of Representatives. 
(Through the Secretary of the Interior.) 


we SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, the bill is amendatory of 
the present liquor law, prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
to Indians. he changes proposed to the present law by this 
measure are that the i by fine shall not be less than 
$100 for the first offense and $200 for the second offense, while the 
present law is that it shall not exceed $300, the punishment by 
imprisonment remaining the same as under the mt law. 
Under the Dawes bill of 1887 allottees of Indian have been 
held by many of the United States courts not to come within the 
provisions of the present liquor law. 

The bill under consideration prohibits a sale of liquor to an In- 
dian to whom such an allotment of land has been made while the 
title shall be held in trust for the Indian by theGovernment. The 
sale of any essence, extract, bitters, preparation, compound, com- 

ition, or any article whatsoever, under any name, label, or 
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may be punished in the same manner as for a sale of malt, spirit- 
uous, or vinous liquor. 

This bill has been favorably reported by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. It is also recommended by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MEREDITH. What is the penalty for selling liquor toa 
white man? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. That depends entirely on the local stat- 
utes of the States. This only covers sales to Indians who are 
wards of the Government and those to whom allotments of land 
have been made, so long as the title shall be held in trust by the 
Government. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Itseems tome thatis a pretty heavy penalty. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The present law, the act of July 23, 1892,.- 
provides: 

Every person who sells, exchanges, gives, barters, or disposes of any ardent 
spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors of any kind toany Indian under 
charge of any Indian superintendent or agent, or Introduces or attempts to 
introduce any ardent spirits, ale, wine, beer, or intoxicating liquor of any kind 
into the Indian country, shall be punished by imprisonment for rot more than 
one 7 and by fine of not more than $300 for each offense. But it shall be 
a sufficient defense to any charge of introducing or attempting to introduce 
ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors into the Indian country 
thet the acts charged were done under outheriiy. in writing, from the War 
= ed any officer duly authorized thereunto by the War Depart- 

Mr. PAYNE. The two years’ imprisonment is the maximum? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Yes; and the same as the present law, 
the ey being in the fine. 

The R. there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicants to Indians, providing penalties there- 
for, and for other purposes.” 

On motion of Mr. METIKLEJOHN, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

JOHN W. KENNEDY. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4162) for the 
relief of John W. Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and instructed to pay te John W. Kennedy, of Wheeling, W. Va., out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,500, in full 
compensation for services rendered by him as counsel for the United States 
in the ejectment cause of Jacob B. Brown vs. Daniel J. Young, in connection 
with the Government property at Harpers Ferry, W. Va., which said snit 
a pending in the circuit court of the United States at Parkersburg, 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gentle- 
manfrom West Virginiafor the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will explain it. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, there were 
some 15 or 20 <aits pending about the Harpers Ferry property, 
and this was made a testcase. General Grant, who was Secretary 
of War at the time, had appealed to the Attorney-General to make 
a defense for the Government, and the Attorney-General made 
the defense, and authorized the district attorney, who lived 350 
miles away from the place where the evidence was to be taken, to 
employ this gentleman as assistant counsel. I have the letter of 
the Attorney-General in my pocket which speaks of the employ- 
ment, and this gentleman was engaged four months in taking the 
testimony. 

The suit was tried in the United States court at Parkersburg, 
and the Government won all the suits, the property being in value 
about $200,000. It was upon that that the Government had 
directed the employment to be made. Two or three Secretaries 
of War intervened, and the Attorney-General had no funds with 
which to pay Judge Kennedy. The bill has been reported and 
re- rted to Congress after Congress, but has never been consid- 
ered by the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it ought to pass, although they would 
not allow a similar bill to on this side, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and — 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, a motion to 
= the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 

ISHAM P. OWEN. 


Mr.DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 223) for the relief of Isham 
P. , of Missouri. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine the claim of Isham T. Owen, of Altona, 











1895. 





bonds, issued 
by her incurred in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities in that State prior to January 1, 1854, payment 
of which was assumed and authorized to be made by pm under its act 


Bates County, Mo., forthe payment of two California Indian war 
by the State of California in yment of the ex 


approved August 5, 1854 (10 United States Statutes, 582 and 583), as modified 
by the act of Congress of August 18, 1856 (11 United States Statutes, 91), which 
bonds were owned and lost by said Owen; and if he be satisfied that said 
bonds have never been paid by or presented to the United States that he be 
and is hereby, authorized to audit said claim; and upon the filing with sai 
Secretary by said Owen, or by his heirs, administrators, or legal representa- 
tives, of a bond sufficient in the opinion of said Secretary to indemnify the 
United States against all possible loss in these premises, to pay said bonds, 
with interest up to September 1, 1856, said payments to be made out of the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation made by Cae under said acts, 
which is hereby reappropriated for such purpose; and after such payment 
the Secretary of the Wreasury shall report his action in the premises to the 
governor of the State of California. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SAYERS. Before unanimous consent is ee I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Missouri if that bill has been re- 
ported from a committee of the House. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would ask the gentleman to give a further 
explanation of this bill. . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which reappro- 
priates a sum of money formerly appropriated for this purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. About $3,000. It provides for the pay- 
ment of two California defense bonds issued in the Indian war. 
The appropriation has been repeatedly made. The bonds have 
been lost, and this bill provides for a reappropriation, and author- 
izes the payment by the Secretary upon his being satisfied that 
the bonds were lost. I may say, so far as the claimant is con- 
cerned, that he is an old and poor man. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman, how did the 
Government of the United States become responsible? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It was under a law passed about 1351, and 
it was repeated again, with an amendment, about 1854. There 
were a large number of these bonds and very fewremain. This 
appropriation has lapsed, so that without a reappropriation the 
Secretary of the Treasury has no authority to pay this claim. 
This is sufficiently guarded, I think. There is no question about 
the validity of theelaim; and it can not be paid until proper proof 
is made to the Secretary of the Treasury as to the ownership and 
loss of the bonds before he can make payment. It has passed the 
Senate twice, and has been reported to the House, but it has never 
been passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was the appropriation made? . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ican not say when the last appropriation 
was made, but it was repeated several times, over and over, and 
these bonds have never been presented. The report is quite a 
long one, and therefore I have not asked te have it read, but it 
shows all of these facts very fully and goes into details as to the 
entire history of the bond transaction and the legislation connected 
with it and all the particular facts about this case. [Cries of 
“Vote!” 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have the report of the commit- 
tee read. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Very well; [have no objection in the world 
to that. 

The report (by Mr. RicHarps) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.223) for the 
relief of Isham T. Owen, of Missouri, have duly considered the same and sub- 
mit the following report: 

An identical Senate bill (S. 2386) passed the Senate March 20, 1892, and was 
favorably reported to the House in House Report No. 1496, made May 26, 1892. 


The facts out of which this bill for relief arises are stated in said House 
Report No. 1496, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part of this 


report. 
Your committee concur in the conelusions stated and recommendation 
made in that report and recommend that this bill do pass. 


[House Report No. 1496, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8.2386) for 
the relief of Isham T. Owen, of Missouri, submit the following report: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in Sen- 
ate report from the Committee on Claims of the present Congress, a copy of 
which is hereto attached and made a part of this report. 

Your committee concur in the conclusions stated in that report and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 464, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2386) for the 
relief of Isham T. Owen, of Missouri, have duly considered the same and 
submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are as follows: 

Isham T. Owen, of Altona, Bates County, Mo., was a resident of the State 
of California in 1851, and during the Indian hostilities in that State in that 

ear he volunteered in a military company, to wit, Comgens B, commanded 

ieut. J. F. Winfrey, constituting a part of the “Gila Colorado expedi- 
" st said hostile Indians, and served therein in the southern portion 
of that State. 

Serving at the seme time in the same company were two other volunteers, 
to wit, John Lott and Joseph B. McCulloch. 

At the date of the termination of said Indian hostilities all of said volan- 
teer troops so serving were given a certificate showing the amount due each 
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iw Ge pllery services, and for the use of horses so by them respectively 
‘urnished. 

The two certificates so given to said Lott and to said McCulloch were 
bought by said Owen. 

Upon t resentation and surrender by said Owen of said two certificates, 
together with his own certificate, to William Foster, who had been dnly ap- 
poited paymaster by the State of California, and who had been supplied 
with bonds to pay said troops for the purposes as aforesaid, said Ow 
ceived from said Foster two California Indian war bonds for $1,000each, i 
April 9, 1851, under the act of the legislature of California approved Febru: 
15, 1851, which bonds were numbered 107 and 108 respectively, and bore 
terest at the rate of 12 per cent per annum. 

In the month of May, 1851, said Owen, for the purpose of returning to his 
former home in Missouri, took passage in the steamer Commodore Stockton, 
then engaged in carrying passengers traveling from California to New York 
and running between San meisco and Nicaragua; and when said steamer 
was in the Lovter of Realejo (or San Juan del Sur), Central America, said 
Owen lost overboard from said steamer his pocketbook, containing said two 
bonds; and that after using every means at his command, at the place and at 
the date of said loss, he failed to recover either of said two bonds. 

From 1851 until the present time said Owen has continuously made diligent 
efforts to secure the ent of said two bonds, and now seeks payment 
from the United States of the principal and of the interest only earned by 
said bonds up to the date when the same were called in by the State of Cali- 
fornia, to wit, September 1, 1856, and not thereafter or otherwise. 

By the terms of the act of the legislature of the State of California ap- 
proved arene 15, 1851, under which they were issued, these two beats 
were made payable in ten years, or at any period after five years from and 
after the date of their issue, at the pera, of the State. 

- Congr on August 4, 1854, modified by its act of August 18, 1856, made an 
appropriation with which to pay bonds of the class to which these two bonds 
belonged. Under this last act of Congress the State war-bond commissioners of 
the State of California, appointed under the act of the legislature thereof ap- 
yrones April 19, 1856, published a notice on September 1, 1856, calling in said 

mds for redemption, and on which date interest on these bonds ceased to 






in- 


run. 

The United States, under the acts recited in said bill assumed the payment 
of said two bonds, which have never been paid either by the State o? Cali- 
fornia or by the United States. 

Had these two bonds been in existence on September 1, 1856, then by the 
very terms of the act of Congress of August 18, 1856, before they could have 
been redeemed by the Secretary of War or paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as therein provided, they had to be first presented to the State 
bond commissioners appointed by the legislature of California under its act 
approved April 19, 1856, and the amount due and payable upon each of said 
bonds had to be indorsed thereon by said commissioners, which total amount 
in the case of each bond would have been the principal thereof and interest 
earned thereon from the date of the issue thereof to the date named in their 
said notice or call, to wit, September 1, 1856. 

Thereafter it was made the duty of the Secretary of War. under said act 
of Congress of August 18,1556, upon the presentation to him of any of said 
bonds so indorsed, to draw his warrant for the amount so found due upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who was directed to pay the same. But as these 
two bonds were lost prior to September 1, 1856, and have never been found, 
it was impossible for said Owen to present either of them to said bond com- 
missioners for any of the purposes recited in said act or in their said notice 
or call, and hence it was equally impossible for the Secretary of War to draw 
his warrant to redeem or for the Secretary of the Treasury to pay said bonds. 

As this statute of Congress of August 15, 1856, could not be conformed to by 
said Owen in consequence of said loss of said bonds, he made application to 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the payment of his said claim, based on his 
ownership of said two bonds, and tendered tosaid Secretary an indemnifying 
bond in the sum of $8,800 to indemnify the United States against any loss 
therein; but said Secretary returned to said Owen said indemnifying bond 
and all the papers by him submitted in evidence of his said claim, accompa 
nied with a decision of the honorable Third Auditor of February 4, 1592, 
wherein it was declared that the Treasury Department was now without 
jurisdiction to entertain said claim without further legislation by Congress, 
and that the unexpended balance of the appropriation so made under the 
aforesaid acts of Congress had been carried to the “surplus fund” in the 
Treasury. 

Your committee has official information from the Treasury Department 
showing that on February 24, 1892, said unexpended balance was $8,362.16. 
Therefore said Owen was compelled to petition Congress for relief. 

Your committee find that said Owen is entitled to payment of the principal 
of the two bonds, and interest earned thereon from April 9, 1851, the « 
the issue thereof, to September 1, 1856, the date when interest there 
and that he should be paid the amount thereof whenever he or his heirs, 
ministrators, or legal representatives shall file with the Secretary of the 
Faeig ay a bond satisfactory to said Secretary for the purpose of indemnify- 
ing the United States against all possible loss in any of these premises. 

Sear committee, therefore, report back the bill to the Senate and recom- 
mend its passage with the following amendment: 

Add at the end of the bill these words, to wit: “And after such payment 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall report his action in the premises to the 
governor of the State of California.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 
Mr. SCRANTON. I object. 


AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to recognize the gentleman 
from New York with a copyright bill—a public bill. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which ths 
Clerk will report. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8518) making appro- 
—— for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 

year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendment the bill (H. 
R. 8979) co provide for the salaries of the judges and other officers 
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of the United States court in the Indian Territory; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment House 
concurrent resolution relative to the participation by Congress in 
the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 
Military Park. 





COPYRIGHT BILL. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8407) to amend section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised Stat- 
utes be, and the same is hereby, iaunael so as to read as follows: 

“Spo. 4965. If any person, after the recording of the title of any map, chart, 
dramatic or musical composition, print, cut, engraving, or photograph, or 
chromo, or of the description of any painting, drawing, statue, statuary or 
model or design intended to be perfected and executed as a work of the fine 
arts, as provided by this act,shall, within the term limited, contrary to the 
provisions of this act,and without the consent of the proprietor of the copy- 
right first obtained in writing, signed in presence of two or more witnesses, en- 
grave, etch, work, copy, print, publish, dramatize, translate, or import, either 
in whole or in part,or by varying the main design with intent to evade the 
law, or, knowing the same to be so printed, published, dramatized, translated, 
or imported, shall sell or expose to sale any copy of such map or other article 
as aforesaid, he shall forfeit to the proprietor al the pies on which the same 
shall be copied,and every sheet thereof, either copied or printed,and shall 
further forfeit $1 for every sheet of the same found in his possession, either 
printing, printed, copied, published, imported, or exposed for sale; and in case 
of a painting,statue,or statuary,he shall forfeit $10 for every gopy of the 
same in his possession, or by him sold or exposed for sale: Provided, however, 
That in the case of any such infringement by a newspaper or news periodical 
the total sum to be recovered in any action brought under the provisions of 
this section shall not for any one infringement exceed double the market 
e-half of all the foregoing penalties 


value of the copyright infringed upon. 
to the use of 


shall go to the proprietors of the copyright and the other hi 
the United States.” 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert the following proviso: 

* Provided, however, Inthe case of any such infringement of the copyright of 
a photograph made from any object not a work of fine arts, the sum to be re- 
covered in any action brought under the provisions of this section shall be 
not less than $100 nor more than $5,000: And provided further, In case of any 
such infringement of the on of a painting, drawing, statue, engraving, 
etching, print, or model, or design not a work of fine arts, or of a photograph 
of the work of the fine arts, the sum to be recovered in any action brought 
through the provisions of this section shall not ba less than $250 and not more 
than $10,000. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will make 
a short explanation. 

Mr. COVERT Mr. Speaker, the objects and purposes of this 
measure may be — concisely stated. It is intended to remedy 
a gross evil which has grown up under the existing statute, the 
provisions of which have brought about results which I am very 
sure were not contemplated when the copyright law was enacted 
some yearsago. The chiefest injury inflicted in the enforcement 
of the statute as it stands has been and is suffered by the news- 
paper press of every section of the country. Under conditions as 
they exist to-day, if amy newspaper shall, through oversight or 
otherwise, publish in its columns any copyrighted photograph, 
the newspaper may be made not only to forfeit the plates of such 
copy, but the sum of $1 for every copy in its possession. 

And just here comes in the spentnpesies wrong and injury in- 
flicted upon the newspaper press under the existing law. I call 
attention to the phraseology of the statute establishing penalties 
for “ copies found in ssion.” Without — the inten- 
tion was to have this provision apply solely to lithographic prints 
and to other prints of that character where the issue or produc- 
tion was comparatively limited. The courts, however, have placed 
their own construction upon this provision of the statute. They 
have held that newspapers are liable to the penalty named, limited 
only in extent by the circulation reached by them; that is to say, 
that the phraseology, ‘‘copies found in — means the 
copies of the newspapers printed and circulated 

have no criticism to make, Mr. Speaker, upon this construction 
of the statute. Iam inclined to believe that it is the only con- 
struction that can properly be given to it. But it is here that the 
wrong comes in, and it is the pur of this measure to remedy 
the wrong by a modification of the extreme penalties established. 
I may add in this connection that the co have further held 
that the penalties may be exacted even when the fact that the pic- 
ture has been copyeigate’ does not appear on the original from 
which the copy 1s published. 

It can very readily be seen how, under conditions like these, it 
is more than hazardous for a newspaper to produce illustrations 
as a part of news articles concerning everyday events. It is the 
freshness, the early publication of illustrated news articles which 
give them value and importance. It matters little how consci- 
entious a newspaper publisher mer be or how careful may be his 
methods in this regard. Time is the essence of the matter in his 
case. In the hurry of the preparation and publication of an illus- 
trated news article violations of the existing statute may be made 
by the most careful and reputable of publishers. Penalties aggre- 
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gating, under the construction of the statute I have mentioned, 
very much more than was contemplated when the present law 
was enacted may be sued for and recovered. 

Any number of instances may be cited in support of this state- 
ment. One of these instances may suffice as an illustration and 
an object lesson. One of the leading metropolitan journals, 
through an oversight on the part of one of its employees, printed 
a picture of a pleasure yacht from a copyrighted photograph, the 
regular price of which, including the license to print, was only 
$1. Suit has been brought and is now pending to recover from 
the proprietors of the newspaper $817,000, the penalties accruing 
upon the total number of the editions of the paper in which the 
picture appeared. Nothing need be added, it seems to me, to 
establish the existence of the wrong here sought to be corrected. 

The measure now before the House makes no change in the ex- 
isting law except to moderate the rigor of its penalties. The pur- 
pose is not by any means to free infringers of copyright from sub- 
stantial and proper penalties for their wrongful acts. It provides 
that in case of any infringement of the copyright of a photo- 
graph made from any object not a work of the fine arts, the sum 
to be recovered in any action shall be not less than one hundred 
nor more than five thousand dollars. In the case of a painting, 
statue, print, or design for a work of the fine arts, or an infringe- 
ment of the copyright of a work of the fine arts, the penalty shall 
be not less than two hundred and fifty and not more than ten 
thousand dollars. 

I beg to say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that this measure has 
the strong indorsement of the American Publishers’ Association, 
which earnestly asks its eriactment. The American Copyright 
League and the Authors’ Association join in the concession that 
the modification I have outlined should be made, and this amend- 
ment meets their entire approval. 

With the absolute assurance that this measure is in every wa 
a conservative and proper modification of the existing detain, T 
earnestly ask that it may be enacted into law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish simply to say that I concur in all my 
friend from New York [Mr. Covert] has said. I only wish the 
fe pena had been reduced still more, but as this is a compromise 

ill, sone upon by all parties concerned, I hope it will pass as it 
stands. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments poperee by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended wa3 ordered to be engrossed and reada 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COVERT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SALARIES OF OFFICERS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (H. R. 8979) to provide for the salaries of the judges and 
other officers of the United States court in the Indian Territory 
was laid before the House with the amendment of the Senate; 
which, on motion of Mr. SAYERS, was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call up the report of the conference 
committee on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The report was read. 

For report see Senate wcaper y of March 2, 1895, page 3097. 
r. SAYERS. If the House will give me its attention, I wi 
explain briefly the points of difference between the two Houses, 
-_ will also state how those points of difference have been set- 
tled. 

The conference committee had under consideration the follow- 

ing amendments: 
endment numbered 22, for the ames of the property in 
the city of Washington known as the Blaine property. 

Amendment numbered 62, involving the construction of a reve- 
nue cutter and also the practical re/irement of certain officers in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Amendments numbered 63 and 64, relating to the provisions 
which were —— by the House upon the appropriation for the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and which prescribed that 
hereafter no gold certificates should be issued, and also another 
proven. which I believe was offered by the gentieman from New 

ork [Mr, Coomss}. 

Upon those provisions the Senate placed two amendments, which 
provided that all United States Treasury notes which should be 
returned to the Treasury,either for redemption or cancellation, 
should be reissued in the same denominations as the notes pre- 
sented. In other words, the Senate proposed to restore to this bill 
the same ya which have been enacted upon every sundry 
civil bill for the last eight or ten years. 

Amendment numbered 101 appropriating $125,000 for the relief 
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of those who suffered from the Ford Theater disaster, which, in 
consequence of instructions given by the House, was agreed to. 

Amendment numbered 145 contained an appropriation of $125,- 
000 for the benetit of the exposition at Nashville, Tenn. 

Amendment numbered 183, appropriating $20,000 for the pur- 
pose of inspecting and reporting upon the Nicaraguan Canal. 

Amendments 187, 188, and 200, relating to the transfer of the 
Fort Leavenworth Military Prison from the War Department to 
the Department of Justice. 

Amendment 190, containing an appropriatian of $4,000 for the 
payment of the legal expenses incurred by the Chief of the Pen- 
sion and Record Division of the War Department in the suits in- 
stituted against him in consequence of the disaster at Ford’s The- 
ter. 

Amendment numbered 231, containing an appropriation of $100,- 
000 for the monetary conference. 

The result of the deliberations between the conferees of the Sen- 
ate and of the House is as follows: : 

The Senate receded from amendment No. 22, appropriating 
$150,000 for the purchase of the Blaine property. The Senate also 
receded from amendment No. 145, containing an appropriation of 
$125,000 for the Tennessee exposition. The Senate also receded 
from amendments 187, 188, to 200, providing for the transfer of 
the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., from the War 
Department to the Department of Justice. These amendments 
contained appropriations amounting to $275,000. 

The House recedes from amendment numbered 62, providing for 
the construction of a revenue cutter and also for the practical re- 
tirement of certain officers in the Revenue-Marine Service. On 
this point the House conferees receded with an amendment, fol- 
lowing the instructions of the House in regard to the construc- 
tion of arevenue cutter. In reference to the retirement of cer- 
tain officers in the Revenue-Cutter Service, the House conferees 
— to the amendment of the Senate, with the proviso that the 
officers retired and placed upon waiting orders should be confined 
to the present force, and that instead of receiving, as they now do, 
service pay, they shall receive only one-half of service pay. For 
instance, a captain now in the Revenue-Cutter Service who is un- 
able to perform any duty because of paralysis or insanity, is now 
drawing $2,500 salary, whereas if this conference report be adopted 
he will draw only $1,250. 

It also provides that the Secretary of the Treasury may supply 
the places of those officers who have been retired. Now, I want 
to say to the House that while I have earnestly sympathized with 
the opposition to the retirement of these officers, yet we were con- 
fronted with the fact that the Senate was determined that some 
provision should be made for them. No Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for years past has been willing to displace these officers, many 
of whom served with distinction on the Union side in the late 
civil war; and in view of the disposition of the Senate, and also 
of the further fact that some of these officers served faithfully, 
honorably, and courageously in the late civil war, I, as one of the 
conferees for the purpose of obtaining an a on the bill, 
was willing to meet the Senate conferees halfway and settle the 
question on that basis. 

Amendments numbered 63 and 64, from which the conferees of 
the House receded, as I have already said,relate to the action of 
the House in providing that hereafter gold certificates should not 
be issued; and the action of the Senate in restoring the clauses 
which for years past have uniformly made their appearance on 
the sundry civil bill, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
issue such Treasury notes as may be presented either for cancella- 
tion or redemption in the same denominations as those presented, 
will remain in the bill. As it now stands,if the conference re- 
port be adopted by the House, the sundry civil bill in this respect 
will follow current law and also the law for the past six, eight, or 


ten years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand that the House conferees 
have restored the proviso? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Prohibiting the Secretary of the Treasury 
from exercising his discretion as to the denominations of these 
notes? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And after two votes of the House? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Amendment 183, from which the House receded, refers to the 
Nicara Canal. Amendment 190 refers to the appropriation 
of $4,000 to enable the chief of the Record and Pension Division of 
the War Department to pay for his legal expenses; and amend- 
ment 231, containing an appropriation of $100,000, relates to the 
monetary conference. 

Mr. PBURN. Will the gentleman from Texas please state 
the reasoning which made it proper that the Government should 
pay the — of the officer to whom he has referred, Colonel 

insworth? 
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Mr. SAYERS. Iwill answer the gentleman in a few moments. 
In this settlement of differences between the two Houses the Sen- 
ate ee up $275,000 and the House $199,000. 

r. HENDERSON of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit me, 
some of us did not quite understand the statement of my friend 
in respect to the Nicaraguan Canal. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House receded from its disagreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON ofIowa. Andin reference to the Ainsworth 
matter? 

Mr. SAYERS. The House also receded. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the general features of this bill. The Senate added, by way of 
amendment, $9,972,029.40. The Senate recedes from $1,936,390.50. 
The House by a direct vote, after a discussion last evening, re- 
ceded from $5,363,289.08. The amount of the bill as agreed upon 
is $47,138,360.40, being an increase over the present law of $12,- 


884,584.85. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I did not 
understand what action was had on amendment numbered 231, 
the mone conference. 

Mr. SA . The House recedes with an amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the apiece state the amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. Instead of the representatives of the House be- 
ing elected by the House they are to be appointed by the present 
Speaker from members of this body elected to the next Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the House conferees insisted upon this amendment 
for the reason that, inasmuch as this Congress will constitutionally 
expire at 12 o’clock to-morrow and after this bill shall have be- 
come a law, it will be impossible for the House to elect these rep- 
resentatives to this conference, and therefore it was deemed nec- 
essary that So be appointed by the present Speaker. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Did my friend state the amount 
of the increase on the part of the Senate over the House bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Nine million nine hundred and seventy-two 
thousand twenty-nine dollars and forty cents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire, with the gentle- 
man’s permission, to ask a question. 

* Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On amendment 221 I desire 

to ask od one e @ question, to see if I am correct in a state- 

e to the House to-day. That amendment, put on the 
bill by the Senate, the House conferees had stricken out in con- 
ference, and the bill was reported to the House without the amend- 
ment; and also the following one, to which I will call atten- 
tion. Amendment 221 is the one providing an appropriation for 
ee of 75,000 copies of the work known as Special Diseases 
of the Horse. The next amendment, 222, related to the republica- 
tion of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion. 

Now, as I understand it—and I want the gentleman to correct 
me if I am mistaken in it—these two amendments were put on by 
the Senate with the idea of making special appropriations to cover 
the publication of these two documents, which were ordered in the 
bill known as the printing bill, which became a law in January. 
The idea was, as I understand it, that the Public Printer was to 
have a specific fund out of which to make the publication. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. RIcHARDSON] is mistaken. These provisions were upon the 
ouse bill, and were not put on by the Senate. They were stricken 
out by the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point is the same. I 
want to say this: As I understand it—— 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will turn to page 155, amend- 
ment 214, he will find that the general appropriation was in- 
creased from $2,520,000 to $2,928,320. This increase in the gen- 
eralappropriation will cover the amounts involved in amendments 
numbered 221 and 222. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the point I wanted 
to reach and the conclusion I wanted to arrive at. The pointis, 
these publications are provided for in the law known as the print- 
ing law, which passed in January, and it is not necessary that 
this bill should carry — appropriations in order that these 

ublications be made. e law provides that they shall be pub- 
ished, and they will be published, and the publication will be 
aid for out of the regular appropriation for printing, as stated 
y the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no question about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all right. 

s on PENCE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. PENCE. A parliamentary inquiry first, Mr. Speaker. 
Will there be or can there be a separate vote upon any of these 
various amendments? 

The SPEAKER. There can not. 

Mr. PENCE. Can there be by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. That cannot bedone. Thisis an agreement. 
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‘Mr. PENCE. May I ask the gentleman, then, at this time and 
before there is any motion for the previous question, he not being 


willing to have a separate vote upon the amendment for a mone- 
tary conference, if he is willing that we may have an understand- 
ing, that being a proposition which has never been discussed in this 
House—is the gentleman willing that certain time may be fixed 
for that discussion? I will take the time that the gentleman him- 
self agreed upon this afternoon. 

re S. I will yield to the gentleman the time that we 
agreed upon. 

Mr. PENCE. Can that be done in the event that the previous 
question is ordered? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will take care of the gentleman. I will see 
that time is given. 

Mr. PENCE. But the gentleman is not willing to have a sepa- 
rate vote on the amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. It can not be had under the rules. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to inquire what the House conferees 
did on the Senate amendment for the building of a hospital at 
Fort Meade, S. Dak. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state tomy friend that in the report made 
last evening, if he will read it, he will find that that amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I was engaged ona conference committee at 
that time myself. It is difficult to keep track of all that is done. 

Mr. SAYERS. That was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I desire to ask with regard to another 
amendment, number 176, on page 121 of the bill, fur the protection 
of the banks of the Missouri River at or near Elk Point, S. Dak. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that the amend- 
ment is dead. 

Mr. PICKLER. Did the Senate recede from that amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. That was a very wrong thing for the Senate 
to do, 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to know from the gentleman from 
Texas if, in transferring the a prison at Fort Leavenworth 
to the Department of Justice for a United States penitentiary, the 
fact was taken into consideration that the buildi are wholly 
inadequate for such a prison, and that there will within a year or 
two have to be an appropriation of a million dollars for new 
buildings at that point. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You will be delighted to get such an ap- 
propriation as that! 

r. BRODERICK. I would be — hted with the appropria- 
tion, but I am not delighted with the c that is being made 
by the House. I am not delighted with the fact of thus convert- 
ing this military prison into a penitentiary. I would prefer the 
military prison to that, and if the mili prison must be abol- 
ished, I would desire it to be abolished without substituting any- 
thing for it. This is the sentiment of the people of Leavenworth. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from 
Kansas that the House conferees simply followed the provisions of 
the billasit passedthe House. Thebillasitcomesinthe from. 
the conference committee is identically the same, word for word, 
as it was when it went from the House. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Was the committee informed by the De- 
partment that these buildings are not sufficient for a tentiary? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman told us all about that when he 
made his speech against this transfer. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Butit did not seem to have made much im- 
pression on the gentlemen on the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not much. 

Mr. BRODERICK. And I want to repeat it, and emphasize the 
contention then made, that this transfer is unwise and based upon 
false notions of economy and reform. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield tome for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. hat effect has the report upon the prop- 
osition to pay the attorney of Colonel Ainsworth the expenses 
NT RAYERS “Wee iate $4,000 for that 

, j © ro J or purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. “White I do not propose to interpose any 
opposition to the confirmation of this report, I beg leave to be 
permitted to say that in my judgment that is one of the most 
illogical things that ap in this particular bill. 

“SAYERS. I state to my friend that I with him 
in reference to the item, and I differ from the action of the Senate 
with reference to other items in this bill; but it is the duty of the 
House conferees, if it be possible, to reach an agreement with the 
Senate conferees. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not criticise the House conferees; but 
I wanted just to be permitted to enter my protest against the pro- 
priety of that demand. 

Mr. SAYERS. I agree with the gentleman. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. On the one hand we pay $125,000 for the 
wrongful act, for the neglect and default of the Government, 
which was administered in that behalf by that officer; and then 
we pay his attorneys’ fees because he was able to escape through 
a loophole that was not a verdict of a jury. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is hardly a fair statement in con- 
nection with that officer. It was not the neglect of that officer, 
but it was the neglect of a subcontractor not under his control. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois |Mr. Cannon] how much time he desires. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, that depends, I will say tomy 
friend from Texas. If the gentleman from Texas has concluded 
and the House is ready to vote, I will not detain it by submitting 
any remarks. 

Mr.SAYERS. I have concluded, but I will have to yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PeNcE]. Iam un- 
der an agreement with him; and if the gentleman from Illinois 
wants any time he can have what he desires. 

i Mr. HUNTER. Will the gentleman yield to me for one ques- 
ion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. In your statement in reference to the mone- 
tary conference you say that power has been conferred upon the 
Speaker to appoint three of the commissioners and that they are 
to be members of the incoming Congress? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HUNTER. I want to know if there is any law or laws by 
which he is confined or limited to the appointment of members of 
the incoming House? 

Mr. SAYERS. This bill will make the law; and the reason is 
that these commissioners should be composed of members repre- 
senting the executive branch of the Administration in power, the 
House, which exists, and the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just a moment, by way of sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Texas. As the gentleman is aware, 
the conference on the deficiency bill is yet to be held. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, it seems to me, and I want to 
suggest it to the gentleman from Texas, that it is perfectly evi- 
dent that this conference report is to be adopted. ow, why can 
not we vote at once and let the report be adopted, and then, by 
unanimous consent or otherwise, the gentleman from Colorado 
os yield the floor, and then let debate begin after the vote has 


n 

Mr. SAYERS. I would be more than willing to do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I want to say to my friend 
that half an hour or an hour now taken from that conference 
7 which my friend is a member means a later session for the 

ouse. 


use. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Do I understand your meaning 
to be that if we can get a vote on this report it will enable the 
gentleman from Texas and yourself to join another conference 
committee? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly; and it need not inter- 
fere with S eclaan ome of - an = can yield for the 

o ing a vote and then have his time. 
’ Mr. PENCE. Oh, no; it is certainly a reasonable request. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado, and I will not take any time myself. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

‘ The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield the 
oor? 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado. 

Mr. PENCE, I desire to yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from a [Mr. SrpLEy]. 

Mr.SIBLEY. Mr:Speaker, the proposition for a monetary con- 
ference is one that occurs with remarkable periodicity about once 
in four years—just prior to the party conventions for the nomina- 
tion of ident and Vice-President of the United States. The 
people of this nation for years have had held out to them the hope 
of a settlement of the silver problem through international agree- 
ment, and with recurring regularity they have been disappointed. 
It is a very alluring topic, and invariably awakens great hopes in 
the minds of the ‘‘ by-and-by” metallists. The _— of this 
nation, however, as I believe, are not longer to be deceived. 

Itis avery easy matter for the house of Rothschild, with its affilia- 
tions over the entire continent of Europe, to work up a sentiment 
in favor of a bimetallic conference; and I notice the Eastern 

which are favorable to the monometallic standard are re- 


ceiving this proposition with a t deal of satisfaction. ae 
hold t it will lead at least to extended use of silver, 
argue 


that as a token money silver has its proper place, and that 
a conference of the nations will lead to some adjustment which 
will give it such place and such use, 
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The friends of free-silver coinage in the United States hold to 


the doctrine of bimetallism, not because of ownership of silver 
mines, but because of the curses that have followed falling prices 
throughout the world, because they are firm in the conviction 
that with our mints open to free and unlimited coinage at the old 
ratio the 5-cent cotton of to-day will be the 10-cent cotton upon 
the reenactment of the law which served this country so well for 
eighty years. 

The people who favor free and unlimited coinage at the old 
ratio hold that it will give the farmer $1 instead of 50 cents for 
his wheat. You may reestablish silver as a token money and 
may call that bimetallism. One of my friends on the other side of 
this House thought he was a bimetallist. He said to me, ‘“‘I am 
in favor of silver; I am willing that it shall be a legal tender in 
sums of $5.” He thought he was a bimetallist. 

Bimetallism means something more than making silver a legal 
tender for sums of $5. It means that the right which has at all 
times been open to the holders of gold to have it coined into 
money shall inure as well to the holders of silver, and the object 
is to raise the average value of prices; for as surely as the sun 
rises and sets, as surely as the tides have followed the moon, so 
silver and all articles of production, even labor itself, have fol- 
lowed the decline in the value of the ounce of silver bullion since 
its denial at our mints of free and equal coinage. 

I do not believe the people of this nation are longer to be de- 
ceived through the hope of an international conference sprung 
upon them on the eve of a Presidential election. The wealth pro- 
ducers of the nation, the laborers, the farmers, have become tired 
of holding the snipe bag out in the dark in the hope that they are 
going to catch game. You can not fool them longer. If the old 
farmer goes to the city, and, ree in with a lot of sharp gentry, 
is buncoed once, I have considerable sympathy for him. If he.is 
buncoed twice I will help to keep the men off from him if I ob- 
serve it; but when he is buncoed three or four times, if he is so 
ignorant as to willfully run into danger, I think it is not my duty 
to interfere in his behalf. I do not believe you can deceive the 
people again. 

During the extra session of 1893 Mr. SHERMAN stated in the Sen- 
ate that the reason the Sherman bill was enacted into law was be- 
cause the people were demanding free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, and to save us from having such legislation reenacted he 
framed the Sherman law. He stated,in substance, it was only a 
makeshift to deceive the people with reference to free coinage. 
And now again, when the sentiment for free coinage is spreading 
all over the nation, when the misery has become so acute, the woe 
so great. the reduction of values so striking that every business in- 
terest of the nation is oppressed, industry idle, the mortgages 
taking from the farmer his farm and all the products of his toil, 
the cry for redress goes up; and now comes the proposition, as we 
well knew it would, and as it has come year after year, just in 
front of a Presidential nomination, for a bimetallic conference. 

I do not assail the motives of the gentlemen who make this 
proposition. I am willing to concede that they honestly and con- 
rs entertain a hope that this will —— solve theprob- 
lem. ButI believe that in oe his conference we are 
simply delaying the day of relief and helping to destroy the pros- 
pect of ever foaiein g free and unlimited coinage of silver, which 
means 10-cent cotton and dollar wheat, employmentof our idle mil- 
lions of toilers in factory and field, activity and prosperity in our 
industrial enterprises, dividends to investors in transportation 
companies, and renewed life and hope to every form of productive 
activity. 

The tidal wave for financial emancipation is rising, the money 
kings are alarmed at the mutterings of revolt against their rule of 
ruin, and hope for an extension for six years more of their unholy 
monopoly of all fruits of effort and investment. Mr. er, in 
six years more these fetters of finance will be so solidly welded 
upon the people of this country as to render escape next to hope- 
less. Let us not be deceived over and over again by this Trojan 
horse of an international conference. Now is the hour to strike 
~ freedom and no longer trust to the charities of alien money 


gs. 

Mr. Speaker, before taking my seat I am requested to ask unan- 
imous consent that gentlemen who have desired to be heard on 
this question and who are unable to obtain the floor may have 
their remarks printed in the Recorp. 

Mr.SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow us to take the vote, 
I shall have no objection; but they ought not to consume time 
and then ask leave to print besides. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object, unless the condi- 
tion stated by the gentleman from Texas is met. 

Mr. PENCE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Sorpson]. 


Mr.SIMPSON. Mr.Speaker, this Senate amendment numbered 
231 provides— 

That whenever the President of the United States shall determine that this 
Government should be represented at any international conference called 
with a view to secure internationally a fixity of relative value between gold 
and silver as money, by means of a common ratio between those metals, with 
free mintage at such ratio, the United States shall be represented at such con- 
ference by nine delegates, to be selected as follows: The President of the 
United States shall select three of said delegates, etc. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the same old game that they have 
played on all occasions before; and it is my opinion that this move- 
ment emanates from what might properly be called the gold trust. 
Seeing the very rapid increase of sentiment in the United States 
among those who have heretofore been the enemies of silver in 
favor of the free coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, they now 
expect through this conference to postpone and set back the period 
when we shall secure free comage of silver in this country; and if 
this amendment is adopted with the present occupant of the White 
House in the executive chair I am satisfied it will be used for the 
purpose of postponing until after the next general election any 
action in regard to silver in the United States. 

What does that mean? It will mean six more years at least of 
the single gold standard. And, Mr. Speaker, yougive us six more 
years of the single gold standard in this country, and the property 
will not be in the hands of one-third or one-half of the people, but 
will be concentrated in the hands of a very small proportion of 
our population. 

What does this commission mean? It says for the purpose of 
fixing a fixity of value. Now, some of the advocates of a single 
gold standard treat both gold and silver as a commodity. In all 
of the efforts of mankind in legislation you never have been able 
to maintain the parity between the value of commodities or fix 
the value of anything. Why, the French tried it in the French 
Revolution and fixed the price of grain and sugar. But the 
eternal law of supply and demand regulates these things. The 
question is entirely different from the question of maintaining 
the ity between dollars, and it is only when you treat silver as 
a do that you can maintain the parity between silver treated 
as money and gold treated as money. They look upon silver as a 
commodity and gold asmoney. They treat silver as a commod- 
ity, and fore the attempt to maintain the parity of values 
between a commodity and a doliar is impossible of success. 

Now, I am opposed to this proposition, in the second place, be- 
cause I believe it will have a tendency with many men who are in 
earnest in to free silver to induce them to wait and see 
what is done in Europe. Why, Great Britain, the great creditor 
nation of the world, who it is estimated has owing to her $10,000,- 
000,000 and is interested in increasing the value of the dollar, 
will never consent to fixing a ratio that is not in her inter- 
est. She will not undertake to fix a ratio in our interest. You 
will have a ratio fixed if you go into this conference with Great 
Britain maintaining the gold dollar and discrediting silver. Why? 
Because many of her citizens have fixed incomes and are benefited 
by the increased purchasing power of their dollar, and therefore 
they will never consent to any arrangement but what is to their 
advantage. 

In the next place, I oppose it for this reason, that money does 
not go abroad asmoney. Trade between nations is the exchange 
of commodities, and when the money leaves your shores, whether 
it be gold or silver, it goes abroad as a commodity in exchange. 
Money is the creation of law and is used for the purpose of effect- 
ing the exchange of domestic commodities. That is the only use 
we have for money; and this great nation, the greatest silver-pro- 
ducing country on earth, the greatest republic of the world, with 
a vastly increasing population, with rapidly increasing wealth 
and business, with a constantly increasing demand for more 
money, and with the material on hand out of which to make it, 
should not wait or hesitate a day or until after some European 
nations have agreed on the certain relations that they will choose 
to recognize between the two metals. 

This country should set the example. We should show our in- 
di dence to all the nations of the earth and take the initiative. 
It is our a to take the first step and restore silver to what it 
was before the repeal of the law of 1873—free coinage at the ratio 
of 16 to 1; and I believe that the other nations of the world will be 
brought to terms much quicker in that way in regard to the ac- 
knowhodinans of silver in the world than by incurring the cost 
of a ae and submitting to the delay which would 
inevitably follow. Hence I am opposed to spending money for 
this proposition. 

Tam to it totally, and I am opposed to it because it will 
nesnmanli bring about delay and inaction in this country, and I 
am satisfied it will have the same result and reach the same con- 
clusion that other monetary commissions have reached in the past, 
and that is to delay action. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion—for I do not wish at this late 

to consume the time of the House, as I think it is really im- 
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posing on the members to do so; but I felt that some expression 

ought to be given as the views in regard to this proposed commis- 

sion of the silver men of the House, and point out what this really 

means—I wish to say that it is an effort to delay action in regard 

to securing the free and unlimited coinage of silver. [Applause.] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the Fifty-third Congress began 
with a discussion of this important question, and it looks now as 
if it would end with something in the nature of a discussion of 
the question; although, as I understand from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, who brings in the conference re- 
port, on yesterday he and his colleague on the House committee 
of conference looked upon the proposition as so important that 
they woulg not even vote on it at all in conference, but left it 
for the House to determine, now he is not disposed to make any 
defense of it whatever. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thegentleman should not endeavor to place me 
in a false position. I have given him all the time he asked. 

Mr. PENCE. I hope the gentleman will not consume my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I will take it from my own time. I will 
not let the gentleman, to whom I have yielded time, put me ina 
false position. 

Mr. PENCE. Well, Mr. Speaker, two answers to that may be 
made. The gentleman knows well that I have no purpose to put 
him in a false position and am not sodoing; and in the next place 
he knows that it is but a fair suggestion when there comes in a 
proposition running counter to the wishes of a majority of the 
members of the House if there could be a separate vote upon it. 
I say it seems strange indeed that the gentleman from Texas 
would not consent that there should be a separate vote on it. 
That is all I have said, and he can answer that in his own time if 
he desires to do so. 

There can but one practical good come from letting the Speaker 
of this House appoint three such delegates. He may be able to 
designate three Presidential candidates as delegates, and thus put 
them in a position now and in 1896 where they will be smoked out 
and have to take a positive position, and I hope that when he 
comes to name the Republican member he will not overlook our 
eminent Republican leader who hails from Maine. 

Mr. Speaker, only a few days ago this proposition was mde in 
the Senate. It seemed strange to some of us that it should come 
from the source from which it did, and be championed by the 
gentleman who there introduced it; but stranger than that to me 
is to find a long line of Democratic members in this House now 
avowing their purpose to sustain the appointment of this interna- 
tional conference, gentlemen who not ten days ago became bold, 
courageous, manly, and stood before the world and signed the 
document which I have here, cut from the papers, the “ silver 
Democratic manifesto.” It is a good argument and a good docu- 
ment. But here is the kernel of it: 

We believe that the rank and file of the Democratic party should at once 
assert themselves in the Democratic pare, and place the y on record in 
favor of the immediate restoration of the free and coinage of gold 
and silver at the ro legal ratio of 16 to 1, as such coinage exis prior to 
1875, without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. 

Where is the author of this manifesto? And why is it now that 
the signers of this manifesto, within five days of its publication, 
before the ink is dry upon the original document, aye, before the 

rinted reports of it have reached their constituents even—we 

d them ready now to vote to call for the ‘‘ aid and consent” of 
other nations? 

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to see any of theso good silver men 
subjected to temptation of that kind. I remember well how a few 
years ago the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrREaRyY] was on 
this floor and, under the alana the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, was one of the splendid free-coi fighters. One 


trip to Europe and the scene changes. [Laughter.] 
ain much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes 
er, PEN cs 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, to-day in the discussion of this mat- 
ter in the Senate Senator Stewart of Nevada made so brief and 
succinct a review of the facts that I wish to read to you one page 
of what he said: 


In 1878 the other House of Congress a free-coinage bill by full three- 
fourths majority. That bill came to the poate, was aspended, and was after- 
wards known as the Bland-Allison Act. The bill passed both and was 
vetoed by the President. Then the desire to restore silver became so uni- 
versal that if Congress had relied upon itself it could have restored silver 
very speedily. Instead of that we, in 1878 pyptntes a conference with Eu- 
ropean nations, which was held in Paris. ‘The result was to bridge over the 
excitement, bridge over the anxiety, and nothing was done atthattime. But 
the tree-coinage sentiment eanerted itself, and in the campaign of 1880 it be- 
camé a very troublesome question here. Another conference was devised 
and attempted in 1881. 

Again the issue was postponed, and the two old parties were saved from 
the necessity of relieving the people. Then the matter rested for a while, 
ard for the last few years the depression and hard times were an object lesson 
to call the-attention of the + to the question, and in the campaign of 
1892 it became evident that the parties would break up. A conference was 
called, which met at Brussels, and which was a failure except as a method 
of continuing the postponing of the question. 
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Mr. Speaker, I can readily understand how it happens that in 
the circulars from the banking firms of New York and elsewhere 
which come to us in every mail we find arguments in favor of 
this international conference. I can readily understand how the 
gentlemen who believe in a gold standard, how gentlemen who 
voted for gold bonds here the other day, can stand for this con- 
ference; but I can not see how any friend of the coinage of silver 
with gold at the ratio of 16 to 1 can lend himself to another 
postponement of this contest before the people. 

Does not every silver Democrat know that the Republican party 
wants nothing better than some excuse to present to the ple 
which will cause the attention of the people to be div from 
this question, so that in 1896 they can come again, as they have 
in the past and did last year, and assail you upon the tariff 
question? 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, let the friends of free coinage beware of this 
trap into which they have been led so often. If a dog were to bite 
me once, I will blame the dog. If I go in his neighborhood and 
he bites me again, it is not his fault; it is mine. 

Mr. HENDRIX. I would kill the dog. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I will not prolong the discussion. 
I hope that we will have an opportunity to have a separate vote 
upon this question. I will ask the gentleman from Texas again 
if he will consent to have a separate vote upon this matter? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if my friend from Colorado does 
not know anything more about silver than he does about parlia- 
mentary law he ought not to speak about it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is smart. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘ Vote! ”] 

Mr. SAYERS. A separate vote can not be given. 

Mr. PENCE. That would be a proper answer. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman knows I can not give it. 

Mr. PENCE. I knowit 10w when you tell me. Iwas as igno- 
rant as you until you told me. 
ed SAYERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

inois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Colorado 
seems to regard this proposition for aninternational monetary con- 
ference as having originated with those gentlemen in this House 
and in the Sénate who are alleged to be in favor of a gold stand- 
ard. Thisis a mistake. This proposition, Mr. Speaker, was pro- 
posed in the Senate by the distinguished Senator from the State of 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcortt], who is oneof the champions of silver in 
this country, and whose loyalty to the cause of free silver will not 
be questioned by anyone. ‘Those who are opposing this proposi- 
tion here say that they are in favor of the remonetization of silver 
by this country ata ratio of 16to 1 without waiting for the action 
of any other Government. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will you allow me to ask you a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I can not yield; I have only five min- 


utes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have the right to ask the gentleman to 


yield. 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman does not 


yield. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He can not yield until I ask him the ques- 
tion. I do not like to be brought down in that way. 
Pe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 

e floor. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I know that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall have order. 

Those who favor the remonetization of silver at 16 to 1 assert, 
in effect, that Congress could by a law make an ounce of silver, 
which is now worth only 60 cents, worth 129cents. A proposition 
which is so improbable needs only fo be stated to be refuted. But 
if silver will not be enhanced in value to this extent the effect 
would be to ae this country on a silver basis. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stsu&y] has said in effect that if we will 
remonetize silver at 16 to 1 wheat would be worth $1 a bushel and 
cotton 10cents a pound. That is double the price they are bring- 
ing here. That would be so if we go to a silver basis. Mexico is 
upon a silver basis. If you will go to Mexico, where there is free 
and unlimited coinage, at the ratio of 16} to 1, you will find cot- 
ton worth 10 cents a pound and wheat $1 a bushel; and they will 
be worth that in this country when we go to a silver basis, and 
not until then. If gentlemen who are advocating silver prices 
will ship their products to Mexico oo be gratified. The price 
of wheat in country is fixed by the price in Liverpool, on a 
gold standard; and the price of cotton is fixed in Liv: l, on a 
gold standard. And if we were to put all the silver in the world 
into circulation in the United States it would not raise the price 
of wheat in a one iota; and we sell on the Liverpool price. 
Not only does the Liverpool price fix the price of all articles which 
are , but like articles which are consumed in this country 
are sold here on the basis of the Liverpool prices. 

I desire to incorporate in my remarksa table showing the amount 
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of money per capita in various countries, and showing that if you 

e amount of money in circulation as fixing values such 
values would vary enormously in the different countries in the 
world and out of all proportion to the facts. [Applause and cries 
of ‘‘Vote!”] Task leave to have this table printed in my remarks. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I do not object if general leave is to be granted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply ask leave to print this small table 
in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
leave to print a table in his remarks. 

Mr. STOCKDALE and others. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The table would occupy but a small space, 
but it would throw a flood of light upon this subject. It will show 
as a matter of fact that the volume of money in circulation in a 
country does not fix or even affect the prices of labor and com- 
modities in such countries; that such prices are determined by 
other and entirely different causes. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, it gives me special pride at this 
time to favor the appointment of a monetary commission. Dur- 
ing the silver debate in August, 1893, in an address made before 
this House, I advocated the repeal of the purchasing clause of 
the Sherman silver bill. Iwill read a paragraph from that speech, 
which refers to the appointment of a monetary commission: 

Let us appoint a commission composed of the most eminent persons in this 
House and the Senate, and of the various interests outside Congress to be 
affected by such matters. 

Let them investigate and report their conclusions, and thus we may be en- 
abled to g¢t an intelligent idea as to what should be done for the pu of 
maintaining the parity between gold and silver, of ascertaining whether or 
not an international oe may not be reached by the nations affected, 


and a currency created and maintained at once stable and elastic, and such 
as will command the confidence of the country and the world. 


Mr. Speaker, it is very gratifying for me to know that even at 
this late day the Senate and House have had the wisdom to fol- 
low my advice. [Great laughter 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Texas yield? 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hersvan}. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Speaker, I resent the statement made by 
the gentleman from Colorado that the Republican party is now 
in any sense acting in bad faith, or has at any time so acted in its 
efforts to secure an international agreement with regard to gold 
and silver. It has been persistent in its efforts to secure such an 
agreement. It, no less than the Democratic party, is pledged in 
its platform to use every exertion to secure such agreement. Its 
efforts have been numerous and vigorous and persistent in that 
direction—heretofore without success, but never undertaken un- 
der circumstances so favorable as those existing to-day. 

Heretofore ———s the world in its legislation was opposed 
to silver. In the early years of the decade of 1870 every nation 
that acted upon this question did so in opposition to the white 
metal. The press of the world was in opposition to it; the wealth 
of the world was united in such opposition. The people had not 
then spoken. It was the bankers, it was the boards of trade, it 
was the newspapers, not organs of the people, but organs of these 
influences, that were then the educators. Now the processes of 
education are everywhere invoked and are everywhere having 
their good effect. 

In Germany, where five years ago there were none to speak for 
silver, now the Congress of that nation show their favorable atti- 
tude. In England, where there was nothing but hostility, noth- 
ing but organized opposition, the processes of education have been 
going on. The people are beginning to think, A revolution in 
public thought has taken place, and we find most favorable 
expressions everywhere with regard to this subject. 

is of all others is the favorable moment. Now we can rea- 
sonably hope that the voice of this Republic will be heard in mat- 
ters of this kind. Ah, and there are certain gentlemen who fear 
that such may be the result. Here is a gentleman who tells us 
about ‘‘the impossibility of a parity between money and a com- 
modity,” yet when there is an effort to make this so-called com- 
modity money we find him in rebellion against that effort. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] has one minute remain- 
ing. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask to be recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleinan can have his time. I reserve 
one minute so as to keep control of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Illinois had sent me word 
he could have had as much time as he wanted. 
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‘how much time does the gentle- 





= CANNON of Illinois. Well, I desire to proceed in regular 
order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. How much time remains for debate? 

e SPEAKER protempore. There is no limit yet upon the 
debate. The previous question is not ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentecky. I understood that I was rec- 
ognized when I addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could not recognize 
the gentleman in his own right. The gentleman from Texas had 
the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wish to say to my friend 
from Iilinois that I should like to have five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Illinois, a member of the minority of the*committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I should like the gentleman to 
yield to me five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
am recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I will yield the gentleman 
from Texas one minute in addition to the one minute he has re- 
maining, if he will move the previous question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. I move the previous question. 
{Laughter. } 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the report of the committee of conference was agreed to 
was laid on the table. 

STATEMENTS OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it has always been customary at 
the close of each session of Congress for members of the Committee 
on Appropriations to be allowed to print in the Recorp state- 
ments in regard to appropriations. I ask consent that such leave 
ae now be given. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that members of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee be allowed to print in the RecorpD remarks in reference to ap- 
propriations. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Savers], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
whether he thinks it possible that members of the committee, 
having the same facts before them, can make the same statements? 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. I think we can agree. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Is any limitation of time proposed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was no limitation stated 
in the request. 

Mr. BRODERICK® Unless there be some limitation of time I 
am inclined to object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
cember. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BroprErR- 
am) coast if he wishes to do so. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the 
request of the gentleman from Texas, which is that members of 
the Committee on Appropriations be allowed to print in the 
REcoRD remarks in reference to the appropriations. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and leave is granted, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that all those mem- 
bers who spoke on the Monetary Commission to-night may have 
the privilege of extending their remarks in the REcorp. 

Mr. TATE. Lobjecttothat. This leave ought to be general. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then Iask general leave. I ask that any 
member who desires to do so may print remarks in the RecorpD 
on this proposition. 

Mr. LORY. I object. 


CONFERENCE REPORT—PROPERTY DESTROYED IN NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference re- 
port on the bill (S. 1201) to provide for the reimbursement 
of officers and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval 
service of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the statement 
of the House conferees be read. 

Mr. BUNN. Iwas going to request that that be read to save 
time. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference report on the bill (S. 1201) to provide for the 
reimbursement of officers and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the 
naval service of the United States: 

The effect of these amendments is— 

First. To limit the losses provided for by this act to those which occur by 
shipwreck or other marine ter. 


Well, we will see about that when I 


I suggest the limitation be next De- 
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Second. To allow the Secretary of the Treasury to pay only the losses sus- 
tained prior to the passage of this act, when they have been ascertained and 
determined by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury under the pro- 
visions of this act. 

Third. To require the Secretary of the Treasury to certify to the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives all losses hereafter sustained. 

The amendments recommended by the committee are only to prevent tau- 


tk log ‘y. 
: B. BH. BUNN. 
T. J. CAMPBELL. 
E.. F. Low db. 
The conference re 
On motion of Mr. 


was laid on, the table. 


rt was agreed to. 
UNN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


MRS.. MARY E. WYSE. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6831) grant- 
7 g a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, widow of Lieut. Col. F. O. 

¥se. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to placeon the pension reil, subjeet to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mts. Mary E. Wyse, 
widow of the late Francis O. Wyse, lieutenant-colonel Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month. 

Th. Committee on Pensions recommend the adoption of the fol- 
lowing amendment: A 

Strike out, in line 8, the word “thirty” and insert “twenty,” so that it 
will read ‘' $20 a month.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let us have some explanation. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The husband of this lady served 
in three wars—the Indian war in Florida, the Mexican war, and 
two years in the civil war. She has no pension and no means of 
livehhood. This officer received a vote of thanks from Congress 
for his gallantry in the Indian war, and also in the Mexican war, 
and was retired as a leutenant-colonel, and I ask the House to 
grant this little pension to his widow. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee agreed to, amd the bill as 
amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TALBO of Maryland, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


CAPT. EDWARD WHEELER. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (S8.R.19) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to correct the military record of 
Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers. 

he SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers, was 
dismissed from the military service of the United States by an erroneous 
order. dated September 4, 1862, while absent from his command sick, and rein- 
putes December 24, 1862, upen the discovery that an error been committed: 

erefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That. the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to revoke said order dismissing said officer 
and = correct his military record to show a continuous service covering said 
period. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope the gentleman will at least allow a 
statement to be made before insisting upon his objection. 

Some time subse a 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolinasaid: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
the objection I made a few moments ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let us have some explanation of this bill 
bef» re action is taken upon it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, Captain Wheeler was a gal- 
lant soldier who was absent on sick leave, and during the time of 
his absence from his he was as being a deserter 
by the general commanding the division in which he was serving. 
It was ascertained directly afterwards and reported to the Seere- 
tary of War that he was on sick leave. The fact was communi- 
cated to the Department. 

The Department recommends that the record be amended so as 
to show that he was not a deserter. came back to the com- 
mand and served until the close of the war. For some reason the 
record was never corrected, and the error stillremains. This man 
never was a deserter and the record shows the fact clearly. He 
Was a& t soldier, and I ask that the bill be 

Mr. SICKLES. The bill was carefully 
tary Committee, who found it meritorious. 
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There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to a 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 
DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr.Speaker, I desire to offer 
for present consid: -ation a joint resolution with reference to the 
documents of members. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (i. Res, 286) to extend the time when members of the Fifty- 
third Congress may distribute documents. 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That the time allowed members of the Fifty- 
third Congress to distribute public documents now to their credit or the 
credit of their respective districts in the Interior or other Departments, and 
to present the names of lil ies or public institutions and individuals te re- 
ceive such documents, be, and the same is hereby, extended until the meet- 
ing of the next Congress. 

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to 
be engr and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE OBION RIVER, TENNESSEE, 


Mr. McDEARMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8873) authorizing the 
Dyersburg and Mississippi River Railway and Improvement Com- 
pany to bridge the Obion River, im the State of Tennessee. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Has this bill beem reported favorably? 

Mr. McDEARMON. ‘Jes. 

The SPEAKER. It is a bridge bill. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McDEARMON. I move the adoption of the amendment 
which I send t.. Sh« Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

amend by striking out the words “one” and “three” in line 3, section 7, 

ge 5, and inserting h: ict: the words “ two” and “ five;” soastoread: “That 

his act shall be null anu void if the bridge herein authorized be not com- 
menced within two years and completed within five years from the approval 
of this act.”’ 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to offer a further 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding the following: 

“That it shall be lawful for the Knoxville Water and Electric Power Com- 
pany of Tennessee to improve and develop the water power of the Holsten 

iver at Armstrong Mill Shoals, in the State of Tennessee, by constructing, 
maintaining, and operating im saié river at said Armstrong Mill Shoals dams, 
iers, shuiceways, canals, locks, ponds, breakwaters, abutments, and mill sites 
or manufacturing pu es: Provided, That there shall be placed and main- 
tained in connection with said dam aad other works a sluiceway, lock, or 
other fixture sufficient and so arranged as to permit logs, timber, lumber, 
and boats to pass around, through, or over said dam or other works without 
unreasonable ne. hindrance, and without tolls or charges: Previded 
retary of War may at anytime require such changes 
and alterations to be made in said works, at the expense of said water power 
es as he may deem advisable and necessary in the interest of nwviga- 
mn. 

“Suc. 2. That _the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved.” 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson]. 

Mr. LOUD. Is that proposed as an amendment to this bridge 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is the way in which it is offered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The river is not navigable 


up there. 

Mr. LOUD. This is on an entirely different subject and has no 
er ag it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is wholly immaterial, 


as the river is not navigable there. It is unanimously recom- 
mended bo hwy committee. It does not interfere with navigation. 

Mr. LOUD. But it is putting a separate matter upon a bridge 
bill. I do not care anything about it myself. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third =: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, ; 

By unanimous consent, the title of the bill was amended to con- 
form to the text. 

JOSEPH PORTER. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 2141) granting 
a ang to Joseph Porter. I send the bill to the Clerk’s desi. 

e SP. The gentleman has not sent up the Calendar 


Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. It has been reported from the 
committee 


The SPEAKER. The bill is not here. Has the bill been re- 
ported? 
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Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, It has. 

The SPEAKER. When? 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsyivania. It was reported Saturday. 
The SPEAKER. It is not on any Calendar. 


ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 


Mr, FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (8. 
= for the relief of Orm R. McDaniel, now on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., 'That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to place the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late an enrolled soldier 
of Company H, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, wpon the records 
of said company as enrolled December 26, 1868, and discharged February 14, 
1864, for disability, and goo him an honorable discharge accordingly, as of 
date February 14, 1864, for disability. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to hear an explanation of it. 

Mr. FITHIAN. This bill carries no appropriation whatever. 
It is simply to correct the military record of this soldier, who, 
through no fault of his, was not regularly discharged. This bill 
has passed the Senate three or four times. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Was he a deserter? 

Mr. FITHIAN. No; he was not a deserter. He was home on 
sick leave. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? - 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MEMORIAL BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr.Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R.8232) to provide for 
the construction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, this bill appro- 
priates $600,000, and, with the appropriations of this Congress at 
the figure which they have reached, | object. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If my friend will allow me to make a short 
statement 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will reserve the right to object, so that the 
gentleman may make a statement. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, as that bill came from the 
committee it proposed to appropriate $100,000 for the purpose of 
obtaining designs and commencing the construction of this bridge. 

In order to satisfy my friends upon this floor, and especially my 
friend from Missouri, I would state that I will offer an amend- 
ment, so that it shall carry an appropriation of only $1,000 for the 
purpose of getting the designs. Now, this memorial bridge has 
not only been recommended by the committee to which it was re- 
ferred, but it has also been recommended time and again by the 
War Department. It isa necessity, in order that the Government 
may have an opportunity to cross the river and carry provisions 
and other necessaries to the fort which lies just wpon the other side 
of the Potomac. It is a fact which must be known to every gen- 
tleman upon this floor that the Government owns a very large 
body of land, known as the Arlington estate, upon which is the 
cemetery holding thousands of Federal soldiers who died during 
the war or were killed; and there is absolutely no direct way of 
getting to that cemetery. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Who is this bridge to be built for? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It isto be built by the Government, because 
it has been recommended by the War Department, and the Secre- 
tary of War claims that it is necessary for the War Department. 

Mr. SIMPSON. To cross the Potomac? 

Mr. MEREDITH. To cross the Potomac into Virginia. It 
crosses near Fort Meyer and crosses on ground owned by the Gov- 
ernment. The Government owns one-twelfth of Alexandria 
County, upon which the people of that county do not get a dollar 
of taxation. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does this allow street cars to cross the bridge? 

Mr. MEREDITH. No, sir. It provides that street cars shall 
not cross the bridge. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I understand it is for the general public. 

Mr. MEREDITH. It is for the use of the general ablic, so 
that visitors to the national capital, who come from all parts of 
the country, may go over the bridge and go to the Arlington Cem- 





etery. I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. SIM N. LI withdraw the objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
a question. 


tr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DINGLEY. What is the proposed cost? 
Mr. MEREDITH. Six hundred thousand dollars; but this bill 
carries an appropriation, as I propose to amend it, of only $1,000. 


Mr. DINGLEY. One thousand dollars to build a $600,000 
bridge! esenee} 

Mr. EDITH. Yes, sir; but this is for the purpose of ob- 
taining designs for the bridge. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the whole cost of it is to be loaded onthe 
next Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 


LEWIS M KENZIE. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 2830) for fhe relief of Lewis McKenzie. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Lewis McKenzie, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,098.95, it being the amount 
expended by him in the eontested-election cases in the Forty-first and Forty- 
second Congresses from the Seventh district of Virginia. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

Mr. MEREDITH. {I would like to make an explanation of that 
bill, if my friend would permit me. . 

Mr. KERY. I reserve my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA, 


Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate joint resolution 134. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution (S. BR. 134) calling on the President to take such measures as 
he may deem necessary to consummate the agreement between the Govern- 


ments of Spaim and the United States for the relief of Antonio Maximo 
Mora, a naturalized citizen of the United States. 


Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to insist 
upon the payment of the sum agreec upon between the Governments of 
) and the United States in liquidation of the claim of Antonio Maximo 
X a the Government of Spain, with interest from the time when 
the amount should have been paid under the aforesaid agreement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I would be clad 
to hear an explanation of the joint resolution. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution was passed 
unanimously by the Senate, upon the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. The Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of this House has unanimously reported it favorably for our 
consideration. It is in harmony with the recommendation of the 
President in his last annual message, and is intended to support 
him in maintaining the national decorum and dignity; and I hope 
it will be favorably considered. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? [After a 
sag | The Chair hears none. E 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr.Speaker, when we are called upon to pass 


legislation by which the power of the Government is to be invoked, 
Lhope the report that accompanies the bill will be read. I think it 
important that we should legislate on so important a measure with 
all the facts before us. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to have the House 
understand the whole question. 

The report (by Mr. PRICE) was read, as follows: 


The Committeeon Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 26), calling on the President to take such measures as he may 
deem necessary to consummate the agreement between the Governments of 
Spain and the United States for the relief of Antonio Maxime Mora, a natural- 
ized citizen of the United States, have had the same under consideration, 
and report as follows: 

This case as presented im the correspondence communicated by the Presi- 
dent to the Senate June 16, 1882, and printed in Senate Executive Document 
No. 115, Fifty-second Congress, first session, was considered in that Congress 
by this committee, who reported favorably a joint resolution (H. R. 146) iden- 
tical with the one now pending. That report (No. 2573, House of Represent- 
atives. Fifty-second Congress, second session), which contains a chronological 
statement of the facts, is adopted by the committee, and attached to this re- 

rt as an appendix. Since that report was printed (February 25, 1893), the 

ident has transmitted at different times additional correspondence to 
the Senate, which has been published in Executive Document No. 115, Sen- 
ate, Fifty-third Congress, second session; Executive Document No. 10, Sen- 
ate, Fifty-third Congress, third session; and Executive Document, No. 56, 
Senate, Fifty-third Co ird session; and he has also referred to the 
—- since that time in each of hisannual messages to Congress. In his an- 
nual message of 1893 the President said: 

“More than fifteen years ago this Government preferred a claim against 
Spain im behalf of one of our citizens for property seized and confiscated in 
Cuba. In 1886 the claim was adjusted, Spain agreeing to pay, uncondition- 
ally, as a fair indemnity, $1,500,000. A respectful but earnest note was re- 
cently addressed to the Spanish Government insisting upon prompt fuliill- 
ment of its long-negiected obligation.” 

Referring again to the subject, the President said in his annual message of 


“The Mora case, referred to in my last annual message, remains unsettled. 
From the diplomatic correspondence on this subject, which has been laid 
before the Senate, it will be seen that this Government has offered to ccn- 
clude a convention with Spain for disposal by arbitration of outstanding 

i between the two countries, except the Mora claim, which, having 


been ago adjusted, now only awaits payment as stipulated, and of 
course it could not be included in the proposed convention. It was hoped 
that this offer would remove liamentary obstacles encountered by the 
Spanish Government in providing payment for the Mora indemnity. I re- 


gret to say that no definite reply to this offer has yet been made, and all 
efforts tosecure payment of this settled claim have been unavailing.” 
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Since Septenines 7, 1886, when the Spanish Government's offer of $1,500,000, 


in lieu of the restoration of Mora’s estates, was accepted ay our Government, 
the Spanish Government has frequently admitted 1 its obligation to pay the 
stipulated indemnity, and has all as an excuse for its failure the un- 
willingness of the Cortes to make the necessary appropriation unless coinci- 
dent with the payment by our Government of certain unliquidated claims of 
a subjects against the United States. 

t appears from the diplomatic correspondence, and the truth is that the 
Department of State has constantly insisted that the Mora case was settled 
by itself, on its merits; that it was settled by the acceptance on the part of 
the United States of an offer from the 8 ish Government in the exact 
terms in which the offer was made by that Government, that in and prior to 
making the offer the Spanish Government had admitted (1) that the confis- 
cation of Mora’s estates was ille; and in violation of the constitution and 
municipal laws of Spain as well as of her treaty with the United States; 


' (2) that Mora was a citizen of the United States when his estates were con- 


fiscated, and when he was sentenced, in his absence, by court-martial at Ha- 
vana to death; (3) that subsequently the Spanish vernment had twice 
decreed the restoration of his estates, and the Cuban authorities had never- 
theless totally failed to restore them. 

Being desirous, however, to do full justice to Spain and to deprive the 
Cortes of any pretext for refusing to carry out the ent between the 
two Governmenis, the President has offered to conclude a convention with 
Spain for the arbitration of all outstanding unliquidated claims between the 
two countries, with the explicit provision t the payment of the indemnit 
to Mora shall neither await the negotiation of the convention nor be depend- 
ent upon its results. 

This proposition was made a ome o, and the Spanish Government has re- 

lied, under date of December 31, 1894, in a note from the minister of state, 

nor Groizard, expressing the opinion that ‘when the occasion arrives the 
Cortes will be disposed to vote the necessary credit for the Mora indemnity, 
rovided such vote coincides with the decision of the United States to solve 
solventar, to pay) the pending Spanish claims.” This reaffirms the position 
of which the United States Government has complained as being an after- 
thought and a practical repudiation of aninternational compact. On this point 
the report made by the committee in the last Congress observed: 

“The attempt on the part of Spain to compel the United States to settle the 
unliquidated and disputed claims of Spanish subjects against our Govern- 
ment, by withholding payment of the stipulated indemnity in this case, is 
substantially a continuation of the decree of confiscation against Mora, and is 
in the nature of reprisals against the United States.” 

For proof that no progress has been made toward the collection of the 
stipulated indemnity, notwithstanding the conciliatory efforts and conces- 
sions of our Government, it is only necessary to oomeance the language of Mr. 
Groizard’s note, quoted above, with the lan; by his predecessor, the 
Marquis de Armijo, when he was endeavoring, as he afterwards explained in 
the Cortes, to put a ““new face" (una nueva faz) upon the agreement which 
had been made more than a year previously between the two Governments. 
The Marquis said in his note of August 7, 1888, to Mr. Strobel: 

‘The Cortes of the Kingdom, I am convinced, will not fail to vote the nec- 
essary appropriation for the payment of the Mora claim,if they understand 
that this payment coincides with the paymentof the Spanish claims to be 
effected by the United States Government.” 

Senor Groizard has thus restated, within a month or two, the present posi- 
tion of the Spanish Government almost in the same words used by his prede- 
cessor in the ministry of state more than six years . This restatement, in 
view of what has transpired meanwhile, is too significant to be overlooked. 
Our citizen, Mora, has neither received back his estates, which were twice 
ordered to be restored to him by the Spanish Government (first in 1873, under 
the Republic, and again in 1876, under the Crown), nor has there been paid to 
him one dollar of the sum which Spain, in November, 1886, voluntarily offered 
to pay in lieu of the property which she herself in the exercise of her sover- 
eignty had twice d to be restored to him as the true and lawful owner. 

aving, in 1870, illegally condemned our citizen, Mora, to death, and de- 
spoiled him of his estates, Spain reafiirms her intention at the close of 1894, 
to postpone the payment of the stipulated indemnity until the United States 
shall pay certain unliquidated and disputed claims of S ——— which 
were in no way involved and were not even mentio: in the settlement of 
the Mora claim. And this is the long-delayed response of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment to the proposition by the President of the United States for the set- 
tlement by arbitration of all the outstanding unliquidated claims of the one 
Government st the other—a p ition which he made in the hope that 
it would lead not <> a general settlement between the two Governments, 
but also that it would overcome the unwill ess of the Cortes to make the 
necessary appropriation for the payment of the stipulated indemnity in this 
particular case. Spain is persiethnay in the evasive and oy mera ey | ar 
of which Mr. Secretary Bayard complained in his note of September 17, 1888, 
to Mr. Strobel. In that note Mr. Bayard said: 

‘Nor has this Department been in to include the payment by Spain 
of the Mora claim with the settlement of other pending between the 
two Governments, provided a fair ment for the adjustment of such 
cases could be arrived at within a reasonable period. 

‘But it can not be admitted that the payment of the acknowledged debt of 
the Spanish Government in the case of Mora can, as the minister of state in- 
timates, be ‘indefinitely postponed’ until a disposition or a method of disposi- 
tion shall have been reached of all the controverted demands of Spain against 
Re ccocare ineen tha jpettiinme cl thes Mipsndidh andiibenWeben oad A 

t appears from the ‘itions syn an ranguren 
to the director-general of the in Havana, t they had deposited 
in the royal treasury to the credit of Mora's estates up to December 3, 1877, 
the sum of $2,317,000, and that the estates were allo to go to ruin because 
the treasurer refused to furnish the acemes with the necessary funds for re- 

rs, taxes, or even the wages of the laborers on the sugar plantations. As 
ora’s debts amounted to less than 000, the S treasury had received 
more than enough to pay those de and the stipulated indemnity besides! 
The advantages of such a settlement to the Spanish Government were ex- 
plained to the Cortes by Sefior Moret, the minister of state, shortly after the 
agreement of December, 1886, was © between the two Governments. The 
Spanish authorities themselves being judges, it would scarcely be ible 
for the United States to suffer a more grievous wrong or a more evident de- 
nial of justice than this in the 2 one of its citizens. 

The committee is of opinion t the prompt nt of the Mora indem- 
nity, with interest from the time when it should have been paid under the 
agreement between the two Governments, should be insisted wen by the 
President, and ae therefore report the pending resolution, with the rec- 
ommendation that it be passed by the House. 


Mr. McMILLIN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I 
will not ask the further renting of the report. I asked the read- 
ing thus far for the reason that this was a proposition to call upon 
the Government to intercede in the collection of a claim, a matter 
about which I thought we ought to be careful before the 
first step. It seems that this is a claim for over $1,000,000 that is 


due to one of our citizens for injuries inflicted upon him by the 
Spanish Government. I am satisfied from the reading of the re- 
port that it is a proper case for intercession, and I not only do not 
op the bill, but favor its passage. 
e joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SICKLES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to present now the final report of the 
committee of conference on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8479) making appropriations 
for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1906, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 


i agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 47 and e to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
negotiate with the Ogden Land Company for the purchase of the interests 
said company may possess, if any, in the Cattaraugus and Ara Indian 
Reservations in the State of New York. He is also authorized to negotiate 
with the said Indians, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, 
as to the terms upon which the said Indians will consent to the United States 
Eraees the interest of said company in said reservations, if such interest 

found to exist; and the Secretary of the Interior shall make a full report 
to Congress of his proceedings under this provision.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 144, and agree to the same with amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘And the 
Government shall, as early as practicable, make provision for the education 
of Indian children in Government schools;"’ and the Senate pares tothe same. 

W. S. HOLMAN 


JOHN M. ALLEN, 
J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WILKINSON CALL, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that of 
the two points which remained in dispute one was in regard to 
the purc of the interest of the Ogden Land Company in cer- 
tain Indian lands in the State of New York. The substitute em- 
braced in this report is as good @ proposition as the House con- 
ferees could obtain, and is I think a reasonably fair provision. 

The other proposition now reported in lieu of amendment 144 
in — to education of the Indians strikes out the following 
words: 
and each} succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used— 

That is to say, for the contract schools— 
that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes into effect 
all contracts for such education shall cease. 

The substitute provision now reported requires the Government 
to take the necessary steps to adopt Government schools at the 
earliest practicable moment. 

A MemBer. Is there any limitation as to time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is not. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the amendment in reference to the Ogden 
Land Company involve, as now reported, any appropriation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nota cent. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does it involve any future expenditure? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation of $300,000 is stricken out 
entirely. The whole proposition in its present form is simply 
advisory.” It is not even a direction; it simply gives authority to 
the Secretary of War to ascertain upon what terms a purchase 
may be effected, whatever may be the interests which these parties 
may be found to possess. He is also to ascertain whether the In- 
dians are willing that the Government should purchase that inter- 
est if any such exists. The Government is committed to nothing. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 


DIGEST OF CONTESTED ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. RUSK. On behalf of the Committee on Accounis, I move 
© en the rules and pass the resolution which I send to the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed and bound for the use of the House the 
usual number, to wit, 1,607 copies of the Digest of Contested Election Cases 
in the -second Congress. ther with an index of the same, to be pre- 
pared by Alfred J. Stofer, clerk to the Committee on Elections during the 
said Congress, for which and for the poneaensy re aration and superintend- 
ence thereof there shall be d said Alfred J. Stofer, by the Clerk of the 
Hi out of the contingent d, the sum of $1,000, as recommended by the 

ttee on Elections of the Fifty-third Congress, said sum to be paid when 
the manuscript of the work shall have been delivered to the Public Printer. 


The report of the Committee on Accounts was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, relative to the printing and binding for tbs ure of = teas 





1895. 





1,607 copies of the Digest of Contested Election Cases in the Fifty-second Con- 


gress ene with an index of the same, prepared 
clerk to the Committee on Elections during the said Con , and that he 
be —— the sum of $1,000 for said services,as recommended by the Committee 
on Elections, the committee would beg to report that after due considera- 
tion they would respectfully recommend the passage of the resolution. 


Mr. RUSK. Iask that a second be considered as ordered on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUSK. This resolution is in accordance with precedents 
established from the Forty-eighth Congress to the present time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. By every pany nea 

Mr.RUSK. Thishas been done by every Congress. The amount 
is no greater than has heretofore been allowed, but is less than 
was allowed in some Congresses. The clerk of the Committee on 
Elections of the Congress in question has always been selected to 
— this digest, he being the person best fitted for the work. 

e number of copies proposed to be printed is the usual number. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is any appropriation made for the printing? 

Mr. RUSK. No appropriation is made for the printing; but 
$1,000 is to be paid out of the contingent fund for the preparation 
of this work. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does this resolution direct the printing? 

Mr. RUSK. It does. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why do you not appropriate what this pub- 
lication is to cost? 

Mr. RUSK. ‘That has never been done in these cases. This is 
strictly in accordance with precedent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But we are doing so much printing of just 
this character that we must be running up a large expenditure. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this the usual resolution? 

Mr. RUSK. It is in strict accordance with precedent. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof, and the resolution was adopted. 


by Alfred J. Stofer, 


MADISON FEMALE INSTITUTE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 1082) for 
the relief of the Madison Female Institute, loca at Richmond, 


Ky. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right. of 
objection. 
‘The bill was read at length. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. ee I rise to make an in- 
uiry as a matter of information. I reserve the right to object in 
the mean time. I would like to know how many more of these 
institutions in Virginia and Kentucky there are that will be pre- 
sented to Congress for relief. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that long enough to permit me to make a statement at 


east. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will withdraw it, reserving the 
right to object, until the gentleman makes his statement. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Madison Female Institute 
is an educational institution incorporated many years before the 
war in the State of Kentucky for the purpose of educating young 
women. After the battle of Richmond, ar this college was 
taken possession of by the Federal troops and used as a hospital. 

Several hundred wounded Federal soldiers were placed in the 
building, and many of them remained there for more than a 
rn When the premises were vacated and surrendered the 

ands and buildings were unfit for use and occupation, and the 
trustees expended over $5,000 to repair the buildings and put the 
grounds in proper condition. The at on the premises and 
many of the trees were used by United States troops for fuel, 
and the same were reasonably worth $2,233. 

The Government of the United States should refund to the in- 
stitute the sum actually expended to repair the buildings and the 
value of the fencing and trees used as fuel, making, according to 
vouchers and evidence filed before the Committee on War Claims, 
the amount set forth in the bill. 

As the Madison Female Institute is a hemor Seneen founded 
for educational purposes by the citizens of ison County, Ky., 
and as the teachers and students were noncombatants, and as 
such institutions are sacred from injury by law and when used 
for necessary purposes of war shouid be paid for, our Govern- 
ment, out of its munificence, should not hesitate to pay the 
amount named in the bill. 

The consideration of this bill can not be reached regularly on the 
Calendar this session, and I therefore ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

I hope the gentleman on the other side (Mr. Horxuss of Illinois] 
will withdraw his objection. There should be no partisanship in 
considering such bills as the one I have presented. 
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Has this claim ever been presented 





Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
to the Department? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It was presented to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and was unanimously reported to the House. 
And I will say again to the gentleman from Illinois that the 
amount asked is only the amount paid out to restore the buildings 
and grounds to their former condition before United States troops 
occupied them for a hospital. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My question was whether the claim 
had ever been submitted to the Department for settlement. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Not that I know of. 
‘ Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object to the consideration of the 

ill. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
JOSEPH PORTER. 


Mr. HAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent now for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2141) granting a pension 
to Joseph Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Por- 
ter, late a private in Company K, en New York Heavy Artillery, at the 
rate provided for total blindness in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out, in the sixth line, the words, “ provided for total blindness" and 
insert *‘ of $30 per month.” 

Mr. JONES. Has this bill been considered by a committee of 
the House? : ; 

Mr. HAGER. Yes, sir; by a committee of the House and the 


Senate. The bill passed the Senate. 
Mr. JONES. hen was it considered by a committee of this 
House? 


Mr. HAGER. On Saturday. 
Mr. JONES. Was there a meeting of the committee on Satur- 


day? 

‘Mr. HAGER. No,sir; but the bill was reported by Mr. MEIKLE- 
JOHN, of that committee. 

Mr. JONES. Was not the report taken around and signed in- 
formally by the members of the committee. 

Mr. HAGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I object to reports in that form. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ELI AYRES. 


Mr. TURPIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8647) to refer the claim of 
li Ayers to the Court of Claims and quiet title to certain lands in 

the State of com, 

The SPEAKER. e bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, before consent is given to con- 
sider that bill I think we ought to have an explanation of it, 
which I hope the gentleman will make full and satisfactory. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think we had better settle the matter now 
and close it up at once. This is a very complicated bill, too com- 
plicated to without some consideration. I object. 

Mr. TURPIN. I hope the gentleman will allow me to make a 
statement at least. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to the gentleman making 
any statement he sees proper, but the bill is a long one, quite 
complicated, and I do not think it is a proper bill to pass in this 
hurried way in the closing hours of the session. I will, however, 
reserve the right to object until the gentleman makes a state- 


ment. 

Mr. TURPIN. I yield five minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


JAMES G. LAUGHLIN, 

Mr. FUNK. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to James G. 
Laughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James G. Laughlin, who 
was oD gob vane in the company of Capt.George B. Willis, Fortieth Regiment. 
Fourth Br e, First Division of the Illinois State Militia, and who served 


as such in the Indian war of 1832, known as the Black Hawk war, and pay to 
a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: 
Strike out ‘*$8 per month ” and insert “$12 per month.” 
Mr. BARTLETT. Has this bill been considered by a com- 
mittee? 
Mr. FUNK. Yes, by a committee. 
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This party lives, let me say, in the district of my former col- 
league, yo al Post, who was to have presented the bill, but of 


course his death prevented it. It was e that he would 
call up the bill himself. {t has been reported favorably by the 
Committee on Pensions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed 


and read a third time; and ae engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 


LEAVE TO FILE VIEWS OF MINORITY. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, earlier in the day I obtained leave 
to tile a report from the Committee on Agriculture on a resolution 
of inquiry into the causes of the de ion of American agricul- 
tural staples and the relative condition of agriculture to the manu- 
facturing industries. I now ask that the minority of the commit- 
tee may have leave to file their views, and that the leave to file 
the report and the views of the minority may be extended ten 
days, so as to give the minority an opportunity to prepare their 


e SPEAKER. Without objection that leave will be granted. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, WINSTON-SALEM, N. ©. 


Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Mr.Speaker, I eee 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (8.2663) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the cities of Winston- 
Salem, N. C. 

The bill was read at length. 

The a Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask 
for an explanation. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Iwill make a short statement 
only. Mr. Speaker, this bill or a similar one has been before three 
Congresses, the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third, and in 
each Congress it bas met with a favorable report in the House in 
which it originated. Three times it has passed the Senate of the 
United Siates, and it has had two favorable reports from the 
House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I wish to 
say that in point of population this is the second city in the State, 
and in point of business ente: and energy it is the first in the 
State. I do not believe there been a measure before this Con- 
gress or the preceding Congress with as much merit, considering 
the population and the business of the city and the ‘amount that 
is proposed to be appropriated. 

Tur ye taken up very little time of this House in this Congress, 
and I should esteem it a special favor if this measure, which has 
been duly considered both in the Senate and House committees, 
may be allowed to pass to-night, or at least have consideration. 
There is an amendment proposed cutting down the appropriation 
from $150,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much is appropriated now and how much 
is left for the future? 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. It is all left for the future. I 
want to say that the post-office receipts amount to over $35,000 a 

ear, and the amount of revenue collected at this place amounts 

nearly a million dollars a year. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. IKIRT and Mr. DINGLEY objected. 


TELEGRAPH OPERATORS, WAR OF THE REBELLION, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (5S. 1009) for the rele of telegraph 
operators during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. y hope the gentleman will give me the 

vanit eS Rene See ee Oe Si I 
do not the gentleman understood the character of the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. I have no objection to your making a speech, 
but I shall object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The reserves his objection. I 
do not know what his obj is. Of course every gentleman 
has a right to object to a bill of this kind without giving his rea- 
sons. 1 presume the im een ee ene Den | Saaky 


was was that it poses deer oy wna operators a 
military status or cme more ee oe they had 
ven Rg war. The language of the bill does not bear that con- 
This subject of legislation in tion of their services for 
eration for four years while 


their country has been under considera’ 
T have been upon the Committee on Military Affairs. Members 


affect to fear that the bill carriesa pension. Let meread the bill, 
Ee ee oe 


War is authorized and directed to a 
ail porsone whe saved fn tho cporation ct mittary weepraph Hated 
os ool civil war— 


wee is to be prepared for the Secretary of 
ar— 


and to issue to Km m a wtcnsice, | unless it appears that his service 
was not credita a a or to the representatives of those who are 
dead, suitable es ot honorable service in the military 7 eee 
corps of the Army of the United States, stating the service rende 

length of such service, and the dates, asnear as may be, between which such 
service was perf 


Now comes the vital proviso in the bill: 


Provided, That this law shall not be construed to entitle the pe:sons herein 
mentioned to any pay or rights not herein specifically provided for. 


Mr. Speaker, I will now read in support of the bill the re- 
> mamma upon it as chairman of the Committee on Military 


me Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1009) 
for the relief of telegra: ~~ operators during the war of the rebellion, have 
considered the same and report: 

The subject-matter of this bill, in various forms, has been before Congress 
for severa bye It has been the avowed policy of the Government not to 
moegae = a part of the Army or with military rank these persons who 

filled merely civilian positions. In places of that character no term 
of service wasagreed upon, and at any time it was optional with persons 
e ed whether should continue in the service of the Government or 
not. They were not subjected to military , and were seldom put in 


places of aos 

Their was usually greater than that for similar itions in 
civil life, an and this may have been regarded as justifying their exclusion from 
the right to pension. But the case of the h operators is somewhat 
different Some civilian employees in the war generally. Their services were 
important and valuable ere heey t aw operators waa ones wherever 
headquarters were established. Im the construction of telegraph lines they 

“ey - often pushed forward into positions of danger. 
hey | put up their instruments many times on the skirmish lines, and fre- 
oon y almost in the lines of battle. Often they were the — to leave an 
spenaees position, even when in danger of capture and i nets. 
were killed at their posts of duty, eae woutede and some 
crippled for ie Those that were made prisoners of war were exchanged 
for important officers. Some held an assimilated rank, but not the real rank 


of officers. Their duties were ota ete faithfully per- 
formed as though they had been sworn into the Servioe. of the United States. 
trom the policy of £ Esme. ama . of F yee opinion tnt os slight sae 
om e oO e Govern™m n izing civilian em yees 
the Army is not justified in their case. This ill mewn y provides Seal = cer . 
tificate of service shall be given, but , Sey provides that no “pay, pe 
sion, bounty,or rights not herein aa ape cifically provided for” shall 2 he available 
“eelocniptngten better of thea the -general is made a partof this report, 
c major. a 
and the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One object of it is simply a social one, 
that these gentlemen may receive this certificate of honorable 
service and may become associated with certain honorable mili- 
tary or semimilitary associations and identified with them, which 
they can not be at present. 

Another object is the laudable ambition for honorable mention 
of the patriotic sera of = telegraph operators who rendered 


them the war for eamuane anal Union. Can not 
gentlemen see that such i be desired by those 
who are the the descendants or sy! ame § those who died in that 


service, or have died since setheanlinn it? 
Now, it is a fact-—— 
ote What social association will these parties get 
ni to 
_Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not know as to the particular asso- 


ciation. 
* Mr. TARSNEY. The Whiteca eee 
. Mr. TUCKER. Night caps. ete la 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, as to the merits of the proposition. 
It is true that quite a large number of these military 
were exposed to danger; that they were at the front of the battle; 
that they were near headquarters, and that they threw out for im- 
re ge use the military telegraph lines. Many of them lost their 
ves. The bill is to give to the wives, widows, and children of 
these men this certificate of honor, nothin 
If they are to attempt to obtain Se conse le bonefit, ones 
vantage from the Government, such as en 
must begin de novo. They have no status here, thenthe the bi 
expressly provides that they shall have none of ‘these things, and 
= further than bills usually do. It provides that they shall 
ve no not herein specifically provided. 
Mr. PIN. Will the gentleman tell me whether it is nec- 
in order that they form associations with the Grand Army 


of the the Republic? 

OUTHW AITE. No; this will not enable them to associate 
with te Geant Army of the Republic. They can not get imto 
ae Sq on this. 


enter malitary oF that the object of this bill 
— thn er may ate Yes, 


ee 


a 





1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. FIELDER. Are they not admissible to those associations 
now as honorary members? 
¥ AITE. No; I believe not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1's there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. STALLINGS. I object. : 
a OUTHWAITE. I move to suspend the rules and pass this 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio moves 
to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. I demand a second. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, now I will ask unanimous conseut 
that a second be considered as ordered, so that there may be dis- 
cussion. That will give an opportunity for discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio that a second be considered as ordered? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro co The Chair will appoint the gen- 

Mr. OUTHWaAITE] and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 170, noes 9. 

Soa was ordered. 

The SPEAKER ~~ Under the rules thirty minutes | 
are allowed for de gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ourn- | 
WAITE] will be recognized to control fifteen minutes of the time 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] tocontrel fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will reserve my time, as I have already 

, and ask the gentleman from Georgia to take part of his 
time. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to discuss this | 
question, but will simply demand the yeas and nays. [Cries of | 
*“*Oh, no!” 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 


from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, mays 72, 
not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS--167. 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Kem, Pigott, 
Aldrich, Davey, Kiefer, Powers, 
ey, ver, } 
Avery, am Latimer, 3 
Babcock Deoli 48, . 
Baker, Kans. om Lelover . Reyburn, 
Barnes, Durborew, Linton, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Oreg. Loudensiager, x 
Bartlett, eae. Maguire, Russell, Conan. 
Barwig, Erdman, Mahon, Rvran, 
Beckner, 3 Everett, WM > Schermerhorn, 
Bell, Colo. Fletcher, Martin, Ind. Shell, 
Berry, Funk, McAleer, Sherman, 
Biair, Gardner, McCall, Sibley, 
Boatner, Geissenhainer, McCleary, Minn. Sickles, 
Boen, Gillet, N. Y. McCreary, Ky. Simpson, 
Bower, N. C. Gillett, Mass. McDeweil, Si 
Bowers, Cal. Goldzier, McEttrick, Smith, 
Bretz, Griffin, Wis. McGann, Sore, 
Broderick, Grout, MeLanrin, Sperry, 
Bromwell, Hager, McNagny, Springer, 
Brookshire, Hainer, Nebr. Meikle} Stevens. 
Bryan, Haines, Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
Cadmus, Harmer, Moon, Stone, W. A. 
Caminetti, Hartman, Moore, Straus, 
—— —_—-. _—— Tarsney, 
Carut ugen, urray, 
Cansey, Hayes, Mutchier, Tracey, 
Chickering, Heiner, Pa. North . Turner, Va. 
Clancy H. wv O Neal Mo. Upccerant 
neal an y Neiti, 7 \ 
ly a io —_ 
jooper, ermann, age, anger, 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Patterson, W . 
ish, Houk, Payne, Wi 
Cousins, Hudson, Pearson, Wells, 
Covert, Hulick, Pence, Wever, 
Crawford, Hull, Pendieton, W. Va. Wheeler, Ti. 
Curtis, Kans. Hunter, Perkins, Wolverton, 
al ¥. Johnson, N. Dak. Phillips, Woomer. 
Daize! Johnson, Ohio PicWer, 
NAYS—72. 
Abbott, Cox, Jones. Ritchie, 
Alderson, De Armond, Kilgore, Robbins, 
Alexander, Dockery, Lane, 
Arnold, Dunn, Lester, Stallings, 
Bald Fielder Livingston, Stone, Ky. 
win, . 4 : S bs 4 
Bankhead, Fithian, Maddox, Strait, 
Bell, Tex. Grady, Mallory, Swanson, 
Black, Gresham, Mc Talbert, 8. C. 
Hall, Mo. McMillin, Talbott, Md. 
Bynum, Harrison, Meredith, Tate, 
Cabaniss, Heard, Montgomery, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Henderson, N. ©. so ae 
Hendrix, Trp, 
Clark, Heluan, Pendleton, T. Washing 
‘ex. 
Tkirt, i Mich. Williams, 


Clarke, Ala. 
Coffeen, Wyo. Izlar, Richardson, Tenn. Wise. 


NOT VOTING—110. 


appoint as tellers | 
2m io [Mr. OuTHWaITE] and the tleman | 
Sie geetlonnan, Sena See & _ — = . | league [Mr. Brostus] be excused, on account of sickness. 


Adams, Ky. De Forest, Hopkins, Pa. Richards, 
Ai ‘ Denson, Hutcheson, Robinson, Pa. 
> Johnson, Ind. Russell, Ga. 
Belden, Dunphy, x wrden, vw 
Beltzhoover, v. sranton, 
Bingham, Ditis, Ky. ¥, Settle, 
Bland, ish, N. J. Lawson, Somers, 
Boutelle, Enloe, Lockwood, Stephenson, 
ranch, Forman, Loud, Storer, 
Breckinr Lucas, Stren, 
Brickner, Gear, Lynch, Sweet, 
Brosius, Geary, agner, Tawney, 
own, Goodnight, Marshall, Taylor, Ind. 
vy, Gorman, Marvin, N. ¥ Taylor, Tenn. 
Burnes, Graham, MeCulioch, Tucker, 
Cannon, NL Griffin, Mich. MeDannold, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cobb, Ala. Grosvenor, McKaig, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Mo. Grow, McKeighan, ‘Walker, 
i McRae, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coat a. a 
Cogsw Hare, illiken, Vhiting, 
Conn, Harris, Money, Williams, Miss, 
— a ion Newlands, Wilson, W. ¥ 
oper, i VOR filson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Tex. Hitt, Ogden, Woedard. 
Crain, Hooker, Miss. uigg, Wright. 
Culberson, Hooker, N. Y. yuer, 
Davis, Hopkins, il. Reed, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
, and the bill was passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For remainder of this Congress: 

Mr. WoopwaRp with Mr. TayLor of Tennessee. 

Mr. Witson of West Virginia with Mr. Quiee. 

Mr. Lawson with Mr. Morse for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Hupson with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York, on this ques- 
tion. 

On this vote: 

Mr. KYL with Mr. REEp. 

Mr. OCULBERSON with Mr. BoUTELLE. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 


here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had receded from its disagreement to 
amendment numbered 5 to the bill (H. R.8234) making appropri- 
ations for the expenses of the diplomatic and consular service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
8479) making iations for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian t and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes. 


JOHN LATTLE AND HOBART WILLIAMS. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there 
be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ge (S. 475) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, of Omaha, 

ebr. 


The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I would be glad 
to have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 


SELECTION OF THE SPEAKER AS A MEMBER OF THE INTERNA- 
TIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. er, Lask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolntioy, which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘ihe gentleman from Texas.asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if 
there be objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas an act appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Gevernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for ther urposes, 
provides ‘that whenever the President of the United States shall determine 
that the United States should be represented at any international conference 
called with a view to secure internationally a fixity of relative value between 
gold and silver,as money, by means of a common ratio between those metals, 
with free min at such ratio, the United States shall be represented at 
such conference by nine delegates, to be selected as follows: The President 
of the United States shall select three of said delegates. the Senate shall 
select three members of the Senate as delegates, and the Speaker of the pres 
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ent House of Representatives shall-select three members of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress as delegates; "’ and 
hereas it is the earnest desire of the House of Representatives that the 
Speaker shall be one of the delegates on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the Hon. CHARLEs F. Cane Speaker of the House of 


Representatives, is hereby requested to d himself as one of the three 
delegates to be selected by him in pursuance to the above provision of law. 
Applause. 
he SP R pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The question being taken cn the adoption of the resolution, it 
was agreed to unanimously. [Loud applause. ] 


LEWIS M’KENZIE. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, a short time ago I submitted a 
request for unanimous consent for the consideration of a short 
Dill. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] reserved the 
right to object until the gentieman from Virginia [Mr. MERE- 
DITH] could make a brief explanation. I ask now that the gentile- 
man from Virginia be allowed to make a statement and that then 
the request be submitted for the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was unanimous consent given 
for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; the gentleman from Missouri reserved the 
right to object after the gentleman from Virginia should be al- 
lowed to make an explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. reserved the right to object, so as to hear 
the gentleman’s explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2830) for the relief of Lewis McKenzie. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes simply to pay 
Lewis McKenzie, of the city of Alexandria, his expense account in 
two contests in connection with a seat in this House. He was 
elected to the Forty-first Congress and his seat was contested by a 

entleman named Whittlesey. The seat was awarded to Mr. Mc- 

enzie. A few years ago he filed for the first time an itemized 
account of the expenses in that contest; but he has never been 
paid a solitary cent. In the Forty-second Congress he contested 
the seat of Hon. Elliot M. Braxton, from the then Seventh district 
of Virginia, and expended in the contest a certain amount of 
money, of which he never been repaid one cent. 

Now, this is an old and, as may be said, a stale claim; but it is 
not res adjudicata, because it has never been considered by this 
House; and as every member having a contest upon his hands is 
now, under the operation of law, permitted to file his account for 
expenses if the amount does not exceed $2,000, it is only right and 
just—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. Was there any such law at that time? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I do not know what the rule was then; but 
the gentleman who contested Mr. McKenzie’s seat in the first 
case was paid the sum of $1,500; and the gentleman whose seat 
Mr. McKenzie contested in the Forty-second Congress was paid 
his expense account. Mr. McKenzie did not at the time put in an 
account, for the reason that he was then in very comfortable cir- 
cumstances. He has since lost his aw. eis a good, hon- 
est, square man, although he is a Republican! 

Mr. CARUTH. How can that be? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MEREDITH. Well, it so happens in some cases. 

A MempBer. How old is Mr. McKenzie? 

Mr. MEREDITH. About eighty years, I think. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Has this case been before a committee? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It has been favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. It has received a favorable rt from several 
committees, but this is the first opportunity we have ever had to 
get - before the House and have it passed upon. He ought to be 


paid. 
Mr. HUDSON and Mr. DOCKERY objected. 
PAYMENT OF ACCRUED PENSIONS. 


Mr. STRONG. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of ac- 
crued pensions in certain cases. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

Mr. STRONG. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
now for that a 
“ Mr. BARTLETT. I withdraw my objection after an explana- 

on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
states that he withdraws his objection. Is there further objec- 


tion? 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. 


IMPORTATION OF ANTITOXINE. 


Mr. BRYAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bili (H. R. 8695) to admit antitoxine free of duty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act antitoxine 
Fo orted from any foreign country shall be admitted free of all customs 

uties. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I should be 
glad to hear an explanation. 

Mr. BRYAN. r. Speaker, this is a bill reported by the Ways 
and Means Committee to admit free of duty the diphtheria cure 
known asantitoxine. The bill was brought up the other a 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] objected. But 
he has withdrawn his objection; and so far as I know there is no 
opposition to the bill. This diphtheria medicine,which is manu- 
factured abroad under the direction of foreign Governments, is 
brought in for the sole purpose of being used as a diphtheria cure. 
There are amendments of the committee which confine it to that 
particular use. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman please explain 
this measure to the House and tell us how this preparation is made? 

Mr. BRYAN. No, sir; I shall not attempt to make any such 
explanation. 

rt. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is there any report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means which explains this antitoxine? 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not know that the report is so explicit as it 
would have been if it had been written by the gentleman from 


lowa—— : 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. We want light on this question 
before we vote upon it. . 

Mr. BRYAN. I will have the report read if the gentleman so 
desires. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I hope it will be read. 

The report (by Mr. BRYAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
8695) to admit antitoxine free of duty, beg leave to report: 

The evidence in favor of antitoxine as a remedy for the dreaded scourge of 
the race, diphtheria, which has so long defied the skill of medicine, seems to 
be preqonderasns, and the few cases in which the remedy has failed may be 
pe y attributed to impurity inthe drug. The demand is great and the 

ilities for its manufacture thus far are not numerous. In time, doubtless, 
we shall make it here as pure and as cheaply as elsewhere. That manufac- 
tured abroad is mostly under Government ——- and with care that 
guarantees its par? It should be allowed ission free of duty for the 
resent at least. It is estimated that the loss tothe revenue by placing anti- 
xine on the free list would not approach $1,000, but.if it were much greater 
than thatsum anda single life were saved thereby, and the cost of the remedy 
reduced to the pore it would justify the loss. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want twenty-four hours to 
think about this, Therefore I object. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the 
gentleman now to move to suspend the rules. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the conferees on 
the part of the House on the bill H. R.8234—the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill—have authorized me to report that 
the Senate receded from its amendment numbered 5 to the 
bill making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The amendmentnumbered 5, as is well known, is the amendment 
in regard to the appropriation of $500,000 for constructing a sub- 
marine cable to connect the United States with Hawaii, to be 
owned and operated by the United States Government. On all 
other points where there was a disagreement there has been a re- 
port which has been adopted by both Houses. ? 
noe ask that the report of the conferees be received and they 

arged. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 


PAYMENT OF ACCRUED PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER _ tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNopGRaASS] withdraws his ob- 

jection to the bill called up by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
StroNG], the title of which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued pensions in certain 
cases. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the 28th day of September, 1892, the 
accrued to the date of the death of any pensioner, or of any person 
entitled to a pension having an application therefor Penain , and whether a 
therefor shall issue prior or subsequent to the death of such person, 
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shall, in the case of a person petsiened. or applying for pension, on account 
of his disabilities or service, id, first, to widow; second, if there is 
no widow, to his child or children under the ake of sixteen years at his 
death; third, in case of a widow, to her minor c ren under the age of six- 
teen yearsat her death. Such accrued pension shall not be considereda part 
of the assets of the estate of such deceased person, nor be liable for the pay- 
ment of the debts of said estate in any_case whatsoever, but shall inure 
to the sole and exclusive benefit of the widow or children. And if no widow 
or child survive such pensioner, and in the case of his last surviving child 
who was such minor at his death, and in the case of a dependent mother, 
father, sister, or brother, no payment whatsoever of their accrued pension 
shall be made or allowed except so much as may be necessary to reimburse 
the person who bore the expense of their last sickness and burial, if they did 
not leave sufficient assets to meet such expense. And the mailing of a pen- 
sion check, drawn by a pension agent in payment of a pension due, to the ad- 
dress of a pensioner, shall constitute payment in the event of the death of a 

ensioner subsequent to the execution of the voucher therefor. Andall prior 
aws relating to the payment of accrued pension are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, amotion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


ANTITOXINE FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 8695) to admit antitoxine free of duty. 

The SPEAKER — tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act the diphthe 
cure known as antitoxine, imported from any foreign country, shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty: Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to 
admit free ot duty any proprietary medicine. 

Mr. RAY. Onthe motion of the gentleman from Nebraska I 
demand a second. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. RAY and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa objected. 

Mr. Ray and Mr. BRYAN were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 177, noes 2. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] tocontrol the time in sup- 
port of this motion, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask unanimous consent 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. There can be noamendment under a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There can be by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BRYAN. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the ques- 
tion is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I can state in a very few minutes my 
reasons for opposing this bill, and I think ps ought to be ,con- 
clusive and satisfactory. In the first place, Ido not know any- 
thing about it. [Laughter.] Ido not know what antitoxine is, 
where it is made, what it is used for, nor whether it is animal, 
vegetable, or mineral, and I have inquired of a great many mem- 
bers of this House, but fail to find one here who has the slightest 
idea what this new discovery is or what it is composed of. If it 
is a good thing the owner of the a. or secret ought to come 
into the United States and establish an antitoxine factory here 
and give us an American industry; and for the aol tae of build- 
ing up such an industry, if its production be an industry, in the 
United States I o — this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Andif he did build it up would you want 
to protect the man? 

Mr. RAY. Another thing: This Democratic Congress, when it 
assembled here and became an organized body, commenced med- 
dling with the tariff. It gave us a new tariff bill. That bill has 
damaged the business interests, the manufacturers, and the indus- 
tries of this country billions of dollars. Last night in this House 
you commenced repairing damages and voted $5,000,000—and if 
we follow the precedent we must vote millions more—-to make good 
the damage you have done to one class of the farmersalone. You 
have voted to reimburse in part sugar producers. Now, I think it 
is time to let the tariff question alone. Put no more articles on 
the free list, especially when you do not know what that article 
is. We want revenues. We want money to pay our expenses, 
and you should not do more damage by more tariff tinkering. 

Now, if any gentleman here can rise in his seat and me 
what antitoxine is, of what material it is composed, or how it is 
manufactured, I will withdraw all MS renee and vote for the 
bill myself. What is to be the effect of this bill and how will it 
affect us? Let some wise man tell us. Ido not know but under 
the provisions of the bill you will be bringing in oxen, horses, 
mules, dead or alive, or both, carts, carriages, ess, manufac- 
tured goods of all kinds and description; and how an intelligent 
man, a Republican, can vote for this bill I do not un d. 


We should act intelligently and know what we are doing before 
we extend the free list. 

The balance of my time I yield to the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON]. : 

oo SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven min- 
utes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would be very 
much gratified if at this hour of the night, and toward the close 
of the session, I could give m Ld approval to one bill from 
the Committee on Ways and Means; if I could allow my smiling 
friend from Nebraska to get the satisfaction of putting on the 
statute books of the country one act of legislation from that great 
committee which would meet the approval of the people, or a 
fair share of the people, of this country. 

It may not be known to the membership of this House that we 
have in conference come from quite a battle on this matter of 
antitoxine, a thing that I knew very little about until this battle 
came on. I hoped to derive some information from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; but the gifted and versatile gentle- 
man from Nebraska refused to os any information point blank, 
balked on me; and when I asked for the reading of the report it 
was as blank as anything that could possibly be given. It con- 
tained no information. 

Now, I have had some information on this question as a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee on the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill. There was an amendment put on by the Senate—and 
the Senate seems to be gifted in — on amendments—which 
provided for $30,000 to build a hospital to get up this antitoxine 
to cure diphtheria. Well, as soon as that amendment was put on 
the fun began. I never made the acquaintance of so many good 
Christian people in my life as I did in the first forty-eight hours 
after that amendment was put on. 

The humane societies all over the ony began to put in their 
oars. Some people make fun of them, but I think their hearts are 
right, and they seem to be pretty clear-headed people. They sup- 
vas me with a stack of literature on the subject of antitoxine. 

should be glad to supply the Ways and Means Committee with 
some of this information, but I regret to say that I have not had 
time to read the literature which they told me would demonstrate 
that the scientific world and the medical fraternity were divided 
on the subject of this antitoxine. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is not the horse the raw 
material of antitoxine? Would not this let horses come in free? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iam going to get onto that horse 
in a minute, if the gentleman will allow me. These doc:.ments 
with which I was furnished showed that the medical and s:ientific 
world are very much divided about this antitoxine, some contend- 
ing that it is very hurtful to the human system and very danger- 
ous to be used, and that there are counterfeits, and that gerous 
stuff can be used which will inoculate very serious diseases. The 
process, as I understand, consists in vaccinating a horse with diph- 
theria; that beautiful quadruped is the animal on whicl: they ex- 
periment. They vaccinate the horse with diphtheria. Then they 
put him onto a very high grade of feeding, according to a formula 
which has been established, and they feed him up until his mane 
and tail are in the proper relations to each other, and then they 
bleed him, and this blood is the antitoxine. With that they in- 
tend to cure diphtheria, and the subject has interested so many 
medical students that I am sure, in addition to the seven hospitals 
that we now have in the city of Washington, nearly every medical 
student has got some sort of an animal in the cellar or in the gar- 
ret where he is taking out a part of its liver, or a kidney, or an 
eye, or a part of the brain, and experimenting; and they are ex- 
perimenting on these animals until their groans ascend to heaven, 
and the humane society have heard those groans. They wanted to 
build a hospital here and asked $30,000 to go to work and perform 
= the horse, so that the General Government would take charge 
of it. 

Now, I do not object to this bill on the ground that it interferes 
with a home industry, not by any means. I am not sure yet that 
I am willing that this home industry shall be experimented upon; 
but this matter was sprung upon us in the Senate. No estimates 
were submitted in regard to this horse-torturing business, so that 
we had no chance in our Committee on Appropriations to inves- 
tigate it. I said to a distinguished gentleman not a thousand 
miles from this end of the Capitol that if he would let this thing 
go until we could hear both sides we might be with them on this 

usiness and get up a home product, but that until I knew some- 
thing about it I did not pro to come before the House with an 
amendment to set the machinery of torture to work on the horse, 
that animal which has been famous since the days of Rosinante, 
until we knew something about it. 

When the orator of the West rose to his feet, representing this 
tic Committee on Ways and Means, I appealed to him, with 
almost in my voice, for some information about the nature 

of antitoxine, and he got on his ears in-a minute, lay back in the 
breeching, and soften’ to give any information. Heretofore he 
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has been voluble in piling w 


information before the House and 


the country even when we did not want it. hter.] AndI 
confess I felt a litthe disappointed that he not come to the 
front with some bloody information that he was introducing by 
this measure. 

Now, in all seriousness, I do not want to are the American 
Congress to this animal- -torturing some- 
thing about it. By chance I ee to vane foot inside 


the Senate Chamber—if I ma 
body—when a disti neacan and t enator was discuss- 
ing it, and he said that the medical world “ig the medical jour- 
nals were divided as to the use of this ‘Well, now, if they 
are divided, and we have that high a —and there are 
medical men in this House who admit ‘to me, and have this very 
ight, that they are divided on that very question 
. HUNTER. Do doctors ever agree? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think it is unwise, in all serious- 
ness, to commit this Congress to this business, and I think the 
bs ys and Means Committee would do better to rest its case on 
ilson bill. It has played mischief e h with this country. 
ttn a) I think you have drawn bl enough out of the 
nels of the American people, out of the channels of trade, 

out of the homes and happiness and life of Yankee Doodle, to 
uit torturing the poor horse. Let us give that animal a chance 


or his life. 
Let the scientific world reach some eement in rd to this 
of horses. [. ny 


matter before we go to letting the bl 

A Memerr. He can not kick. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He may not kick, but the horse 
will kick. [Laughter.] I do not want my friend kicked. He 
has had kicks and cuffs enongh. anghie.] | Ho He stands it well. 
tea do like a fellow who stands it (Renewed 


And “ with all his toate’ T lowe te aa” 
ce him “still” better than at other times. 


pee 
ter] I 
ieniphiiee j 
Mr. Speaker, how ae enn Peake have I remaining of my time? 
Sea one tas oan medical gentlemen who want me to yield 


eTneSPIA of my time. 
SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman has three minutes 


remaining come ofIowa. I reserve that for the home stretch. 
[Groat laughter. } 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. / 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. nb Sane © antl ap the 


conference report on the general 
The SPE pro tempore. The Clos ei OS aia ot 
ges ee Oe as 
Speaker if tho Hone wil give 
me its attention, I will try bo explain th 
cow geese eS Fa, Soe conteerene aes an 
answer them to make clear any 
Senate recedes from $7,387,000 
442. Of this $664,000 the 


‘or conference r 
r. BRECKINR 
obscurity. 
When the bill went to the Senate it carried $6,656 
Senate added to that $8 House the Senate In the agreement 


ies in the publ service. Rancoctbeunndcriuer 

Te os neh eke Mae, ta is to pay for the improvement 
on the court having decided that the cer- 
tificates of indebtedness with which the contractor was paid were 
By the law it was that he was to be in those cer- 
eon ont ie decided that for i and want of 


vuese certificates were void. The passed an amend- 
tent to pay this $07,000, and the ‘THonse agroot to that, with an 
Sits sanach Gaaeanon a 


came ss ps pom ays eee 
ee some 
the Goverment en te the rights at tho con- 
tractor 


ioe een: 


bark in this wa way in the business of building » house different 
from the one y had, and turned that matter over to the 
The Senate put on a sort of composite amend- 
ment, composed of three items, two of those items consisting of 
numerous subitems. One was a judgmentof the Court 
in favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad for over $1,800,000. The 
second was $317,000 to pay certain judgments known as the French 
spoliation claims. The sihar wns MULAN te Gad oneal 
awards under the Bowman Act. It ype teres ge § the Senate 
at So Se ee ee these or to all. Aftera 
full conference Senate receded from that amendment, upon 
the general ground that so late in the session it saeuntaisianie 
to run the risk of losing this bill, close the courts of justice for 
want of the money to pay the fees of jurors and witnesses and 
other expenses, and close the Printing Office for matters about 
which this House had on several ae aioe its judgment. 

Another item, am in the aggre to something about 
$4,500,000, arising out of three distinct —one for the State 
of California of over $3,900,000, one for the State of Nevada of 
over $300,000, and one from Oregon of over $300,000, for certain 
alleged advances during the late war. Not having passed through 
any courts, not having passed either House of Congress before be- 
eS bill, the Senate receded from that amendment. 

ou will notice that these various items added up make about 
$6,500,000. The other items, making an aggregate of nearly a 
million, are made up in various ways by amendments put on the 
bill by the Senate, some of which were stricken out because they 
were claims—charter-party claims, barrack and supplies claims, 
and others. Some had been audited; others were ‘ously de- 
fective, most of them were old claims, and nearly all of ao. had 
arisen during or before the war. 

The conferees on the part of the House took the position that a 
general deficiency bill ought not to be the dumping ground of all 
the old claims which had arisen against the Government (some of 
those put on in the Senate running back for many years); that a 
committee consisting of three gentlemen from each House could 
not in the closing hours of a session undertake to go over all the 
floating debt of the Government and at oe that to 
undertake to do so would establish a precedent which Soren 
would be followed, and under the influence of which 
claims represented in either House by gentlemen whose constitu- 
ents were interested would be put upon this bill, thus —- 
the deliberations of this body into a mere scramble to i 
claims at the tail end of the session. Therefore nearly all of these 
claims have been stricken out. 

There was one matter personal to the tatives and Del- 
egates on this floor about which the conferees felt a delicacy, es- 
pecially as I believe all three of them, certainly two of them, had 
voted inst the will of the majority of the House; I refer to the 
amendment in regard to clerks to members. After the House had 

that nt some lawyers of the House, upon an ex- 
amination, differed as to its construction. We believed that it 
was the desire of the House (and as its representatives in confer- 
mer ney agar, amma ee Lechter gos cA 
resentatives of the Congress the advantage of 


the present Congress the right to certify or he has received and 
has agreed to pay for clerical services ES ee This 
relates to the clerical service given to members. 
Mr. HAUGEN. How can a man make a certificate of this 
tes ee eee oe 5 eat 

E. The amendment embraced in this re- 
extends the authority of the member in that respeci for 


days. 

Geen detedesh omdunasdinows plsieinscepens 
for election expenses of contestants contestees. The limits 
the compensation to contestants and contestees for seats in this 
House to $2,000. A motion was made on the floor of the House 


f ch 
exnrame ip the gontlonsy from Nord Cara ae rrr) 
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insert these provisions. I believe the law as it stands on the 

statute book is a good law, and I would not saa te Seng departed 

a its — But the conferees reached the agreement I 
ve stated. 

Mr. WISE. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether any such 
allowance has been made in the case of any other contestant or 
contestee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; so I understand. 

Mr. WISE. Allow me to state to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that in almost every contested-election case the es incurred 
by the contestant or contestee exceed $2,000; and I should like to 
understand why the committee of conference has made this allow- 
ance in these cases and not in all. It ought not to be made in 
these cases unless it is granted in all. Iam opposed to allowing 
it in any. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I answer that these were the only 
claims of this kind coming before the committee. Nosuch claims 
were rejected by us; therefore the h hesis on which my friend 
from Virginia bases his question is incorrect. He asks why did 
we allow this to some and not to others. . 

Mr. WISE. If you allow it in this case, then Congress will 


allow it to every case in the future. : 
Mr. BRE IDGE. I agree with the gentleman that it 
was a bad thing to do. 


Mr. WISE. The allowance ought not to have been made. — 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I agree with the gentleman; but in a 
conference upon a bill covering 101 amendments, when we are 
trying to come to a conclusion and save a bill like this at the end 
of the session, we did not think this a matter of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify the loss of the bill. Some matters must be given 
up under such circumstances as these. 

Mr. SAYERS rose. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say in reference to the cases of these 
contestants or contestees named in the report that the appropria- 
tions recommended in the conference report were recommended 
by the Committee on Elections. 

A Memper. Of this House? 

Mr.SAYERS. Of this House. They were the only ones that 
came before our committee, and it was shown co us that t gentle- 
men expended these sums of money. If any other cases of the 
same character had been presented to us we would have considered 
them also. 

Mr. WISE. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me to make 
astatement for theinformation of the House—I only make it in order 
to show the injustice in this matter—I put before the committee 
a certificate showing that I had paid as of my contest 
over $4,000, but I was allowed only $2,000, and I asked for no more. 
I do not see why any more should be allowed in these cases. 

Mr. SAYERS. . Speaker, I will say this in behalf of the 

ntlemen interested in this appropriation, that they were not be- 
fore our committee at all. That resolution came from the Com- 
mittee on Elections; and it was shown that they had actually in- 
curred this expense—— 

Mr. WISE. And it has been shown in every other case that the 
expense was greater than the amount allowed. 

“Mtr. JONES. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I am a 
member of the Committee on Elections, and I have attended the 
meetings, I think, as ularly as any other member of the com- 
mittee, and Inever h of this proposition coming from that com- 


mittee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, you will have to settle that with your 
committee. 

Mr. JONES. I never heard of a meeting to consider such a 
question. And there is another case to which I wish to call the 
attention of the House—the contest between Messrs. Moore and 
Funston—in which the record is three times as large asin this 
case and expenses ter, and still these gentlemen got but 
$2,000 each. I repeat, I never heard of such action before on the 
part of the Committee on Elections, and I am satisfied there never 


was any. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Did not the House give instructions 
upon this ey subject recently? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The matter was brought before the 
House here, and it gave an expression of its views upon the sub- 


ect. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that if he had to settle differences amounting to from $15,000,000 to 
$20,000,000 he would recognize the fact that he could not have 
eee own way. eee 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. you not think it is a little piece 
of impertinence for the Senate to meddle with the amount paid to 
contestants or contestees in this body? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, I do not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Well, I do. 

Mr. SAYERS. And Ido not wish the Senate to be censured. 
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What the Senate did I am partly responsible for, and the gentle- 
man is not. 


it came from the Senate then and the conference committee 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Why did the gentleman say that 
ac- 
d it? 

r. SAYERS. I will answer the gentleman. Why did the 
Senate strike out the amendment in regard to clerks of members 
of this House? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Because they ought to have done it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman be quiet and allow me to 
state the question? I answer that it was Decause gentlemen on 
our committee a it would not be practical; that it would 
not be of an t to the members of the House, and though 
I was op to it—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
the other provision for clerks? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will please be quict and allow 
me to proceed. The gentlemen in charge of this bill, Mr. Brecx- 
INRIDGE and Mr. Livineston, asked the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on oe riations of the Senate to strike out that clause—— 
Mr. T R of Indiana. And that was right. 

Mr. SAYERS. Net for the purpose, however, indicated by the 

ntleman from Indiana, but in order that the members of the 

ouse might enjoy that which they expected to have when they 
voted to perfect the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I did not vote for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ofcourse not. Neither didI. And so whenit 
came to these gentlemen, the contestant and the contestee in this 
election case, and the resolution of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections was handed me, and it was shown that these gen- 
tlemen, two Republicans and one Democrat, were poor men—— 

Mr. ENLOE. That is no reason for this action. 

Mr. WISE. It has nothing whatever'to do with it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, it had something to do with me. [Ap- 
plause.] That may be all right for you gentlemen. But when 
it was shown that they had actually expended this money——. 

Mr. ENLOE. And ifthe gentleman from Texas is going on that 
principle 1 want to understand it, because there are a great many 
other poor men in this country. 

Mr. SAYERS. Weil, I am responsible for what I do. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Did the Committee on Electionsrecommend 
this by a resolution? 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Texas says that these were 
poor men. Now, there are plenty of poor men who would like to 
get in here. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, the gentleman is giving no information 
now. 

Mr. ENLOE. And you are giving very little yourself. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam telling what I did; and as between myself 
and you I will rely upon the members of the House. [Applause. } 

Mr. ENLOE. 80 will L. 

Mr. SAYERS. When we had the action of the Committee on 
Elections before us—— 

A MemBer. Was it official? 

Mr. SAYERS. It was official—— 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; I can not yield now. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Then [insist uponit. I ask the chairman 
of the committee to yield to me for the purpose of denying that 
the Committee on Elections ever acted on that matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, that is between you and the Committee 
on Elections. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The committee never passed upon it at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I then, in connection with another member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, asked the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate, Senator CocKRELL, to put 
this amendment upon the bill. Now, if anybody is to blame for 
it do not blame Senator COCKRELL or the Senate. Blame me for 
doing it. 
ae TAYLOR of Indiana. Why did not the gentleman say so, 

en? 

Mr. SAYERS. Isaysonow. Andif any other gentlemen had 
come to me from the House and asked me to do the same thing 
I should have given them the opportunity to have their matters 
investigated. 

Mr. TUCKER. You were wrong about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Virginia saysI am wrong. 
I believe Lam right, because I owe it to the members of this 
House that Is give them a fair opportunity before any com- 
mittee of the House, and I have endeavored to do so so long as I 
have been chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. [Loud 
applause. | 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. WISE. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to allow me 
three minutes. 


Then why did you not strike out 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I doubt not that the chairman of the 
Committee on See meant to be fair, but I will make a 


statement to this House to show that he has not been fair, The 
law is that no contestant or contestee shall have even $2,000 with- 
out furnishing to the Committee on Elections absolute proof as to 
what he has expended in the contest. In every contested-election 
case that committee is furnished with the sworn proof as to what 
has been actually expended, and in every contested-election case 
that has occu in all the Congresses since I have been here the 
proof has been furnished that more than $4,000 has been actually 
expended by the contestant and contestee. And yet the House 
has refused tae riate more than $2,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN, tn any case. 

Mr. WISE. In any case. I speak from experience. In the 
Fifty-first Congress I was a contestee. I furnished to the com- 
mittee the sworn proof that I had expended $4,000. They paid me 
under the law rnc $2,000, and yet they come here and ask a Dem- 
ocratic Congress to give to a Republican contestee who holds his 
seat and who has not been unseated $2,500. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Twenty-five hundred dollars above 
the two thousand. 

Mr. WISE. Twenty-five hundred dollars above. 


fraud. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 
r. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
question? 
Mr. WISE. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


a 
fr. HOPKINS of Illindis. Iwant toask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WISE. What is your question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Do you think it was right for you 
to get oy pay at all? 

Mr. WISE. For what? 

“Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. For your expenses. 

Mr. WISE. It is the law, and I complied with the law; but in 
my opinion you ought to abolish the law and not give anything. 

r. HOPKINS of [llinois. Then why did you take the money? 

Mr. WISE. I complied with the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to ask my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. CANNON of Illinois] if he desires any time? 

Mr, CANNON of Dllinois. Ishould be glad to have ten minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PENCE. Before the gentleman begins I should like to ask 
him to make one matter plain. The question has been raised as 
to whether this means a total of $4,500 to each of these coritestants, 


or $2,500. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A word, if I can have the attention 
of the committee. It is useless to talk about a business proposi- 
tion unless you have attention when you are talking. 

This bill is the general deficiency bill for the current year. It 
ublic service. It had over 100 

great care and passed by the 


I say it is a 


Will the gentleman allow me a 


gathers up and provides for the 
amendments on it, prepared wit 
House. 

The Senate put many amendments upon it, from which it has 

died. For instance, let me give you an example: There was an 

appropriation by one Senate amendment for $1,800,000 to pay a 
ju ent of the Pacific railroad, the nonaided part—a just judg- 
ment—and we are paying for similar service every day. In the 
same amendment was added an appropriation for the French spo- 
liation claims, some of them, under the precedent set by the House 
and set by Congress, no doubt just, some more just than others; not 
all the claims were put in that had been passed upon by the Court 
of Claims, but a portion, without opportunity or time to sift out 
the from the bad. 

We did not know who sifted out those that were put in—a lively 
attorney, I guess—but no more worthy than those left out. To 
that was added, I believe, $600,000 under the Bowman Act, a batch, 
but not all the claims under the Bowman Act, but claims amount- 
ing to that sum in round numbers, and some of them on the find- 
i f facts by the court, not a judgment, which we believed it 
to be, on the slight examination we could give them, without war- 
rant and without constituting legal or equitable claims against 
the Government. We could not go over them all. ell, now, in 
these three amendments, strung right on one after the other, the 
House said, ‘‘ While we believea portion of it is worthy, the worthy 
ker will have to drag the unworthy, and we have no time to 

vestigate and recommend, and we are not a claims committee 
anyhow.” It went out. The Senate receded. 

en there were between $4,000,000 and 


,000,000 more of 
claims of the State of Nevada, the State of 


alifornia, and the 


State of Oregon that had never been audited, which were sup- 
posed to be for expenditures made during the war. Well, they 
wentout. Iam not speaking of various oluee that went out. 

We did the best we could, and made this poet which is not a 
perfect report. There are some things in it that I would prefer 
out, and there are some things that ought to be in it that are not 
there and I would be glad to have in it; but the committee did 
the best they could. 

Now, one word as to these electioncases. Thelawis that $2,000 
shall be, if it is expended and recommended by the Committee on 
Elections, allowed to contestants. The law was passed in 1879, 
and passed on an appropriation bill, under the lead of General 
Atkins, of the State of Tennessee, and passed for the purpose of 
trying to reduce expenses in election cases. I never believed in 
the policy of that law. I believe it is the right of the voter to be 
represented; and if through fraud or mistake he is not represented 
contests ought to be encouraged rather than to be discouraged; 
but nevertheless the law is as I say. 

Now, the point of order was made in this case. I believe from 
information that was given to me, from the members of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, that by the sworn affidavits it was shown that 
Mr. CuiLps and Mr. SETTLE had expended over $4,500 legitimately 
and necessarily in their contests. The information came to us 
afterwards that Mr. SETTLE’s opponent had a more than $4,500 
in the contest, honestly and squarely,and that the proof before 
the Committee on Elections showed it. 

In that state of facts we did as we did once before, in the Fifty- 
first Congress. When my late colleague, Mr. Post, had a simi- 
lar case, we asked the Committee on Elections to have an amend- 
ment put on in the Senate that would enable the House to pass 
upon it and allow it, as it was subject to a point of order here, 
and they did, and it was allowed. That was done in a noted case 
in Pennsylvania eight, nine, or ten years ago, where the expendi- 
tures necessarily were $9,000 or $10,000, and under similar condi- 
tions, and the House allowed it. It was done, if I recollect 
properly, in the case of Campbell and Morey, from the State of 
Ohio, a few years ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That occurred before the law was passed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It was after the law was passed. 
Now, then, we united in making this request that the amendment 
might be placed upon this bill, so that the House might consider 
it and allow it. ou have it before you, Other gentlemen say 
that such an amount has not been allowed tothem. Well, if any- 
body has not been allowed money that was honestly expended in 
making an honest contest, Iam sorry of it. I believe this money 
was expended, and believing so I united in this report that rec- 
ommended it to the House, and I have no apology to make for 
it. I believe that money ought to be paid to them. There are 
people on the earth who do not want to do justice in one case be- 
cause they can not do justice to the whole human family at the 
the same time. I will take it as it comes, and do justice from time 
to time as it comes. I believe that is all I want to say now. I 
want to yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, who is on the 
Committee on Elections. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I am sorry I have no more. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, with reference to 
the statement made here that a resolution had been adopted by 
the Committee on Elections, that that is not exactly correct. 
The Committee on Elections recommended the full amount, $2,000, 
feeling that we had no authority to grant any additional amount. 
The statement made or the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

riations was essentially correct. The individual members of the 

ommittee on Elections, or a majority of them, recommended an 
additional amount in at least two of these cases. 

I think the chairman of the committee represented _the facts to 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. In reference 
to these expenditures, there were affidavits presented to the com- 
mittee, and I have no reason to doubt their accuracy, showing that 
there had been $4,500 or more expended in each case, certainly 
in the cases of Mr. CuiLps and Mr. Serre; and in reference to 
the case of Mr. SETTLE’s contestant, Mr. Williams, that matter 
was only brought up to-dey, and I may say that, as I am informed 
now, I understand the majority of the Democrats on the Commit- 
tee on Elections have signed a paper and gone to the Committee on 
Appropriations and recommended that his claim be allowed for 
$2,500 additional, and I did not think they would have done that—— 

Mr. JONES. Do I understand the gentleman to say that a ma- 
jority of the Democrats recommended that the amount allowed 
Mr. SETTLE be increased by $2,500? : 

Mr. McCALL. I said a majority of the Democrats had signed 
the paper I saw to-day recommending that Mr. Williams, whose 
case was the least meritorious of the three, be allowed $2,500. 

Mr. JONES. Did not that paper commence by saying that if 
the amount allowed Mr. SerrLe by the Senate amendment was 
permitted to remain in the bill then those who signed it were 
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of the opinion that Mr. Williams, the other party to the contest, 
who had li i 


likewise expended a large sum in excess of the amount 
paid him, should be treated in the same manner? Is not that all 
the paper says? I have the paper now before me. 

Mr. McCALL. The paper contained a clear statement that Mr. 
Williams had expended this sum of money justly. : 

Mr. JONES. I understand that; but the point I make is that 
the committee has never recommended that Mr. SETTLz be given 
a dollar more than the $2,000, and therefore could not have recom- 
mended that Mr. Williams be given this unusual and extraordi- 
nary amount. 

.McCALL. I was not speaking about the case of Mr. Srr- 
TLE, but was distinctly confining my remarks upon that point to 
the case of Mr. Williams. 

Mr. JONES. But the one is predicated upon the other. The 
gentlemen who signed that r —— said that if Mr. SETTLE 
was to be given $2,500 Mr. Wi liams should be treated with equal 
generosity. That is all. 

Mr. McCALL. The paper stated that justice to Mr. Williams 
required the allowance of $2,500. The allowance of an unjust 
claim to Mr. SETTLE certainly would not make Mr. Williams's 
claim just. I understand that the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections has assented to this claim of the Republicans, and I be- 
lieve that a majority of the entire committee have joined in this 
view. Iam sure the accounts will show that this money was ex- 
pended in at least two cases. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Lockwoop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I happen to be a member of 
the Committee on Elections, and I wish to say that so far as con- 
cerns the amount allowed in this bill in the Settle election case 
an order has already been passed that the contestant and the con- 
testee should each be paid $2,000, which is the limit of the law. 
There has never been a case before the committee from the time 
T went upon it four years ago until the present time in which 
bills were not put in amounting to considerably more than the 
sum allowed by law, in some cases $4,000, $6,000, $10,000; and 
there has never been a single instance in which the legal argu- 
ment presented to the committee was worth $250. This whole 
system from — to bottom is an outrage upon the — of the 
country. We should never pay more than the $2,000 allowed by 
the statute; and if the question could be left to the fair expression 
of the honest men of this country they would not be willing to 
pay more than $150 in most of the contested-election cases that 
1ave been before the Committee on Elections for the last four 
years. 

I protest against paying in this or any other case for any coun- 
sel fee a single dollar beyond what the statute authorizes. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Tracey]. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was under consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole I offered an amendment giv- 
ing an extra month’s pay to employees of the Senate and House. 
There seems to be a misunderstanding in certain quarters in re- 
gard to the custom which has prevailed in the past in regard to 
this proposition. That amendment was prepared and handed to 
me; and after consulting with the Committee on Appropriations 
I presented it to the Committee of the Whole. 

I have looked over the records in regard to the grantin got this 
allowance in the past, and I find that it was granted in the Twenty- 
ninth Congress, and was continued under acts of August, 1846; 
March, 1847; August, 1848; March, 1849; September, 1850, and 
March, 1851. In 1854 20 per cent additional was allowed to the 
employees of the Senate and House in lieu of an extra month’s 
pay. In July, 1879, on motion of Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, 
the employees of both Houses were allowed an extra month’s pay 
by a unanimous vote. Afterwards a similar amendment was in- 
corporated a number of times in either the deficiency bill or the 
sundry civil bill. It passed in July, 1879; in March, 1880; in July, 
1884; in March, 1885; in March, 1889; in March, 1891, and in 
March, 1893. In all those cases this allowance has been made 
without objection. 

Now, in Dy gore to the amendment which was attached to my 
amendment, I did not favor it; I would have preferred that it had 
not been incorporated in the bill. This is all I desire to say. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I allow one minute more to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lockwoop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. r. Speaker, I want to impress upon the 
House the fact, which does not seem to be well understood, that 
if the propositions embraced in this bill in regard to these elec- 
tion contests should prevail these men, instead of receiving $2,000, 
which in fact they have already received, will receive in all $4,500 
each. This is an outrage which the people of this country ought 
to understand. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 


from = [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. JO . Mr. Speaker, I understood the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Sayers] to say in reply to a 
—— that there were a number of precedents for increasing 

e amount allowed to contestants in election cases beyond the 
— of, $2,000, the highest amount that can be paid under existing 


Ww. 

I will say in reply to that that the law which limited the ex- 
penses in election contests to $2,000 for the contestant and the 
contestee each was passed away back in the Forty-sixth or the 
Forty-seventh Congress; and I am informed by a gentleman who 
has been intimately connected with the Committee on Elections 
from that time almost to this that the only case in which there 
was ever an extra allowance was that of Wise vs. Massey, candi- 
dates at large for Congress in the State of Virginia. I have no 
personal knowledge as to that. 

Now, the paper which the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations says—— 

r. BRECKINRIDGE. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman 
to say that he is entirely mistaken in the statement he has just 
made. This extra allowance was granted in the case of General 
Curtin, in the case of Mr. Yocum, and in the Post case. 

Mr. JONES. The paper I hold in my hand is the foundation, as 
I understand it, upon which the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations bases this extraordinary action of the conferees. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thatis a mistake. The gentleman is 
utterly mistaken. 

Mr. JONES. This is the so-called resolution on which the ac- 
tion was based, as stated by the gentleman from Texas, the chair- 
man of the committee. 

a BRECKINRIDGE. That isnot thepaper referred to by him 
at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. JONES. Well, if there is any other resolution nobody has 
ever referred to it. This is the ae paper that can be found. 
This is the only paper which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] has been able to produce. There never was & 
meeting of the committee to consider this matter, and this paper 
was carried around by a gentleman and signed by members of the 
Committee on Elections, and is the only paper in existence. It 
was carried around by a friend of Mr. Williams after the Senate 
had inserted $2,500 for Mr. SETTLE without the slightest recom- 
mendation from the Committee on Elections. 

A MemBER. Whatis the paper? Read it. 

Mr. JONES. It reads as follows: 

An amendment to the general deficiency bill has been adopted in the Sen- 
ate allowing Hon. THoMAS SETTLE o for expenses incurred by him on 
account of contested-election case of Williams vs. Settle, now pending in the 

c 


House. We respectfully recommend that if this amount is al 
TLE an equal amount be aliowed to Mr. Williams. 


That is all that bears on the point at issue and that I need take 
up the time of the House to read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is that all of the paper? 

Mr. JONES. No. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Read it all. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. 


This we think but an act of justice to Mr. Williams, as he expended more 
pe ay above amount on account of said contest in excess of what he re- 
celved. 

That is the paper which we have been given to understand was 
a resolution of the Committee on Elections and upon which the 
conferees on the part of the House have acted. They say this is 
not the resolution which has been referred to, but I challenge the 
production of any other. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did you sign that? 

Mr. JONES. I did. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. JONES. Notif it comes out of mytime. I only have two 
minutes, and I can not possibly discuss this important matter in 
so limited a time. 

I say that is the paper on which the House conferees felt con- 
strained to yield to the Senate. It shows upon its face just what 
it is and what it was intended to accomplish. The Senate had 
added to this bill the sum of $2,500 for Mr. SETTLE, notwithstand- 
ing that he had been paid for his expenses $2,000, the full amount 
allowed by law, and those of us who signed this paper merely ex- 


»wed Mr. Set- 


pressed our opinion that if Mr. SETTLE was to be given $2,500 the 
other party to the contest should be given a like amount. That 
we conceived to be equality and justice. We never in any way 
nor has the Committee on Elections ever said that Mr. SerrLe 
should be paid an additional dollar. 

The committee recommended the $2,000 which Mr. SeTTLE has 
received, and it can not be shown that it has ever taken any other 
action. If the conferees acted upon any such idea they were 
greatly mistaken. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 





















Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Lyield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr, Cannon]. , 

Mr. CANNON of Hilmois. I should not in have referred to 
this matter were it not for the splendid declamation and denun- 
ciations of the honerable gentleman from New York [Mr. Lock- 
woop]. He seems to abound im assertion and denunciation—— 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker,I hope we will have order. I 
would like to be able to hear the gentleman’s assertions. 

Mr. CANNON of Plinois. Im all of his years of experience no 
attorney has ever been engaged im a contested-eleetion case whose 
fees were ever worth a hundred dollars. I shall take good care if 
I ever want an attorney, and he is practicing and will take my 
case, to nT him, for I want te be well represented. 

Mr. LOC OOD. I respectfully decline to be engaged in that 
business. [Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You have that privilege. I hope 
you practice law better than you deelaim. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I was speaking of the worth of the argu- 
ments before the committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Ilimois. Well, I do not know much about 
what their arguments were worth. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Of course you do not. 

Mr. CANNON of Iiimois. But with hundreds of witnesses ex- 
omined—in one of these cases over $700 in notarial fees were paid 
by one of the patties to the contest; and yet the gentleman from 

ew York declaims. and says this is an outrage. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Do you not know that 90 per cent of the 
evidence produced in any contested-election case has not the slight- 
est pertinence to the ease? 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. I do net. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It has not anything in the world to do with 
it. This has been a scheme to work up these notarial and other 
fees from the beginning to the end; and you may go over all the 
election cases that have ever been presented here, and you will 
find that 90 per cent of the evidence taken is not pertinent to the 
issve, whether the one man or the other is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, “‘a Daniel has come to 
jadgment,” in fact. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOOK WOOD. I am here every day in the week. 

Mr. CANNON of Hilinois. All of these contested election 
cases [Cries of ‘* Vote! Vote!”] 

Mr. CANNON of Ij#hois. Well, you will not votefor a minute 

yet. . 
Every one of these election cases is a case that was gotten up 
by men who sit in this House, or if they are sitting members, un- 
seated, who will sit in the House and get up the cases, and, as the 
gentleman says, they de it to make notarial fees—no wisdom in 
them—and judgment is pronounced upon them by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Allow me one word in conclusion, 
as the gentleman took my time. The gentleman from New York 
travels cut of his way to denounce men who can not be heard in 
their own defense, who morally, legally, and honestly are his 
equals. [Applause. ] “ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I should like to ask my friend 
from Kentucky one question. 

Mr. BREC NRIDGS. There was so much interruption I 
should like to ask for five minutes more, so as to make ten min- 
utes in all, so that I may yield two minutes tothe gentleman from. 
Illinois [Mr. Sprincer}, and so that I may yield to other gentle- 
men. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks that his 
time be extended, so that ten minutes may be allowed for debate. 

Mr. BARNES. I object. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Lrise toa ees inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. gentleman will state his par- 
Hamentary inquiry. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Can we have a separate vote upon this 
question—— 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. A conference report is not di- 
visible. - 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. On this question of the election expenses, 
or are we to be compel 

Mr. BRECKIN E. That is not a ee inquiry. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Are we to be compelled, in r to pre- 
vent the defeat of the bill, to vote for these items with all the rest? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentieman encroaches on the 
courtesy which I have shown him. I have yielded twice to the 


Mr. WISE. Is not a motion in order to re-refer this bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. No motion is in order while this debate is 
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pending. As soon as the debate is. exhausted the Chair will pass 
on. the parliamentary question. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE} has five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will my colleague on the com- 
mittee yield for a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Are all these contestants and con- 
testees getting the same amount of money under your bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Exactly. 

Several Mempers. No, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want the answer of my colleague. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam answering the question precisely, 
and gentlemen need not contradict me, because I am telling the 
exact fact. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Does Mr. Williams get this? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes. Every gentleman who came to 
the Committee on Elections, whom the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Elections came to our committee and said ought to have 
more money, got exactly the same. 

Mr. D N of Iowa. They all got the same amount? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Not every contestant andcontestee, 
but every mam who made the claim and whose claim was certified 
to by the chairman of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. WISE. Those who claimed it gotit, and those who did not 
claim it did not get it. 

Mr. HAYES. That is the way of the world. 

A MemBer. How many are there who get this? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Three; Mr. Serrie, Mr. Curps, and 
Mr. Williams. 

Mr. WISE. Three out of eighteen. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have only five minutes. I have en- 
deavored to be courteous to every gentleman, and I can not yield 
further, and I wish to make a brief statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Is there anything in this bill for 
Mr. Stewart. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is $1,000 for him. That is all that 
was recommended. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I want the House to understand that 
no provision was put into this bill for any contestant or contestee, 
except upon the certificate of the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections; and when the gentleman thought that Mr. SerrLe and 
the other gentleman, Mr. Caps, should be put in, and I was 
asked to put in Mr. Williams, I positively refused, until Mr. 
Lockwoop and Mr. Jonrs and five other gentlemen signed this 
paper, and these gentlemen, who have made this debate, are two 
of the gentlemen who, against my judgment, overpersuaded mo 
to give this $2,500. 5 

In the second place, we have for nine hours or such a matter 
had a conference with the Senate conferees. I believe no such 
bill as this has ever come out of a conference committee as this 
billhas: The sum of $8,000,000 was put upon it in the other House. 
Of that amount $7,400,000 have beem cleaned ont of it in the 
conference committee [applause], and of the remaining $600,000 
over $500,000 was for absolute deficiencies that ought to have been 
met. I doubt if ever in the House any conference commitiee 
made such a report as we have made in this case. Now, shall 
you reject this bill? Shall you goback intothat conference? Shall 
you reopen all these matters simply because five or six thousand 
dollars may not be exactly to yourtaste? ([Criesof ‘‘ No!” ‘‘ Not!”] 
Have we not, my fellow-Representatives, done as well as you ex- 
pected us todo? Have we not done much better than anybody 
expected us to do? [Cries of ‘‘ Yes!’ ‘* Yes!” and applause. | 

And now, in the closing hours of this Congress, I can say for 
the Committee on Appropriations, upon which I have served for 
six years and am about to leave, that during the whole of that 
time we have had no partisanship around that table. It has been 
the intention of that committee in good faivk to try to give to the 

ts of the Government the money that was necessary for 
the vigor, the efficiency, and the entire vitality of the Government, 
knowmg that noeconomy could be found in niggardliness, and yet 
none could be found in extravagance. [Loud general applause. ] 

I new confidently ask of this House previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
demands the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. WISE. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WISE. Have I not the right now to make a motion to re- 
commit this to the committee of conference with imstructions as 
to this item, so that there would be a disagreement? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. The 
question is on agreeing to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence. If the Weeeteaen to agree, it goes back to conference. 

Mr. WISE. I am informed that the Speaker of the House, the 

of this House, decided a few days ago that that 
motion was in order. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks there is no such 
ruling, and is soinformed. [If the report.is not agreed to it goes 
back to conference, and all you have to do is to vote it down. 

Mr. JONES. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
demands the previous question on the adoption of the report, and 
upon that the gentleman from Virginia demands the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Twenty-two gentlemen have 
risen in support of the demand for the yeas and nays; not a suf- 
ficient number. 

Mr. JONES. [call for the other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 22, 
noes 182; not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are re- 
fused. 

Mr. JONES. ‘Tellers on the yeas and nays. [Cries of “Too 
late!” 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eleven gentlemen have arisen; 
not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused. The yeas and 
nays are refused; the previous question is ordered; and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several members demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 185, noes 26. 

So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
{Loud applause}. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on 
the table. 

ANTITOXINE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
has ten minutes of his time remaining upon the bill the title of 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (CH. B. 8695) to admit antitoxine free of duty. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
moves to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not willing that my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. HrnpERSON} shall surpass me in compliments. 
He attempted to give expression to his affection when I first came 
here. I loved him ‘ when he was still,” but as I became better 
acquainted with him my affection increased rapidly, and the op- 
portunities for manifesting it were so very infrequent, that I had 
to love him when he talked, or I could not get a chance to love 
him at all. He has not been as happy to-night as usual; perhaps 
I ought not to say ‘‘happy,” because he is always happy when he 
is talking, but he was not as felicitious as usual. The gentleman 
stated in the beginning that he had received a pile of information 
on this subject so high [illustrating], but that he had not read 
it. His word is good here; he need not have made his speech in 
order to satisfy us that he had not read the information received. 
We would have accepted his statement as proof without the ad- 
ditional evidence afforded by his speech. 

My friend says that he does not want to inflict this injury upon 
our horses. Why, my dear friend (if he’ will allow me to address 
him in that way), we want antitoxine admitted free, so that we 
can make the ‘“‘ pauper” horses of the old country bleed and thus 
save our own horses. Yet my friend would imsist upon a tariff 
on this article, would prevent the importation of the article from 
abroad, and thus compel us to torture our own horses for the pro- 
duction of this medicine. 

More than that, the gentleman says there is a division among 
physicians on this subject; that some think this = peepee a good 
thing and some think otherwise. Now, how shal! we settle that 
question? It must be done by experiment. We want free anti- 
toxine so that experiments may go on, that there may be every 
— opportunity to determine whether this is a good or a bad 


ing. ‘ ; 
This bill, Mr. Chairman, is in the interest of the public health. 
It is in the interest of those who want to cure this disease. It 
may be that experiments will not bear ont all the expectations 
that some people have in ay thisremedy. But, Mr. Speaker, 
diphtheria is a dangerous di , and if there is anything mann- 
anywhere on the earth which we can import and by so 
doing save the lives of those who suffer with this dreaded disease, 
I hope the gentleman from Iowa will not make a humorous speech 
= prevent this relief being brought to the people of the United 
ates, 
The gentleman says he does not want the horses to bleed. The 
welfare of the children of our country is more important than the 
S of our horses, even if we could protect the horses by 
op g this bill. The bill has been introduced in good faith. 
en the gentleman asked me whether I could give an expla- 


nation of the manner in which this medicine was made I told him 
that I would not attempt it; I am not prepared to do it; but I 
wanted consideration for this bill so that the subject might be ex- 
plained. I shall call upon several expert witnesses. 

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from South Carolina, a 


member of the medical fession [Mr. STRAIT}, in order that he 
may e in the use of this medicine. 

Mr. STRAIT. Mr. Speaker, I have had some conversation with 
the gentleman in chargeof the quarantine department; and I have 
wi some experiments that he is performing. He informs 
me that physicians in this country are not prepared to make this 
article in sufficient quantity to afford relief if there should be any- 
thing like an epidemic; moreover, that the medicine as prepared 
in this country is not so perfectly made as in foreign countries, 


eo Germany. 

reference to the suggestion that the medical profession is di- 
vided on this subject, let me state that the profession of medicine 
is like every other profession—— 

A MemBer. It is not like the law. 

Mr. STRAIT. It is worse even than the law. Politicians, as 
we all know, have their jealousies; and so in the profession of 
medicine, the man who takes the lead always encounters epposi- 
tion in carrying forward his ideas, however meritorious. As an 
illustration of this I might mention the case of the distinguished 
Dr. Sims, who in his own department revolutionized medical sci- 
ence, and in the height of his career visited the crowned heads of 
Europe. But when he started out he was ignored or hooted at by 
the profession. They refused to consult with him and tried to 
drive him from the field. But he persevered and carried on his 
great work until in his own speciality he stood at the head of his 
profession throughout the world. 

‘Here the hammer fell.} 
r. BRYAN. I yield a minute and a half tothe gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Ikirr. ] 

Mr. IKIRT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this should not 
be considered as a political question. It is a question affecting 
directly the public health. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hen- 
DERSON }, for whom I entertain a very high regard, bas entertained 
us very pleasantly, but I fear he has done himself injustice in 
this matter, for I know he always desires to be honest and sin- 
cere. He described hurriedly the process by which the horse is 
vaceinated or inoculated with the virus of diphtheria, and, as he 
stated, the horse at the proper time is bled. Now, I wish to say 
that the suffering which the horse undergoes during this opera- 
tion is very minute. He is inoculated by a sharp syringe, the 
wound being perhaps not as painful as the pricking of a spur. 
And when he is bled he does not suffer as much as from the stroke 
of a rod. Mr. Speaker, our sympathy should be with the sick 
children, with the human family, rather than with the horse. 

Mr. BRYAN. I will yield half a minute tothe gentleman from 
Iiinois [Mr. GoLpz1er}, and then I reserve my other minute. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Speaker, in half a minute it will be 
scarcely possible to impart to the gentleman from New York very 
much of the knowledge which he so freely confesses himself to 
lack. This is a matter which for some yeats has excited the atten- 
tion of the medical profession; and in the very short time allowed 
me I wish to point out two of the results which seem to have been 
arrived at. 

In Berlin the mortality—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Laughter. 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
’ Mr. BRYAN. I yield one-quarter of a minute more to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I only wish to add this, that in Berlin it is 
ascertained that the mortahty in diphtheria cases was reduced from 
about 40 per cent to 16 per cent, and in Paris from 52 per cent to 
26 by the use of this antitoxine. 

Mr. BRYAN. I reserve the other three-quarters of a minute. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, Iam gratified with 
one result of this discussion, although I could not tap my friend 
for information. I suspected the situation when I tried 1t—that 
he had noinformation to give. [Laughter.] His speech confirms 
my fears. But I am glad that he has brought the doctors to his 
aid. They, however, have apparently forgotten that the great 
medical society of Vienna report that this antitoxine was calculated 
to destroy the kidneys. For God’s sake, do not break up the kid- 
neys of the Democratic party. [Langhter. } 

There is a great and eminent physician in the city of Paris who 
in the discussion of this same line of thought speaks of taking out 
certain parts of animals with which to inoculate the human sys- 


tem to restore virility and bring about perpetual youth. Why 
not go for that, you gentlemen of the Committee on Ways and 
Means? [Laughter and applause.} You poor devils, who are all 
‘“‘petered out,” and you that are going to pieces, why do you not 


strike at something that will do you good, and not 
time on this thing? [Laughter.] 


waste your 
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But my friend wants, we are told, to s the American horse 
and tap the veins of the foreign horse. 1 wish to gracious he had 
thought of that when he was tearing down the Canadian bars and 
letting their horses in. Why, you can buy them now for about 
50 cents a dozen. [Laughter.] And when you do get them, they 
are such a poor sort that all they are good for is to bleed them in 
order to save them from dying of starvation. [Laughter.] Why 
did you not think of the American horse in real earnest? did 
you not do something for the American horse when you had the 
chance? Ah, my friends, you are going on the wrong quadruped 
now. [Laughter.] You had much better stick to your old text. 
You make a good show on that. You are better on silver than you 
areon blood, [Laughter.] And youcannot getinto the Waysand 
Means business like Brother WILSON, and jump from there into a 
Cabinet place. You will not fill the measure to its fullest capacity. 

The gentleman speaks of the testimony of his physicians. Why, 
I have a dozen physicians here who want to traverse your brethren. 
ae a ut you are all mixed up, and if I had time to let 

oose my medical brethren you would be blown out of the water. 
coannee and epee! You would not be in it atall. Now, 

o not disgrace the Ways and Means Committee by winding it up 
with this blood-curdling performance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Well, I amsorry,for I was just 
TCR [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Iowa had 
allowed his doctors to have some of the time which he used him- 
self his side would have contributed more to the enlightenment 
of this subject. The gentleman speaks of doing something to re- 
store perpetual youth. When he has the gentleman from Maine in 
the chair, with a Republican gold-bug Congress and a silver Sen- 
ate, he willnot want perpetual youth, [Laughter.] He will want 
death just as soon as it can come. 

But we are to decide to-night whether we think more of the 
infant industry of this country, whichis suffering from diphtheria, 
than of the pauper horseabroad. Those members who vote ‘‘ no” 
on this proposition are in favor of the foreign horse: those who 
vote for the proposition are in favor of our children. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The mothers are against you to a 
man. {Laughter and applause. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
Ne gentleman from Nebraska to suspend the rules and pass the 

ill. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
HENDERSON of Iowa) there were—ayes 128, noes 39. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I thin k, Mr. Speaker, that there 
must have beer some confusion in the House when the vote was 
taken. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. BRYAN. ‘Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Very well; let us have the yeas 
and nays. If you can stand it we can. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘ as Bryan and Mr. DOLLIVER were appointed tellers at the 
esk. 

The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 31, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 8, reported present by the tellers 3, not voting 
164; as follows: 








NAYS—31. 
drich, Dolliver, Hicks, Pickler, 
Baker, N. H. Doolittle, ull, y; 
holdt, Fletcher, Johnson, N.Dak. Sherman, 
Boutelle Gardner Kiefer, Tawney, 
Cannon, Til. Griffin, Wis. Linton, omas, 
Coffin, Md. Hager, ahon, Wever, 
Cousins, oe Milliken, Wright 
Daniels, Henderson, Iowa Payne, : 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—8. * 
Berry, Durborow, Hooker, Miss. Shell, ' 
Dalzell, Enloe, Houk, Stone, W. A. ; 
REPORTED PRESENT BY THE TELLERS—3. q 
Childs, McCleary, Minn. Smith. a 
NOT VOTING—-164. bi 
Adams, Ky Curtis, N. Y. Hitt. Page, 
Aitken, Davis, Hooker, N. Y. Paschal, 
Alexander, De Forest, Hopkins, Pa. Pearson, 
Apsley Denson, Hulick, Pendleton, Tex. 
Babcock, Dingley, Hutcheson, Perkins, 
Baker, Kans. Draper, Izlar, hillips, 
Bankhead, Dunn Johnson, Ind. Powers, 
Bartlett, Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio ce, 
Barwig, Edmunds, Jorden, Quigg, 
Beckner, Ellis, Ky Kyle, Zz b 
Belden Ellis, Ore Lacey, Rayner, 
Bell, Colo. English, J Lawson, eed, 
Bell, Tex. Fithian, Lefever, Reyburn, 
Beltzhoover, Forman, Livingston, Richards, 
Bingham, Funk, Lockwood, Robertson, La. 
Blair Fyan, Loud, Robinson, Pa. 
Bland, Gear, Loudenslager, usk, 
Bowers, Cal. Geary, Lucas, Russell, Conn. 
Branch, Gillet, N. Y Lynch, Scranton, 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. Magner, Settle, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Marshall, Sibley, \ 
Brown, Graham, Marvin, N.Y. Sickles, 
Bundy, Gre m, McAleer, Simpson, 
Burnes, Griffin, Mich. McCall, Sipe, 
Cadmus, Grosvenor, McCreary, Ky. Somers, 
Chickering, Grout, McDannold, Stephenson, 
cy, row, McDowell, Stevens, 
Cobb, Ala. Hainer, Nebr. McGann, Storer, 
Cobb, Mo ner, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Cockran, Harris, McLaurin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cogswell, Harrison, McRae, egraff, 
Conn, Harter, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Coombs, Hartman, Mercer, ’ Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Fla. Hatch, Meredith, Walker, 
Cooper, Ind. Heiner, Pa. Moon, Washington, 
Cooper, Tex. Henderson, Ill. Moore, Waugh, 
Cornish, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Jovert, Hendrix, Morse, Wilson, Ohio 
Crain, Hepburn, Murray, Wilson, W. Va. 
Culberson, Hermann, Neill, Woodard, 
Curtis, Kans. Hines, Northway, Woomer. 


So (two-thirds ne in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, 
and the bill was Z 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 


For the rest of the day: 


Mr. KYLE with Mr. 


CCLEARY of Minnesota. 


Mr. Coomss with Mr. ScRANTON. 


Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. BELDEN. 


Mr. HARRISON with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. Hatcu with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. HooKker of Mississippi with Mr. Curtis of Kansas. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

e from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its Clerks, an- 

nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
H.R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
scal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; in which 


A mes 


the concurrence of the House was requested. 


Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee a 


















YEAS—143. 
Abbott. Davey, Little, Sorg, 
Adams, Pa. De Armond, Maddox, Sperry, 
Alderson, Dinsmore, Maguire, ‘Springer, 
Alien, Dockery, Mallory, Stallings, 
Arnold, Donovan, Marsh, Stockdale 
Avery, english, Martin, Ind. Stone, C. Ww. 
ey. Epes, McCulloch, Stone, Ky. 
Baldwin, McDearmon, Strait, 
Barnes, Everett, McEttrick, Straus, 
Black, Fielder, McKaig, Strong, 
Boatner, Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Swanson, 
Boen, Goldzier, McNagny, Talbert, 8. 0. 
Bower, N.C Gorman, Meyer, Talbott, Md. 
i \ Grady, Money, Tarsney, 
Bretz, Haines, Montgomery, Tate, 
Brickner Hall, Minn Moses, Taylor, Ind. 
Bromwell, Hali, Mo. Mutchler, Terry, 
Brockshire, mond, Newlands, Tracey, 
Bryan, Hare, Ogden, Tucker, 
Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Heard, ON eill, Mo. Turner, Va. 
Ca’ Henry, Outhwaite, Turpin, 
Caminetti, Holman, Patterson, Tyler 
Camp Hopkins, DL ence, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cannon, Cal Hudson, Pendleton, W.Va. Wanger, 
Capehart, Hunter, 4 arner, 
Caruth, Ikirt, Reilly, eadock, 
Catchings, Jones, Richardson, Mich. Wells, 
Causey, Kem, Richardson, Ten Wheeler, Ii. 
Clark, Mo. Kilgore, Ritchie, te, 
Clarke, Kri Robbins, . 
Cockrell Lane, Russell, Williams, Tl 
Coffeen, Wyo. La Ryan, Williams, 
Cooper, Wis. Latimer, yee. ise, 
' Layton, rmerhorn, Wolverton 
Crawford, Lester, Snodgrass, 





of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (8.1201) to provide for the 
reimbursement of officers and seamen for property lost or de- 
stroyed in the naval service of the United States. 

o, that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House to the bill (8.1066) to authorize the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury to audit certain quartermasters’ vouchers alleged to be- 
long to John Finn, of the State of Missouri. 


f NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr.Speaker, the naval appro- 
priation bill has just been received from the Senate. Many of 
the amendments are new to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
We have had no opportunity to look at them, and I will ask that 
the matter be laid over for a short while until we consider the 
amendments, with liberty to take them up, with leave to move to 
nonconcur or to concur. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the 
gentleman does not submit any motion. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I desire a short delay, sothat the 


Committee on Naval Affairs can consider the bill with the amend- 
ments, and I will then ask the House to either concur or noncon- 
cur. 
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The SPEAKER ae tempore. For the present, the Chair will 
retain the bill on the S er’s table, then. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. . Speaker, at 2 o’clock in the morning 
we have either got to act upon this bill or surrender the preroga- 
tive of the House absolutely. That is perfectly obvious. Now, 
I have no desire to interfere with the amendment of this bill, but 
having stayed here until 2 o’clock in the morning I want to know 
what it is intended to do with it. Ifitisintended that this House 
shall abdicate its functions and take the bill just as the Senate 
sees fit to send it here, why of course it will be done; but that 
ought to be announced, if that is the purpose. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I have stated to the House, Mr. 
Speaker, that I desired that the Committee on Naval Affairs might 
have some little time to consider the amendments to the bill. e 
have no desire to accept or reject until we have considered the 


matter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If that is done, I want to say that it is per- 
fectly obvious that no time will be left for any conference with 
the Senate, and that the result must be an abject acquiescence on 
the part of the House in the action of the Senate as it comes here. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the chairman 
of the committee ought to control the matter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the parliamentary situation of this 


bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has simply been sent to 
the House by the Senate. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. And I have a right to call it up 
at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in the hands of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the bill has been presented to the House, 
what is the natural and logical action upon it? 

The SPEAKER _ tempore. It is on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For what purpose? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For disposition by the House, if 
the House sees fit to make disposition of it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I move to nonconcur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate and ask a conference. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Then I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, _ That makes a square issue. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. And upon my motion I demand 
the previous question. 

€ previous question was ordered, 

Mr. OUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifteen minutes will be allowed 
for debate on each side of this question. The gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. TaLsorTT] will control fifteen minutes and the 
gentleness om Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] will control fifteen min- 
utes. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I reserve my time, Ir. oo 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine is 
recognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am perfectly willing to take charge of 
this bill if the abdication is to goto the extent of the consent of the 
majority to surrender tomy management of it, but it would seem 
to mea little more decorous if the gentleman in charge of the bill 
would state to his side of the House what reason he had to ask 
this body to absolutely surrender its authority in the legislation 
of this Goverunent. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will answer the gentleman in 
afew seconds. I wanted this bill togo tothe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, so that each member of that committee could express his 
views with reference to these Senate amendments. I wanted to 
come upon the floor of this House and represent my committee 
and their views upon it. The gentleman moved to nonconcur. 
I could not stand that, because I think that would be an attempt to 
take the management of this bill out of ——— and, as an 
amendment, I offered the motion to concur. You yourself pressed 
the amendment, andnot me. [Applauseon the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the reason you have not asked for 
a conference? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Itis too late now. I wanted the 
Committee on Naval irs, that has always been so kind and 
courteous to me, to pass upon these amendments. I wanved to 
represent them, and you desired something else. I can not help 
it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I do not desire to depart 
from my usual line of courtesy and fairness to this House, and I 
should not have made the motion I did but that I was forced to do 
so. I want to say that the gentleman from Maine can not get 
charge of this bill. I dare say he would like to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply want it understood that the gen- 
tleman from Maryland has the floor and not myself. 


XX VII——203 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir; you said—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the understanding, I trust. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gen- 
tleman from Maine to take the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam sure the Chair will not take any ad- 
vantage of me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not desire to in- 
terfere with the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTEL I presume not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is right in his 
presumption. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I reserve my time. 
fair to the gentleman from Maine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from Maine took the floor; then the Chair under- 
stands that he yielded to the gentleman from Maryland for a 
question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, I want to makea parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let the Chair get the matter 
stated. Now, then, the Chair understands the gentleman from 
Maine has yielded the floor to the gentleman from Maryland to 
proceed with his speech, and the time of course will be charged 
to the gentleman from Maryland, after which the Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what I understand. 

_Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, I reserve the balance of my 


I want to be 


time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from Maine 
is a 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs have never authorized either the gentleman 
from Maryland or myself to make any such motion as either of 
us has made here to-night. In the second place, so far as exam- 
ining this bill is concerned, the amendments have already been 
examined in the Naval Committee room by the gentleman from 
Maryland and myself, and we are perfectly familiar with their 
character. The Senate of the United States, in the undoubted ex- 
ercise of its prerdgatives, has made a large number of very im- 
portant amendments to the bill, as it had a right to do. 

I do not charge that the Senate has unnecessarily delayed its 
action on this bill with any ulterior purpose, but the bill in some 
way has been delayed and has reached this House at a late 
hour. It comes here with important modifications of the legis- 
lation of the House. And yet it has reached us at a quarter 
past 2 o’clock, when we yet have nearly ten hours of legislative 
time in which to exercise the rights of the representatives of the 
— I have known three or four of the leading appropriation 

ills to be acted upon by this House during a forenoon session, 
and it seems to me a most astonishing thing that at 2 o’clock, with 
an adjournment not to come until 12, this House should absolutely 
abdicate its right even to consider what has been done with our 
legislation at the other end of the Capitol. 

When the gentleman from Maryland asked the privilege of with- 
drawing this bill in order that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
might consider it, it was perfectly obvious to everybody—I think 
the gentleman in candor would admit that himself—that he never 
dreamed of making that proposition until he had determined that 
the House would not have an opportunity for a conference upon 
the bill. I think there is time fora conference. I do not think 
we ought to submit to having legislation. forced upon us in this 
way. I believe we ought to insist upon the right to examine the 
changes that have been made in the bill; and I further insist that 
there is ample time, more than ample time, for a conference of the 
House and the Senate for the purpose of going over these amend- 
ments and adjusting them to the satisfaction of both branches. 

If gentlemen for any purpose want to abdicate their legislative 
functions; if they did not mean what they did when they passed 
this bill; if I was induced to champion the provisions of the bill 
by representations that were not sincere; if there was a purpose 
at the outset to make a parade in this House and then permit the 
Senate to take this bill and mutilate it from one end to the other, 
and then at the close of the session for the House to lie down and 
abdicate its functions, I simply propose that the responsibility shall 
rest not on my shoulders but on the shoulders of the gentleman 
in charge of this bill. 

Mr. a how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Eight minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I would not occupy even three 
minutes if the House had any prospect of learning either from 
my friend from Maryland or my friend from Maine what changes 
the Senate has proposed in this bill. For the p of giving 
the House some information I wish to say that the Senate has 
struck out of this bill all provision for reserve arms for our Navy, 
either for the fleets we have or for the merchant fleet that is at 
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the service of the Government. The Senate 2 also to 
take out altogether, or nearly so, our provision for 0 boats 
and to substitute a provision for building light-draft gunboats. 
The motives for that and what it involves may be apparent to 
any man who examines the location of the shipyards involved. 

I think this House ought to have an opportunity to meet the Sen- 
ate in free and open conference and discuss this question, so as to 
secure not only the rights of the House and its dignity but also 
the interests of the Navy as represented by its Secretary and by 
those interested in its .gonapens Applause. ] 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. ow much time have I? 

The SPEAKER 'pro tempore. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I yield twominutes to the gentle- 
man from oa SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine 
Mr. BouTrELLE] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLivER] 
1ave insisted that this bill should go intoconference. Sir, the 

Senate has passed the bill with sundry amendments and has taken 
a recess until to-morrow morning. The Senate could not agree 
to the conference until to-morrow; and after it had been agreed 
to it would be impossible to bring the bill here, act w the re- 
port of the conference committee, and then have the bill enrolled 
so as to become a law at this session. 

We are confronted with this condition—‘“ it is a condition that 
confronts us”—that it is impossible to have a conference on this 
bill if it is to become a law by to-morrow noon. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why is it impossible? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because the Senate has taken a recess. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Senate is now in session and is presum- 
ably waiting for this House to do its duty. 

A Memerr. We will do that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am informed by a gentleman who very 
recently came from the other end of the Capitol that the Senate 
is not in session. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have just been informed that it is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been informed to the contrary. In 
view of the importance of the matter involved here those gentle- 
men who have the bill in charge and who think it ought to be- 
come a law before the adjournment of this Congress must ask the 
House to vote to concur in the Senate amendments without fur- 
ther delay. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] ; 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, 
jast this much in my own justification. The Senate amendments 
do not meet my approval, but I am inclined to believe that if the 
House does not give consent now and act prepey are the 
amendments the bill will fail to become a law. If it does become 
a law the American people have made a great step toward secur- 
ing the interests of the naval service andof our merchant marine. 
We will have two great big battle ships of the finest character 
that any Government in the world can t, six boats, and 
three torpedo boats; and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE|, who will be in the next Co: ss, will have ample oppor- 
tunity to increase the naval forces of the country for its honor and 


lory. 

laska vote. [Applause. 

Mr. BOUTE Just 
sure the gentleman from Maryland that I will never while I am 
a member of this body surrender the rights of this House—— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will surrender the rights of the 
House for two battle ships any time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I will never surrender the rights of the 
House—— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will surrender for battle ships 
any time. ; 

.BOUTELLE. Well, if the gentleman from Maryland wants 
more time I will ask that it be given to him. I prefer to occupy 
my own time without these interruptions. 

r. TALBOTT of land. I call for a vote, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, you will not vote until I get through. 
I hope ze will distinctly understand that. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I have no desire to cut the gen- 
tleman off. I reserve my own time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state now explicitly, 
in conradiction of the statement of the gentleman from Dinos 
[Mr. SprinGER], who seems to be desirous of abdicating his rep- 
resentative functions even before the period appointed by his con- 
— [laughter], that the Senate is now in session, as it ought 
to 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then I was misinformed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, the gentleman a mf misinformed, 
The Senate is in session, as it is its constituti duty to be, and 
is presumably eee its constitutional functions, as this 
Howse ought to be doing. One of the constitutional functions of 
this House is to give proper scrutiny and consideration to legisla- 
Sear mene it, =2 ee a eee the Re- 

every respect is expressed recor proper 
lation. And under that condition, in view of that duty, 


AES say this much further to reas- 


— time, and, making the statement on my own responsibility 

and judgment, I say that if a conference of half an hour or three- 

quarters of an hour could be had on this bill the differences might 

be adjusted decently and in order; and so believing, I ask the 

House to nonconcur in these sweeping amendments of the Senate 

= a = and call for a conference with that body, as it is its 
Ww 0. 

r. SPRINGER. I want to correct my statement of a few mo- 
ments ago that the Senate was not in session. The Senate is in 
executive session, not in legislative session. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I call for a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair state how much time I have 
remaining? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not care at what stage of the proceed- 
ings they are read, but matters of such importance ought not 
to be passed certainly without reading in the House of Repre- 


sentatives. 

The SPEAKER pro meee The Chair will inform the gen- 
tleman from Maine that he has four minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will use a minute of that time, Mr. 
Speaker, to say that Iam surprised that my friend from Tennes- 
see would want to delay even to have the amendments of the Senate 
read. Why not take it for granted that the Senate legislated 
| and — them without question? 

. McMILLIN. We take for granted nothing. We legislate 
for ourselves, and I presume the Senate will dothe same. Weare 
proceeding to have legislation enacted in an orderly, constitu- 
tional, and proper way, and not hastily. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam glad the gentleman is with me. Isup- 
posed he was not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am against youin many things, but you 
are right on this question. 

Mr. BOUT . I think you are right now, and I amgladas 
well as ss to find the gentleman occupying that position. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote! “| 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. If anybody wants my time I 
will be willing to yield it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from land to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments to this bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I think that ought to be done. 

Several MrmBers. Well, let us do it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask that the amendments of the Senate be 


read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED StTares, March 2, 1895. 

Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. a enti- 
tied “An act ap intions for the naval service for the year 
en —— a0, 1 or other purposes,” do pass with the following 
amen nts: 

Page 2, line 8, strike out “two” and insert “one.” 

ae line 9, strike out “eight hundred and twenty-four ” and insert “six 
hun and f. -nine.” 


Pp 
and 


Treasury are hereby authorized and 
tates Navy, with 
raised 


That the Secretary of the Navy 
a 
ales received no benefit from the 
iin the charges now 
red 8062.” 
and insert “eight.” 
insert “ nine.” 
th afte a of tke. esd of tin tonhitensaadlt te 
in case of Bickness.” . 
of the Navy to pay, should he consider such pay- 
exclusive rights to and for ordnance ~ 
’ and covered by patent numbered 
braced in a contract dated January 28, 1893, and 
of the Navy and the patentee and authorized in the 
June 9, and for ce pata LAK oe sae therect as may be 
, to be immediately available.” 
6, strike out lines 10 and 11. 
6, strike out lines 12, 13, and 
6, after line 14, insert: 
purchase of forgings and manufacture of guns for batteries for train- 
0 vena ve apane oo cums for ships of the Navy, $100,000." 
18, strike out “ Additional supply of torpedoes, $242,500. ” 
after “all,” down to and including “cents,” 


against the Treasury u 
bered 8062, dated January 10, 1888: Provided, 
shall be satisfied that the said 5. Wi 


paees 
Bee 

es 
ritel 


ty-three.”’ 
out “to be immediately available.” 
“twenty ” and insert “ten.” 
naa all after “dollars,” down to and including “dol- 
out all after “dollars,” down to and including “ dol- 


14, strike out all after “all,” down to and including “thirty- 


ier 
ee anaes 
pi 
Pith 
a2 


: 
F 
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five,”’ line 15, and insert “one hundred and fifty-one thousand three hundred 
and ae ve.” 
Page 18, line 21, strike out “thirty " and insert “twenty-five.” 
Page 18, line 21, strike out ‘“‘seventy-four” and insert “sixty-nine.” 
ont _ 6, strike out all after “dollars,” down to and including “ dol- 
rs,” e 8. 
Page 19, line 8, strike out “ -nine’ and insert “ ty-one.” 
Page 20, line 6, strike out “eighty” and insert “sixty.” 
20, line 8, strike out “‘ninety-seven” and insert “seventy-nine.” 
20, strike out lines 10, 11, and 12. 
Page 20, line 19, strike out all down to and including “ dollars,” line 24, and 
— “extension of quay wall toward coal shed (estimated cost, $88,306), $10,- 


Page 21, line 3, after “dollars,” insert “to be immediately available.” 

Page 21, line 7, strike out “fifty” and insert “ten.” 

Page 21, line 12, strike out “seventy-five " and insert “‘ sixty.” 

Page 21, lines I2 and 13, strike out “ roadways, 4 

Page 21, line 13, strike out “eighty” and insert “sixty.” 

Page 22, line 9, strike out “four” and insert “two.” 

Page 22, line 10, strike out “twenty” and insert “ten.” 

Page 22, line 12, strike out “thirty-two” and insert “twenty-two.” 

Page 22, lines 18 and 19, strike out “and ae of instruction.” 

Page 22, line 24, strike out all after “abroad,” down to and including “ Hy- 
giene,” line 1, page 23. 

Page 24, line 20, after “messes,” insert “in cases of death or desertion.” 

ze 25, line 7, strike out “two hundred and eighty-four”’’ and insert “one 

hundred and seventy-five.” 

Page 28, line 19, strike out “sixty-eight thousand seven” and insert “sixty- 
seven thousand five.”’ 

Page 29, line 9, strike out “one million” and insert “nine hundred thou- 


ane. om 9, strike out all after “dollars,” down to and including “avail- 
able,” line 11. 

Page 32, line 6, strike out “ three hundred and fifteen” and insert “two hun- 
dred and forty.” 

Page 32, line 13, strike out “three” and insert “two.” 

Page 32, strike out lines 15, 16,and 17. 

Page 34, line 5, after “each,” insert: “any assistant professor at the Naval 
i emy who has served as such for five years shall have the title and pay 
of a professor.” : 

Page 35, lines 13 and 14, strike out “Superintendent of the United States 
Naval Academy ” and insert “Secretary of the Navy.” 

Page 35, lines 20 and 21, after ‘‘ President,” insert: 

“ Provided, That every Representative or Delegate in Congress whose dis- 
trict or Territory is not now represented at the Naval Academy for any cause 
by a cadet shall fad mye yon, and authorized to recom: acandidate for ap- 
pointment asa et at the Naval Academy of the United States, said recom- 
mendation to be made on or before the 4th day of March, 1895, subject to the 
qualifications now prescribed by law. Nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to increase the number of cadets at said Naval Academy as now pro- 
vided by law.” 

Page 35, lines 20 and 21, strike outallafter ‘‘ President,’* down toand includ- 
ing ** President,” line 23. ; 

Page 39, line 8, strike out all after “ dollars,” down to and including line 11. 

Page 41, lines 11 and 12, strike out “and for per diem of enlisted men em- 
ployed in connection with electric lights and heating apparatus.” 

Page 42, strike out lines 18 to 21 inclusive. 

Page 42, strike out lines 22 and 23. 

Page 45, strike out lines 3 to6 inclusive. 

Page 45, line 6, strike out “three” and insert “ two.” 

Page 45, line 11, after “‘ each,” strike out all down to and including “ Cali- 
fornia,” line 21, and insert “and six light-draft com boats of about 
1,000 tons displacement, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Navy, and no one 
of which shall cost more than $230,000, or in all for said six boats $1,380,000, 
exclusive of armament, and not more than two of said gun shall be built 
in one yard or by one ewer By wa and in each case the contract shall 
be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest best nsible bid- 
der; and three torpedo bend, at acost of not exceeding $175, each; and, 
subject to the provisions hereinafter made, one seagoing battle ship and one 
of said torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean, 
or in the waters connecting therewith, and one torpedo boat on the Missis- 
ae River, and one to © boat on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico.” 

ge 46, line 7, after “‘ manufacture,” strike out all down to and including 
“ further,” line 24, and insert “ Provided.” 

Page 46, line 25, after “‘ That,” insert “if it shall a to the satisfaction 
of the President of the United States, from the bi gs for the contracts 
for either of said torpedo boats, and for one of the foregoing battle ships 
to be built on the Pacific coast, when the same shall be opened and examined 
by him, that the said torpedo boats or battle oe not be constructed at 
a fair cost at the places fixed in the proposals and biddings, he may authorize 
the construction of said torpedo boats, or any of them, or the battle ship the 
biddi for which provide for i upon the Pacific coast, elsewhere 
in the United States, subject to the limita as to cost hereinbefore pro- 
vided; and any of the _— gunboats, and — vided for in this 
act may be constructed of steel or other metal, or of alloy, except where it 
is otherwise provided in this act, and.” 

Page 47, lines 13 and 14, strike out “five million two hundred and eighty- 
seven” and insert ‘four million eight hundred and thirty-seven.” 

Page 47, line 16, strike out all after “available” down to and including 


“ povernments, 19. 
Bago 4 after line 10, insert: 
- t the Secre' of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to re- 
mit to N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., of New York City, the time exacted 
by the Navy Department under the contracts with said company for the 
construction of gunboat No. 3, known as the Concord, and gunboat No. 4, 
known as the Bennington, the United States having suffered 
the ae in the construction of the said gunboats.” 
Page 48, after line 10, insert: 


“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to auditand 
adjust the claim of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works, of Rich- 
mond, Va., against the Government of the United for and 
losses sustained by the said Richmond Locomotive orks in 


the execution of the contract to constructand deliver the machinery required 
for the United States battle ship Texas caused the delays of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the construction of the hull of said battle ship 
and to report to at itsnext session what amount may be due 
to Richmond Locomotive end Machine Works.” 
Page 48, after line 10, insert: 
“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to remit 
the time ies on the Yorktown, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and 
ted for this purpose.” 


msert; 
who may be found entitled to receive the same an 
mee be Soe and = on account of the purchase money 
steamers De and ile, purchased by the U: States from the 


New York and New Orleans , by authority of an act of 
Congress aero July 18, ist ae 
48, after line 16, insert: 


Page . 

“ An act entitled ‘An act to amend ‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the regulation of 
steam aoa. soameves August 7, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, Title 
LIl, of the Re Statutes, ‘Regulation of steam vessels,’ approved March 
1, 1896, is hereby amended striking therefrom the words ‘Jacksonville, 
Fla.; Bangor, Me.; and New ven, Conn.,’ where said words occur in the 
ninth paragraph of the second section thereof, following the word ‘ Illinois,’ 
= ah ae same in the second paragraph of section 2 of said act, after 

e word ‘Ilinois.’” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TaLsBort] that the House con- 
cur In the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HULL. A parliamentary inquiry. Can we have a sepa- 
rate vote on each of the Senate amendments? This is not a con- 
ference rt. Itis simply a statement of a lot of amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman want to keep the House 
here all night for a separate vote on each Senate amendment? 

Mr. HULL. I want toask the Chair if in a case of this kind, 
where there is no conference report involved, but simply amend- 
ments in gross, itisin order to have a separate vote on each amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. HULL. I ask that the first amendment be read. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move to suspend the rules and 
concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a point of order. 

a The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gen- 
eman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hc} made 
a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair, asking if it were in order to 
to have a vote on each amendment. The Chair replied that it 
was, whereupon the gentleman from Iowa asked that the first 
amendment be read. Now, how can another member take him 
off the floor to make any motion, either to suspend the rules or to 
do anything else? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asked 
for the ing of the first amendment. 

Mr. BOU . Lhope the Chair will not get confused upon 
this matter, because, while I am not a parliamentarian, or the son 
of a parliamentarian, I have animpression that where the previous 
question has been ordered and the House is proceeding under it, 
and a gentleman is told by the Chair that it is in order to have a 
vote on each amendment, and he asks that the first amendment 
be read, that it is not absolutely in order for the gentleman from 
Maryland to get up and move to do something else or for the 
oa to recognize him to take the gentleman from Iowa off the 

oor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine 
would be correct except for the fact that the gentleman from 
Maryland, under the rules of the House, makes a motion to sus- 
pen _ the rules of the House and concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. Let the Chair make the state- 
ment—— 

Mr. HULL. Just a word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man, but the Chair wishes to complete his statement. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. TaLsBotr] moves to suspend the 
rules and concur, having been recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But he had not the floor, Mr. Speaker, and 


could nct get the floor. 
The SP. pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair could not recognize him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did recognize him, 
and had the right to do it. The question of recognition is wholly 
the right of the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that he had recognized a gentleman who was on the floor 
making a legitimate motion, and surely the Chair does not hold 
that he has the right to recognize another member to take the 
gentleman off the floor who has been recognized by the Chair for 
a ific motion. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the genile- 
man from Iowa. re is no trouble upon this question. Tho 
= from Iowa propounded a parliamentary inquiry to the 

ir, which the Chair answered. The gentleman from Iowa 
no motion except to ask for the reading of the first amend- 
ment. Thereupon, before the amendment was read, the Chair 
i the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TaLpott], who 
moved to suspend the rules and concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, which the gentleman had aright to do. The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Maryland to suspend the 
rules and concur in the Senate amendments. 
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Mr.BOUTELLE. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine de- 
mands a second. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Too late. 

The SPEAKER =~ tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman’s demand. The gentleman from Maryland . TAL- 
BOTT] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] will take 
their places as tellers, As many as favor sustaining the demand 
will pass between the tellers and be counted, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8892) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for prior years, and for other 


Ss. 
. ion. that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2721) to amend the 
river and harbor act of August 7, 1894, providing for improving the 
outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House divided; and pending the count 

Mr. REED said: I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. If this matter should go to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, that committee would have the right to report at 
any time, would it not? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the committee 
can report this bill back at any time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, this House understands pe - 
fectly well my object and my attitude in regard to this bill. 

Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] you keep order we will have it. 
ou do not I hope the Speaker will cause the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to keep you in order. 

My objection to this proceeding has been that this House is 
called upon to act on something about which they know nothing. 
I object, as I have a right as a Representative to object, to taking 
the modifications made by the Senate in bulk without knowing 
their character. I have made my protest. I have relieved my- 
self from responsibility. I have advertised to this House that I 
do not believe in surrendering our prerogatives in this way, and 
I am opposed to this bill as it comes from the Senate. 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise toa question of order, and the point of 
order is that debate is not in order when the House is dividing. 

The SPEAKER pro a Of course debateis not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, On t point of order I desire to address 
the Chair. I raise ee of order that the only way to get out 
of this temporary deadlock is by some mutual agreement, which 
I am trying to facilitate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that is 
a point of order. 

r. BOUTELLE. Well, then, the division can go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate will be by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, what I desire to say is if the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will undertake in a reasonable time 
to come into this House and state the effect of these amendments 
in such a 7 that this House can understand them, or partially 
understand them, I shall not stand in the way of permitting this 
House to take such steps as it sees fit, and if it chooses to allow 
the Senate to force legislation upon us in this way members may 
do so; but when I know by casual inspection that among other 
things the Senate has provided for the enlistment of additional 
men and made no — for the food for those men, and in 
various other ways have mutilated this bill, I can not consent to 
have this House accept the Senate amendments without any 
knowledge on the subject. Now, I will throw the nsibility 
wu the majority of the committee, simply sa; at if the 

ouse sees fit to take this bill without knowing anything about it 
and passes it in abject submission to the other end of the Capitol, 
I think they will preserve about the general average of the in- 
telligence of this 8. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Will the tellers please report the 


vote? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the —— from Maryland will assure 
me the. the committee will make some attempt to explain the 
features of the bill I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an 
explanation. The House will bear me witness that I started out 
in good faith to ask consent of the House that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs have an eee to withdraw this bill and to 
come into the House and state what their views are in relation to 
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it. The gentleman heard what I offered to do, and he made a mo- 
tion to nonconcur. Then nothing was left for me or the House to 
do except to move to concur. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ae could you not nonconcur? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Onemoment. Iam willing now, 
as I have always been willing, that the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs should inspect the amendments to this bill. I am prepared, 
as is the gentleman from Maine, to state to this House exactly 
what these amex4ments are. I wanted the House to know, and 
I want to tell the House now, these amendments to this bill are 
not what I should like to have personally, not what the House 
voted for, but, in answer to the gentleman, who says that the 
$109,000 for the provision for the enlisted men is left out of this 
bill, it is a matter that can be easily remedied by a resolution, 
about which I had spoken to the Speaker of this House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A resolution when? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Why, now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In the next Congress? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. In thisHouse. We can doitin 
this Congress. The only thing not provided is $109,000 for pro- 
visions for the enlisted men authorized by the bill. 

A MemMBeR. What about the battle ships? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. This House voted for three bat- 
tle ships. The Senate has reduced the number from three to two, 
and it has changed the torpedo boats authorized to be constructed 
from twelve to three, inserting practically in lieu of those dispensed 
with six gunboats of vbout 1,000 tons displacement. The Senate, 
in addition to that,. ‘reduced the appropriations for yards and 
docks, and it has also aanged some provisions of law that would 
have gone out on a point of order, which were adopted by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and reported to the House. 

Mr. MALLORY. I submit it is notin order to debate this ques- 
tion now. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Debate is not in order except by 
unanimous consent, as the Chair has already stated. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ihad unanimous consent to make 
this statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did.not submit the re- 
quest, but if the gentleman so understood, he will proceed. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Isounderstood. Now,the House 
departed from the usual—— 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to inquire whether my point of order 
was sustained. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maryland is 
making his statement by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MALLORY. But I have objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s objection came 
after the gentleman from Maryland began his remarks. He will 
conclude what he has to say. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The House departed from its 
usual course of legislation, so far as naval appropriation bills are 
concerned, and authorized an appropriation for reserve guns and 
projectiles. The reasons for that action were fully set forth in the 
recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy. The committee 
also recommended and the House adopted legislation providing for 
guns for the auxiliary cruisers. It was all new legislation, butin 
the judgment of the Committee on Naval Affairs it was wise and 
necessary. The Senate did not agree to it. 

A MEMBER. What about the gS gee 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. e authorized guns for the 
Hartford as a training ship. The Senate did not agree to that. 
oo BOUTELLE. And they struck out the dry dock at 

ers—— 
r. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the dry dock at Puget Sound. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes, sir; they struck out tae dry 
dock at Algiers; they didit, I presume, because they thought the 
House and the Senate had been liberal enough to Louisiana in 
reference to the sugar bounty; and they reduced the amount of 
the appropriation for Puget Sound. 

The Mill is reduced in round numbers about the cost of one bat- 
tleship. They afterwards put back, after the Appropriations Com- 
mittee had made reductions, $199,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by the consent and courtesy of the House I 
have made this brief statement. The bill, as I have already re- 
marked, is not what the House wanted. It is not, in my judg- 
ment, what the country wanted. Butit is very important to the 
House and the country that this bill should pass. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will not the gentleman state to the House 
that in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, a member of his 
own party, this bill in its present form will close in three months 
the great gun factory which we have established here in Wash- 
ington at a cost of a million dollars, and which ought to be at 
work every hour of the twenty-four to supply guns for the defense 
of our coast? 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish to inquire when unanimous consent 
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was given for the gentleman from Maryland to make his state- 
ment. If such consent was given it ought to have included also 
the gentleman from Maine. If it did not, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Mary- 
land concluded his remarks? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No, sir. I only yielded for the 
question of the gentleman from Maine. In — to that ques- 
tion I will state that the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance ap- 
peared before the committee and stated to us that he had enough 
money to run the yards until the ist of September and to carry 
on the construction of the guns until that time. All that is car- 
ried in this bill for an increase of armament for the Navy is 
$50,000, yet I am constrained to believe that_the Secretary of the 
Navy can carry on the work at the navy-yard here until the addi- 
tional appropriations come in. I am frank to say that the appro- 
eee are not what I desired; they are not what I contended 

or; they are not what we ought to have. But, I repeat, it is bet- 
ter for the country that this bill should pass as it is than that it 
should fail. 

If the bill fails the skilled laborers and the skilled mechanics who 
have been assembled in the various shipyards throughout the 
country will lose their employment—no, I do not believe they will 
lose their employment; men of that character are too valuable; 
but the Government will lose the services of these men, their skill 
and their industry. If the bill fails surely the Government is 
bound to lose the services of these people. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is no danger of the bill failing, as the 
entleman is aware, and there never has been. But thereis grave 
anger that the House of Representatives will persist in abdicat- 

ing its legislative functions and fail to enact this bill in such shape 
as the people of this country have a right to demand. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to 
the House just this: The gentleman from Maine has informed the 
House that the passage of this bill means ultimately the failure 
of the gun factory here in Washington, and he expresses his great 
regret that such should be the case. I do not believe, to begin 
with, that there is any danger of the failure of the gun factory; 
and certainly the gentleman from Maine would not feel one-tenth 
as much regret as I should feel if that was the result. If it had 
not been that I originated myself the scheme for that factory you 
never would have had it. I offered that amendment myself, in 


the Forty-seventh Congress, to the appropriation bill, and it was 
adopted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I never thought there was any objection 
to it. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I know; but I inaugurated that 
scheme at all events, and I feel just as much interest in it, to say 
the least,as the gentleman from Maine. I am the author of the 
amendment, and I appealed to the patriotic citizens of this coun- 
try at that time, as lappeal to them now, without regard to party, 
to concur in these amendments of the Senate and pass this bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to move to amend the motion 
po? cay gentleman; that is, to concur with an amendment, if in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why not? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Because no motion is in order as 
against a motion tosuspend the rules. Nomotion toamend could 
be accepted pending such a motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does it require a two-thirds vote to carry this 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, before that question is sub- 
mitted permit mea moment. I do not wish to be understood as 
agreeing that the gentleman from Maryland has fully stated the 
character of this bill, but I am not going to allow any shadow of 
soaponee nity to be placed upon me for defeating the measure, 
although I do not favor it in its present form. Iam in favor of 
three battle ships—— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. So am I. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. AndIam in favor of two battle ships, which 
seems to be all we are to get. But as the gentleman and his asso- 
ciates will not allow more, if Ican not geé three I am constrained 
to take two, and will try and content myself with that. But the 

ple of this country have just cause to complain of the way this 
ill has been treated by the gentlemen who lave been placed in 
charge of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to ask if the gentleman from Maine 
would not consent, and the House agree to it, that a second be 
considered as ordered on this motion? 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I have withdrawn my opposi- 
tion. I frankly stated that if the gentleman from Maryland 


It is not in order. 


























































would make some sort of a statement which would give the House 
information as to the character of the amendments placed upon 
the bill by the Senate I would agree to abide by the wish of the 
House and let the members of this body who favor the action pro- 

sed by the gentleman from Maryland take the responsibility. 

pon them and upon their shoulders is placed the duty of legis- 
lating at this hour. Thank God, the time is limited, and they will 
not have the opportunity long. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A second, in the absence of 
objection, will be considered as ordered; and the question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Maryland to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that in the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds having 
voted in the affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill 
passed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, we had better go through the 
form at least of appearing to vote on the bill, and for that reason 
I demand a division. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 150, 
noes 3, 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended, the amendments of the Senate concurred in, and the 
bill passed. Lae on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House now take a recess until 
8 o’clock this morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m., Monday, 
March 4) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock a. m. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock a. m., Mon- 
day. March 4) resumed its session and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

MARGARET KENNEDY. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hamsphire. Mr. Speaker, at the time of 
taking the recess last evening I had been recognized to call up the 
bill S. 333, which I trust will be reported by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he was recognized 
last evening. The Clerk will report the bill. The gentleman asks 
to consider it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise sparteree there be paid to Margaret Kennedy, the 
widow and sole executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, the sum of 33,000, less 
any sum heretofore paid her in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act forthe relief of Margaret Kennedy,” approved October 19, 188s: Pro- 
vided, That the amount herein provided to be so paid to said Margaret Ken- 
nedy is to be in full compensation for all claim or demand of said Margaret 
ay as the execatrix of John Kennedy, deceased, or of the claim or de- 
mand of the heirs or representatives of said John Kennedy, by reason of 
timber, fences, fruit trees, and other property taken and used by the Army 
of the United States during the late war of the rebellion from the farm of 
said John Kennedy, in the District of Columbia, being the farm on which 
Fort Sedgwick was erected. 

The Committee on War Claims recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 6 strike out the words “three thousand dollars” and insert, the 
words “three thousand four hundred and eighty dollars.” 


Mr. ae of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, let the report 
be read. 
The report (by Mr. HERMANN) was read, as follows: 


relief of rm Fy Kennedy, submit the following meget: 


This is a bill to pay Margaret Kennedy, widow and sole executrix of the 
late John Kennedy, $3,480, less the amount paid her in pursuance of an act 
heretofore 


This bill, or one similar to it, was favorably reported to the House from the 
Committee on Claims on the 28th of January, 1591, and it was passed by the 
Senate on the 10th of May, 1891. 

In the Fiftieth Congress a bill was passed directing the Quartermaster- 
General to ascertain “the value of all timber, fences, and fruit trees on the 
farm of John Kennedy, d , in the District of Columbia, upon which 
Fort Sedgwick was erected, taken and used by the Government for firewood 
and in the construction of said fort.”" The Quartermaster-General stated tho 
value, which amounted in gross to $1,378.44, and this amount was paid. 

The items given are 200 cords of wood, whereas the fact is there were 900 
cords of w taken, which, at $10 a cord, would amount to $9,000; 1,930 rails, 
200 fruit trees, and timber for the fort. The wood is valued at $2 a cord, the 
fruit trees at $4 each, and the fence rails at 4 cents each, which would not pay 
for cutting and splitting; the timber for the fort at the gross sum of $101. 

This farm was the sole property of the late John Kennedy. It wasstripped 
of all that made it valuable, it was occupied during the pleasure of the Army, 
the owner was deprived of its use and income, and it was left in a condition 
that greatly depreciated its value. At that time firewood was worth $10 a 
cord; the timber, as it stood, was worth much more, for it gave value to the 
farm, and no one in the possession of such property would have consented to 
its indiscriminate destruction at one parr. our cents each for fence rails 
does not cover the cost of splitting, and they were the more valuable at that 
time inasmuch as wire fencing was not then, as now, in general use. Four 
dollars each for 200 fruit trees did not bear any comparison to their value, es- 
timating their planting and care and their past and future product. 

The committee submits that the sum paid the widow is not by any means 
adequate; that the Government in appropriating what she would not have 
voluntarily parted with, and in its occupancy and use of the place, has in- 

an amount of indebtedness which in justice it should satisfy. : 

Your committee report the bill favorably with a recommendation that it 
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Go pass with an amendment as follows: ReStes om in line 6 of the Senate 
bill * $3,000" and inserting in lieu thereof “$3,480.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the House very 
frankly that I have objected to every bill carrying an appropria- 
tion. I have examined the circumstances connected with this bill, 
and even at the risk of criticism to myself—becauseI intend to ob- 
ject to all money bills—I shall not object to this one. It isa de- 
pa\ture from my custom; and I have felt, therefore, that I should 
make this explanation. I hope the House will understand it. I 
believe this bill to be unusually meritorious. : : 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection tothepresent consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr: BAKER of New Hampshire. The House amendment in- 
creases the amount to be appropriated. I move that the House 
pass the bill as it passed the Senate, without agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. JONES. DoI understand that unanimous consent has been 
given for this bill? i‘ 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the gentleman desires to pass the bill as 
it passed the Senate. That being so, the amendment recommended 
by the committee will not be offered. : 3 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand this is a House bill with a 
Senate amendment. : 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill, and the House committee 
recommended increasing the amount. The gentleman desires to 
pass it without that amendment, as it passed the Senate. . 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The House committee recommended that 
the amount be reduced, did it -not? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No; it increased the amount 
$480. 7 

The SPEAKER. The House amendment would increase the 
amount $480. The gentleman desires, on account of the lateness 
of the hour, as the Chair supposes, to pass the bill without that 
ees The question will be on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. - 

. The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. : z 

On motion of Mr. BARKER of New Hampshire, a motion to re- 

consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


8ST. CHARLES COLLEGE, MISSOURI. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 211) 
for the relief of St. Charles College, and ask unanimous consent 
— a. ¢ length. 

26 bill was read at len ? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I hope this will 
be explained. J 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the explanation will be 
very short. As the gentleman knows, the people of Missouri dur- 
ing the war were very much divided in their sentiments as to the 
Union and disunion parties. This was a small college in the city 
of St. Charles. That is a place now of some six orseven thousand 
inhabitants, and, as gentlemen know, just about the best Union 

eople in the United States were in these border States, and per- 
the strongest Confederates, too. It so happened that the 
people who ran that — were of unquestioned loyalty, as they 
are yet. The soldiers too session of the college, destroyed a 
library worth some three or four thousand dollars, absolutely car- 
ried off every book or destroyed it, and occupied that college for 
about two years as a hospi They destroyed its apparatus, its 
library, and all of the movable property, and did whatever dam- 
age would incidentally come to a building that was not abso- 
lutely destroyed by such occupation. This provides that the 
Secretary of War shall take the matter in hand, ascertain the 
damages, if any, and pay them. It fixes an u limit to the 
amount. Now, if any of these bills are meritorious—and we 

assed one the other day pep $17,500—this is meritorious, 
fully as much so as the bill for the relief of Washington and Lee 
University. I as gentleman will not object. 

Mr. PAYNE. at bill would not have passed if I could have 
stopped it. I shall have to object. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

KYLE on account of sickness, 
REPRINTS OF CERTAIN BILLS. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Harner of Nebraska, 
leave was granted for reprints of the bills H, R. 8949, H. R. 8774, 
H. R. 8137, and House resolution 262. 

VICTOR CAVALIER. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. McNaewy, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
im the case of Victor Cavalier, the bill being 

STEWART COLLEGE. : 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. WasHrveron, leave 

Was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
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leaving copies, the papers in the case of Stewart College, Mont- 
gomery County, Tenn., Fifty-first Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSAS AND TEXAS. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2362) to amend the act entitled 
‘An act authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Com- 

any to bridge Sulphur River in the State of Arkansas or in the 
Btate of Texas,” approved April 21, 1894. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bridge bill? [After a mace | The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ENDOWMENT AND SUPPORT OF AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, from the Committee on Agriculture, 
reported favorably the bill (H.R. 8389) to amend paragraph 1 of 
section 1 of an act approved August 30, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act 
to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more 
complete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit 
of agriculture and mechanic arts, established under the provisions 
of an act approved July 2, 1862;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CURRAN, 


Mr. FIELDER. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for the 
— consideration of the bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James 

urran. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to give credit to James Curran, postmaster at Hoboken, N. 
J., in the sum of $6,566 for postage stamps stolen from said office on the 3d day 
of December, 1894, through no fault of the said James Curran. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object; but if 
the gentleman desires to make a statement I will reserve my 
objection. 

Mr. FIELDER. Mr. Speaker, I will state that there are affi- 
davits in connection with the Senate bill of two inspectors, one of 
whom was in the circuit in which the city of Hoboken is situ- 
ated. The Postmaster-General, not being satisfied with the ex- 
amination given by the inspector of the circuit, took an inspector 
from the West, who had never been on the circuit, and his report 
is still more favorable to the postmaster at Hoboken, showing that 
there was no carelessness on the part of the postmaster in connec- 
tion with the burglary that was committed on his office. One of 
the burglars has been arrested. The other three have escaped to 
Europe. It is not asked that this amount shall be paid in money, 
but t it shall be placed to his credit in postage stamps. The 
amount, $6,566, seems to be a very large sum, but still the loss re- 
sulted from ne carelessness on his part. The inside lock of the safe 
was broken. It occurred during the day and was a sneak-thief 
robbery; and unless reimbursement is made in this way it will 
operate as a great hardship on this gentleman. I hope the gentle- 
man will not object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A credit is given to him for this amount on 
his account? 

Mr. FIELDER: ae credit is given as to this. I hope the 
gentleman will allow the bill to pass. I have not made many re- 
quests or asked unanimous consent in Congress for the passage of 
any bill that I did not believe was honest. 

. DOCKERY. I willsay tomy friend from New Jersey that the 
appropriations in this Congress are now probably, although I am 
not able to state the exact amount, over $500,000,000. For several 
days I have been objecting to the consideration of every bill that 
carried any money, with the peer ese a momentago, of one, and 
I notified the House before I withdrew my objection then that I 
would be subject to criticism on that ground, but because of the 
peculiar circumstances I did not object. I stated that I would 
object to bills carrying money because our financial situation is 
such, in my Sg ote as not to warrant incurring any further 
liability on the Treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. This would not add much toit. Itis only about 
sono, and is a meritorious case. 

. DOCKERY. It does. It is an asset of the . 

Mr. FIELDER. It does not carry any appropriation of money. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is to be paid in postage stamps. 

Mr. WELLS. It is put to his credit in postage stam 

Mr. FIELDER. I will state that this —, when the po- 
lice asked if he would contribute toward thecapture of the thie 
who were sup to have gone abroad, put his hand out an 
signed a check for $500 in order to have justice done. One of 
these thieves has been captured and is now in jailin New Albany. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know that these seem to be very hard cases. 
The gentleman from Chicago [Mr. GoLDzIER] has a claim almost 
as meritorious as this. The gentleman from Pennsyivania [Mr, 
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SrBLEy] had one ihe other day, and it is a most ungracious thing 
for me to have to object. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. What reason is there that 
be fixed up in the interest of the Government? 
proper thing that they are not to be continued all through the 
years; and is it necessary that these things should be continued 


they should not 
Why is it not a 


and brought on here before Congress for twenty-five years before 
they can be settled? 

r. DOCKERY. Ido not see why the claim should not be 
paid. I understand Government bonds are made for the purpose 
of securing the Government. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the last Congress thousands came here to 
sacure relief in which the Government was concerned, and there 
would seem to be but little use of taking bonds. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The gentleman from Missouri evidently does 
not understand fully the scope of these official bonds given by 
postinasters. An official bond is not given to secure the Govern- 
ment against an accident to the officer, such as robbery or theft 
without any fault on his part; and the Government has never 
attempted to recover on any such bond unless it could prove 
there was some negligence on the part of the postmaster or some 
one of his employees. Unless that is the case the Government 
can not recover. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Government can not recover on this bond? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That is exactly what I mean to say. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then it is absolutely unnecessary for the 

s r to come in here and ask for this relief. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No, sir; it straightens out his accounts—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. The law on this subject provides that where 
the amount of the loss does not exceed $2,000 the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, upon investigation, can t relief. A recent investigation 
of matters of that kind in suit in that Department shows enor- 
mous losses on the bonds of postmasters. 

Mr. FIELDER. Where the bonds are good the Government 
can recover; but let me also state—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me tosug- 
gest what is the trouble in regard to the position taken by my col- 
jeague [Mr. DockERY]. Being a member of the Committee on 
Claims, I havefound out how these things are done. I had a case 
of this kind from my own district. One of these strolling post- 
office inspectors comes around to a post-office, and if he finds any 
loss or deficiency for which he thinks the postmaster is liable he 
makes that postmaster settle the same and close that account be- 
fore he will make return to the Department. Then, the postmas- 
ter, having paid what this inspector requires him to pay, must ap- 
ply to the Department to get his money back. If the claim is less 
than $2,000, the Postmaster-General is authorized to settle it: if it 
is over that amount, the man must come here and worry his claim 
through the Committee on Claims and through this House in order 
to get his money. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. And frequently he does not get it. 

Mr. FIELDER. Allow me to say that the Government was 
somewhat responsible for this burglary, for this reason: After 
the inspector had made his examination he went to the Hall Safe 
Manufacturing Company, in New York City, and asked if they 
could make him a duplicate key like the one he exhibited. The 
safe people answered, ‘“‘ Yes.” ‘‘ What,” said he, ‘do you make 
duplicate keys for everybody who asks you to doit? You do not 
know who I am. That is very strange.” Then he asked them 
how many keys they had made of the sort he exhibited. 

They could not tell him how many they had made. He then 
told them he was an inspector examining in relation to this bur- 
glary in Hoboken; and they said they had no idea of the number 
of keys they might have made for this inner compartment of the 
safe. The outer door of the safe was closed, but the combination 
was not set. This burglary was committed in the daytime; and 
the key of the door of the private office of the postmaster was 
simply an ordinary latchkey. This building was owned by the 
Government, and the safe was placed there by Government offi- 


cials. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to ask whether the Committee on 
Claims found that this burglary occurred without any fault on 


—— of the postmaster? 

r. FIELDER. Yes,sir. The Senate Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads has reported in favor of the bill; the bill has 
passed the Senate; and in this House it has been favorably re- 
ported, the House committee concurring in the report of the Sen- 
ate committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What does the Post-Office Department say 
about the matter. 

Mr. FIELDER. Through its inspector the Department has re- 
ported favorably upon the claim, reciting the fact that there was 
no carelessness on oe of the postmaster, and that there was 
actually a robbery. at must have been so, because one of the 
burglars is now in jail, having confessed that he was one of four, 
and the other three have gone to Europe. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The passage of this bill will not take any 
money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. FIELDER. Not at all. It provides simply for reprinting 
the postage stamps. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill to which reference has been made 
limiting the amount which the Post-Office Department may allow 
in these cases was the result of efforts of my own in this House 
since I have been a member. The object was to obviate the neces- 
sity of these special claims being brought to Congress. That bill 
was introduced by me, I think, in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
when I was a member of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

As first introduced, it authorized the Department to adjudicate 
all claims of this kind and to make settlement with the postmas- 
ters concerned. But some one, out of abundant caution, insisted 
on 2 limitation as to the amount of the claims which might be 
settled in the Department, and that limitation was fixed at $2,000. 
Whenever a claim is in excess of that amount the law requires 
that it shall come to Congress. is case, involving a greater 
amount than the Department can allow, comes here for adjudica- 
tion. It seems to me we should treat all these cases alike. Wher- 
ever a burglary or theft occurs, without any fault on the part of 
the — the Government ought not to require him to suffer 
the b 
a. a Is this bill recommended by the Postmaster- 

Mr. FIELDER. Under the law he can make no recommenda- 
tion in such a case; but the Postmaster-General, not being satis- 
fied, as I have said, with the first investigation which was made 
in reference to this case, ordered another inspector to go upon the 
ground, one who had never been in that circuit, it being thonght 
that possibly the inspector who usually traveled on that route 
might accord Mr. Curran some special favor on account of being 
personally acquainted with him. Mr. Curran was postmaster at 
that city under Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When did this robbery occur? 

Mr. FIELDER. Within the last two or three months. I for- 
get the exact time—I think in January. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I was on the subcommittee in- 
vestigating this matter, and I have no doubt the facts stated by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FIELDER] are absolutely 
correct. It was in a Government building, and without the fault 
of the postmaster. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I can not stand against 
everybody. I withdraw objection to the bill. 

There being no further objection, the bill was ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. FIELDER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SEATS FOR FEMALE EMPLOYEES, 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (5.1841) to provide that all 
persons employing female help in stores, shops, offices, or manu- 
factories shall provide seats for the same when not actively em- 
ployed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all persons who employ females in stores, shops, 
offices, or manufactories, as clerks, assistants, operatives, or helpers in any 
business, e, or occupation carried on or operated by them, shall be re- 
quired to procure and provide proper and suitable seats forall such females 
and ll permit the use of such seats, rests, or stools, as may be necessary, 
and shall not make any rules, regulations, or orders preventing the us« 





of 
such stools or seats when any such female employees are rot actively em- 
ployed in their work in such business or —_ yyment. 

Sxc. 2. That if any employer of female heip shall neglect or refuse to pro- 


vide seats as provided in this act, or shall make any rules, orders, or regula- 
tions in their shops, stores, or oth« a es of business requiring females to 
remain standing when not necessarily employed in service or labor therein, 


they shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof in 
any court of competent jurisdiction shall be liable to a fine therefor in a sum, 
not to exceed $25, with costs, in the discretion of the court. 

The Committee on the Judiciary recommend the adoption of the 
following amendments: 

Amend by inserting between the words “them” and “shall,” in line 6 of 
section 1, and also between the words “ help” and “shall,” in line 1 of section 
2, the words “ in the District of Columbia,” and by striking out the words 
“their shops, stores, or other places of business,” in lines3 and 4 of section 2, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “his shop, store, or other place of 
business,” and by striking out the word “they,” in line 6 of section 2, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “he.” 

Amend the title of the bill by inserting the words ‘‘in the District of Colum- 
bia” between the words “‘ manufactories ” and “shall.” 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. PICKLER. This is a very important bill, and ought to be 
passed. I would ask the gentleman if, in his judgment, it will 
endanger the passage of the bill by adopting the amendments? 

Mr. DE OND. I think not. The Senate bill failed to con- 
tain a provision to make this applicable exclusively to the District 
of Columbia, and unless that amendment be adopted it would 
seem to apply all over the country. 
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Mr.PICKLER. The gentleman understands that I am not ob- 
jecting toit. I was only apprehensive that toamend it now might 
result in the failure of the bill. 

Mr. DEARMOND. I think not. I do not believe that there will 
be any contest over the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 

The title was amended in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee. 

On motion of Mr. DE ARMOND, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JOSEPH H. THOMPSON, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.“R. 
8398) for the relief of Joseph H. Thompson. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I ask the gentle- 
man to make an explanation of the bill. I would suggest, how- 
ever, that it is in order to syspend the rules at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for 
the relief of a constituent of mine, who was appointed consul to 
St. Thomas by President Johnson in 1867. He was appointed on 
the 26th day of October of that year, and was notified of the ap- 
pointment at his home in Tennessee, and came on to Washing- 
ton to receive instructions, his commission, and passport. I read 
from the report: 


He received his instructions and passport on the 20th day of November, 
1867, and on that day announced his readiness to depart for ost of duty. 
He was then told by Mr. Seward, woreny, of State, that the President de- 
sired him to delay his departure until further orders, but assured him his 
salary would be paid as though he was at his post of duty. 

In obedience to this wish or order of the Secretary, and with the assur- 
ances that his salary was still going on, Mr. Thompson did defer his depar- 
ture and remained in Washington or at his home in Tennessee until the re- 
ception of a letter from the State Department bearing date April 20, 1868. On 
the reception of that letter Mr. Thompson at once came to Washington, saw 
the Secretary of State, and announced his readiness to depart for his post of 
duty. The Secretary again said that he had just received important infor 
mation from the island, which rendered it important that Mr. ‘Thompson 
should still defer his departure until he (the Secretary) was better prepared 
to give final instructions, again assuring Mr. Thompson that his salary was 
still going on. In obedience to this wish of the Secretary, and with the as- 
surance given as to salary, Mr. Thompson did remain either at Washington 
or at his home in Tennessee until the 23d of June, 1868, when for political 
reasons his appointment was rejected by the Senate. 

This bill has been reported unanimously, I will state, by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and the fact is that he was paid one month on 
account of this appointment, but the remainder of his salary was 
refused. 

Iread further from the report of the Committee on Claims of 
the House: 

He has made repeated efforts to collect the sum claimed by him, but with- 
out success. 

In a letter dated January 4, 1878, the Acting Secre of State, F. W. Sew- 
ard, said ‘ that while there was an equitable basis for the claim, the Depart- 
ment could not adjust it, as there was no tund in hand or under control of 
the Department with which it could be paid.” And headded it was “a mat- 
ter for the consideration of Congress.” 

The papers on file show that Henry O'Connor, attorney for the Douee - 
ment, uses the following words in reference to this claim: *‘ Taking the facts 
as stated by Mr. Thompson, and there apysete noreason to doubt their truth 
I think he has an equitable claim against the Government—not a legal claim 
but the Department can not adjust it now though, as there is no fund out of 
which it can be paid,” and he added, “it isa case in which claimant must re- 
sort to Congress for relief.” 

The committee find that all the facts in this case are set forth in detail by 
claimant himself in an affidavit dated July 21, 1894, which they append hereto 
as a part of this report. 


The affidavit to which reference is made is embodied in the re- 
rt. 
Now these are the facts: He was appointed consul and came to 
Washington four or five times from his home in Tennessee, and 
was assured that the payment of his salary would continue while 
he was here on waiting orders, and although he was ready to go 
to his post of duty, he was detained here by the Secretary of State, 
and no compensation was paid him excepting for the one month. 
He lost the remainder of the time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to consider this bill at this time? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to object to 
any claim, and especially to one proposed by my friend from Ten- 
nessee, but I am constrained to object to this. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill 
(8. 1252) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the times 
and places to hold terms of the United States courts in the State 
of Washington.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second, fourth, fifth, and sixth sections of an 
act approved April 5, 1890, entitled “An act to provide for the times and 


hold terms of the United States courts in the State of Washington,” 
, and the same are hereby, amended to read as follows: 


,. 
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‘Suc. 2. That the circuit court of the United States in and for the district 
of Washington shall be held at the times and places provided by law for the 
holding of the United States district court in and for said district, and that 
at each of the terms of said circuit and district courts one grand and one 

vetit jury ey tps be summoned to serve in both said courts: Provided, 
Chat this act shall not be construed to deprive either court of power to issue 
special venires for additional jurors whenever, during a term, or at any ad- 
journed term, a sufficient number shall not be in attendance.” 

“Seo. 4. That said circuit and district courts shall be circuit and district 
courts tor the entire district. Criminal cases and cases of seizure and for- 
feiture under the laws of the United States, cognizable in said courts, may 
be commenced, tried, and finally determined in either of said divisions. 
Civil suits not of a local character which shall be brought in the district or 
circuit court of the United States for the district of Washington inst a 
single defendant, or where all the defendants reside in the same division of 
said district, shall be brought in the division in which the defendant or de- 
fendants reside; or, if the defendant or defendants reside out of said district, 
or if the defendant is a corporation other than a domestic corporation of the 
State of Washington, suits not of a local character may be brought in the 
division in which the plaintiff, or one of several plaintifis, resides; suits and 
proceedings in rem, or to recover possession of specific property, or involv- 
ing or affecting the title to real estate, or in which the object of the suit is to 
charge land, or improvements on land, with a lien or incumbrance, shall be 
brought in the division within which the property, or acme part thereof, 
is situated; civil suits removed from courts of the State of Washington to 
said circuit court shall be docketed, tried, and determined in the division in- 
cluding the county in which the same may be pending at the time of such 
removal. All issues of fact in civil causes, cognizable in either of said courts, 
shall be tried, and final judgments therein rendered, in the division in which 
the same may be commenced pursuant to this section, unless by consent of 
both parties the case shall be removed to some other division. . 

‘Seo. 5. That the clerk of the circuit court and district courts for said dis- 
trict shall each appoint a deputy clerk at the place where their respective 
courts are required to be held in the division of the district in which such 
clerk shall not himself reside, each of whom shall, in the absence of the clerk, 
exercise all the powers and perform all the duties of the clerk within the 
division for which he shall be appointed: Provided, That the appointment of 
said deputy shall be approved by the court for which they shall have been re- 
spectively appointed, and may be annulled by such court at its pleasure; and 
the clerk shall be responsible for the official acts and negligence of all such 
deputies. Separate jury boxesshall be kept, and a jury commissioner, toact 
with the clerk in the selection of grand and petit jurors, shall be appointed 
in each of said divisions; and jurors shall be drawn andsummoned only from 
the counties composing the divisions for which the term are to be held at 
which they are to serve; but each grand jury shall be a grand jury }for the 
entire district, with power to act upon any case cognizable therein under the 
laws of the United States. 

“Sxo.6. That two terms of the district court for the district of the State 
of Washington shall be heldannually in each of said divisions, and the district 
judge for the State of Washington shall have power to fix, and from time to 
time change, the times for commencing said terms by written orders, to be 
entered of record in the minutes of proceedings of the said court. And the 

rovisions of statute now existing for the holding of said-courts on the first 

onday of April and November in each year is hereby repealed, and all suits, 
prosecutions, processes, recognizances, bail bonds, and other things pendin 
in or returnable to said court on the days last named are hereby transfer 
to,’and shall be made returnable to, and have force in the said respective 
terms in this act es in the same manner and with the same effect as 
they would have as if the same were returnable to or pending in the 
terms of said courts provided for by this act.” 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing: and, being read the third time, was passed. 
mn motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8873) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi 
Railway and Improvement Company to bridge Obion River in the 
State of Tennessee, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8659) authorizing the construction of bridges across 
the ene Aang Clinch rivers in the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings; 

A bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) for the relief of Basil Moreland; 

A bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John R. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pennsylvania in the war of the Revolution; 

A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal; 

A bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian 
woman; 

A bill (H.R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to extend the time in which mem- 
bers of the Fifty-third Congress may distribute documents; 

A bill (H. R. 6831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wise, 
widow of Col. F. O. Wise; and 

A bill (H. R. 8407) to amend section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to copyrights. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the oniaabinnaie of the 
House to the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery trafiic. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. 
R. 6816) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia Sub- 
urban Railway Company, asked a conference with the House on 
the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. FauLKNER, Mr. 
McMILLAN, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

Aiso, fhat the Senate had with amendment joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 199) relative to the medal of honor authorized by the 
acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 
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OUTER BAR, BRUNSWICK, GA. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. S er, [ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2721) to amend 
the river and harbor act of August 7, 1894, providing for improv- 
ing the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga. 

e bill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand from the gentleman from Geor- 
gia that this bill makes no additional appropriation, but simply 
enlarges the limit within the appropriation heretofore made. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia a question. I should like to know if this has been 
considered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. This bill came to the House last 
night about 3 o’clock from the Senate, having passed that body 
unanimously. An effort was made to submit it to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors at that late hour, but it was of course im- 
possible. I want to say further to my friend from Virginia that 
the entire project is simply enlarged by this bill so as to have a 
wider channel if Mr. Goodyear shall succeed, and the entire 
scheme, as my friend from Virginia will remember, was consid- 
ered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors at the last session. 

Mr. JONES. Iam very familiar with this subject, Mr. Speaker, 
and I know that it was not the opinion of the engineer in charge 
of this work that the gentleman who is making these experiments 
ever accomplished any good results, and despite that fact, despite 
the fact that the committee believed nothing had been accom- 
plished, this gentleman made a very serious effort, and is making 
one now so faras I know, to secure payment from the Government 
for the expense he has incurred in making these experiments. 
Now, if this work is to go on and nothing is ever accomplished by 
it and still this gentleman is to be paid for experimenting with 
dynamite away out in the Atlantic Ocean, it seems to me we ought 
not to extend this project. I will not object myself, but I just 
wish the House to know what this is. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. May I state to my friend from Vir- 
ginia that the amount intended to be available by the language 
used in this act has already been paid, and not paid as a mere re- 
imbursement, I will say to my friend from Virginia, but upon 
the testimony of Captain Carter himself, to whom my friend from 
Virginia refers, I believe? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. There had been a deepening of the 
water across that ocean bar from some cause or other. The Com- 
mittees on Rivers and Harbors of the Senate and House, so far as 
they had any knowledge of the facts, believed that that deepening 
was due to these experiments of dynamite. 

Mr. JONES. I want to say to my friend that I was a member 
of the committee, and I never believed that the experiments with 
dynamite ever had anything in the world to do with it, and Captain 
Carter did not think so when I met him before the committee. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Captain Carter said it may have 
been due to that. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. And this is simply the ‘‘no cure 
no pay” plan. At any rate, if any appeal should be made, as has 
already been done, for actual deepening, it will depend on the 
discretion of Congress, and 1 am sure we can always trust that. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Has the Chief of Engineers reported in 
favor of this proposition? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Let me say to my friend from Cal- 
ifornia that this is a project which contemplates a new method of 
deepening ocean bars. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I understand that. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. And the engineer office has never 
been in favor of it. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Has the engineer office made any report 
upon it one way or the other? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The board contemplated by the act 
of last year is now surveying the bar at Brunswick to ascertain 
the effect of the past few months’ work. Of course if there is no 
deepening there will be no money due. 

r.CAMINETTI. Did the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
act on this matter at the last session? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. They acted on this identical project 
at the last session. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I think, at this time of the session, to pass 
such a bill as this would not be just to all other river and harbor 
improvements throughout the United States. It is understood 
throughout the country that we have but one river and harbor 
bill in each Congress, and I think what is good for one part of the 
country is good for another. Therefore I object. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I hope my friend from California 
will not insist upon his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass it. 


The SPEAKER. But there is no quorum here. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I withdraw the motion for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that the Speaker lay 
before the House the message of the Senate. 

Subsequently 

Mr. C NETTI said: Mr. Speaker, I thought this was en- 
tirely a new matter, but it has been already passed upon by the 
River and Harbor Committee; and I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. RYAN. I object. 

Su uently 

Mr. RYAN said: I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motionof Mr. TURNER of Georgia, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RICHARD SICKER. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8454). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8454) for the relief of Richard Sicker. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to so correct the records of the War Department_so as to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of the service of Richard 
Sicker, late of Company E, One hundred and fortieth Regiment New York 
Infantry Volunteers, and thereupon to issue to said Richard Sicker a dis- 
charge of the date of the 13th day of May, 1863. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I shall be glad 
to have an explanation of the bill. x 

Mr. SIMPSON. I ask that the Clerk read the report. 
short. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
report. 

r. JONES. Lreserve the right to object. _ 

The report (by Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia) was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8454) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Richard Sicker, 


have had the same under consideration, and report it back to the House with 
the recommendation that the bill do 


[After a pause.] 


It is 


Ss. 
It is shown by the records that Richard Sicker, aged 42 years, was en- 
rolled August 30, 1862, and mustered into service September 27, 1862,a private 
in Company K, Thirteenth New York Infantry, to serve three years. He is 


reported as present, on the company muster rolls to April 30, 18635. He was 
transferred to Company E, One hundred and fortieth New York Infantry, 
June 23, 1863, and is reported on the muster rolls of his company as follows: 


June 30, 1863, ‘absent, straggled on the march near Aldie, Va., June the 26, 
1863-August 31, 1863." The company muster-out rolls, dated June 3, 185, re- 


port “deserted June 26, 1863, near Aldie, Va.” He never returned to his 
command. 

It is alsoshown by the records that, as a member of Company K, Thirteenth 
New York Infantry, he was received at Camp Distribution, near Alexandria, 


Va., July 9, 1863, and that he was sent away on the same day, but the place to 
which he was sent is not stated. 

In an application for an honorable discharge and for removal of the charge 
of desertion the soldier declared, October 22, 1868, that he was enlisted in 
Company K, Thirteenth New York Infantry, August 29, 1862, by Capt. William 
Downey; that while the company wasin process of completion, it was * stated, 
advertised, and understood generally” that the period of its service should 
not extend beyond the Sees term of the ‘Old Thirteenth Regiment,"’ 
and that he enlisted to serve during this term (about nine months), as he un- 
derstood and believed; that he served faithfully until the said Thirteenth 
New York Infantry was discharged, when, instead of being discharged from 
the service as he expected and had a right to expect, he was transferred to 
the One hundred and fortieth New York Infantry; thatabout July, 183, being 
sick, he was sent to camp at Alexandria, Va., and about August 10, 1863, he 
with others was sent home. ; 

He testified, April 10, 1890, to the same effect as his former declaration, add- 
ing that, believing that he had served the full term for which he had enlisted 
and that he was being kept in service in violation of the agreement made, he 
declined to do duty in the One hundred and fortieth Regiment, and that the 
military authorities, recognizing his rights, as he supposed, sent him to 

ashington, and thence to his home, without a discharge. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

Mr. JONES. Mr.Speaker, I must object. The report is based 
entirely upon the evidence of the man himself. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6816) en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the charter of the District of Columbia 
Suburban Railwzy Company with a Senate amendment.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, may I make a 
statement, which will save time? These are amendments to a 
House bill. The House passed that bill, but the Senate has amended 
it, changing the route of the road. Theroad, asthe bill passed the 
House, came all the way down town, as the House will remember, 
from where the Bladensburg road intersects the boundary north- 
east to a point on Louisiana avenue near Seventh street.- Now 
the Senate strikes out that portion, changes the route, and the 
road stops at the point where it intersects the boundary, at the 
corner of Fifteenth street northeast. 

Mr. GROUT. Does it touch the question of motive power? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is clear outside of the 

ity. It uses the overhead trolley outside of the city. 

Mr. GROUT. It is wholly outside of the city? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is altogether. It does 
not come inside of the boundary at all. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then there is a Senate 
amendment which adds to it a section permitting the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railroad to construct a portion of a new line 
on Michigan avenue, away outside of the boun , ® portion of 
the way around the southern portion of the Soldiers’ Home, be- 
ginning at the intersection of that avenue by North Capitol street. 
‘The new line is to run along Michigan avenue to the south gate 
of the Catholic University, and connects with the Eckington road 
at or near the gate leading into the Catholic University grounds. 
This extension has been provided for in a bill which passed the 
House a few days ago. 

Mr.GROUT. Does this bill bring it down Fifteenth street with, 
the overhead trolley? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notatall. There is another 
amendment, which amends the charter of the Columbia road, and 
which permits it to extend its line along Benning road from Fif- 
teenth and boundary northeast to Benning. It is altogether in 
the country. These amendments are all agreed to by the railroad 
mentioned, as I am informed, and the Senate has passed the amend- 
ments. I ask that the Clerk read the amendments. 

The amendment of the Senate is as follows: » 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That an act entitled ‘An Act to incorporate the District of Columbia Sub- 
urban Railway Gomapany ’ approved July 5, 1892, be amended so as to read: 

“Sno. 1. That Richard K. Cralle, es BE. Creecy, John T. Mitchell, M. F. 
Morris, J. W. Denver, L. G. Hine, Gilbert Moyer, 8. E. Mudd, Robert A. How- 
ard, W. I. Hill, John W. Child J. F. Kenney, D. W. Glassie, Petey Barton, 
Philemon W. Chew, T. C. Daniel, G. P. Davis, Jere Johnson,and L.C. Loomis, 
and their associates, successors, and —a are hereby created a body cor 

rate by the name, style, and title of ‘ District of Columbia Suburban 

ailway Company,’ and by that name shall have perpetual succession, and 
shall be able to sue and be ae plead and be impleaded, defend and be de- 
fended, in all courts of law » ity within the United States, and may 
make and have a comtaon seal. And said nis hereby authorized to 
construct and lay down a single or double track railway, as may be approved 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, with necessary switches, 
turn-outs, and other mechanical devices, in the District of Columbia, through 
and along the following routes: Beginning at the dividing line between the 
District of Columbia and the State of Maryland on the Bladensburg road, and 
running thenoe along the said road to the junction of Florida avenue and 
Fifteenth street northeast. 

* Also beginning at the junction of Bunker Hill road and Twelfth street in 

Brookland, and running south on Twelfth street to Circle; thence 

such line as may be authorized by said Commissioners to Mount Olivet road 
at its intersection with Twelfth street east extended; thencealong the Mount 
Olivet road to the Bladensburg road. 

“Also beginning at the junction of Emporia and Twenty-fourth streets in 
Langdon, on Twenty-fourth and Cincinnati streets to Twenty-second street; 
thence on Twenty-second street and Chapel road to Baltimore street; thence 
on Baltimore street to Eighteenth street; also on Chapel road from Baltimore 
street to Bladensburg road by single track. The crossing of said road over 
the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad shall be constructed in accord- 
ance with plans approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
The said company shall keep the space between its tracks, and 2 feet outside 
its tracks, in such condition as may be required by said Commissioners. And 
whenever the roadway of any street or road occupied by the said railway 
company is widened, one-half the cost of widening and the improvement of 
sach widened part shall be charged to the said railway company and collected 
from said company in the same manner as the cost of lw or repairing 
pavements lying between the exterior rails of the tracks of railways 
and for a distance of 2 feet from and exterior to such track or tracks on each 
side thereof is collectible under the provisions of section 5 of the act entitled 
‘An act providing a permanent form of anaes for the District of Colum- 
bia,’ approved June 11,1878. Before said railway shall be constructed on an 
country road of less than 66 feet in width said country road shall be wihemet 
to the width of 66 feet at the cost and expense of said com) y, and said 
widened part shall be dedicated to the use of the public and © a part 
of the highway before the com shall be allowed to occupy said road. 
The tracks of the said road shall ieid of one elds of, onal wis y outside of, 
the macadamized roadway of the Bladensburg road. 

“Sno. 2. That said company may run public carriages propelled by over- 
head electric or trolley power. 

“Where the said railway is ted by overhead wires, the tion 
shall furnish and maintain such lights along its line as the mers of 
the District of Columbia may direct, without cost to the District of Columbia. 
For the purpose of making a continuous connection the said —a7 shall 
have the right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways necessary for this 
purpose: Provided, That whenever the foregoing route or routes may coin- 
cide with the route or routes of any dul te oe rp street railway com- 
pany in the District of Columbia the be used by both companies, 
which are nepoby sates one emponerer to use such epee in omen, 

such fair an ui je terms as ma’ agreed w said com zg 
and fi in the event thee said companies fail to upon sage Gapeun’ olthen 
of said companies ma: apply ¥ petiticz to supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, which shal mediately provide for proper notice to and hear- 
—— ea interested, and shall have power to determine the terms 
and ¢ ‘tions u which and the regulations under which the compan 
hereby incorporated shall be entitled so to use and enjoy the track of suc 
other street railway i and the amount and manner of i 
to be paid therefor: And provided further, That neither of the companies 
using sach tracks in common shall be permitted to make the track so used in 
common the depot or general stopping place to await passengers, but shall 
only be entitled to use the same for the passage of its cars, with the 
coaner a eee, ee ae ee See passe . ided, That 
this not apply to or interfere any station established on 
any existing lines; that said corporation is authorized ‘and empowered to 
propel its cars over the line of any other road or roads which be in the 
alignment with and upon such'streets as may be covered ; the route or 
routes as prescribed m this act, in accordance with the condi hereinbe- 
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fore contained; and that this corporation shall construct and repair such 
portions of its road as may be upon the line or routes of any other road thus 
used; and in case of any disagreement with any company whose line of road 
is thus used such a may be determined summarily upon the ap- 
——s of either to any court in said District having competent juris- 

iction. Whenever more than one of the tracks of said railway shall be con- 
structed on any of the _— highways in the District the width of space be- 
tween thy tracks shall not exceed 4 feet, unless otherwise ondased ty the 
Commussiozers of the District of Columbia. 

“Src. 3. That said company shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 
cents per passenger for any distance on its route within the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the said company may make arrangements with all existing rail- 
way companies in the District of Columbia for the interchange of tickets in 

ayment of fare on its road: Provided, That within the District limits six 
ickets shall be sold for 25 cents: Provided further, That the Columbia Rail- 
road Company, the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, and 
the Metropolitan Railway Company are hereby respectively authorized and 
required to transfer to and receive passengers from the said District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway for 3 cents for each transfer in addition to the 
regular fare, of which said additional charge of 3 cents the District of Colum- 
bia Suburban Railway shall receive 2 cents and urban roads shall receive 1 
cent. It is hereby declared to be the purpose of this act that ngers 
at the Center Market or from intermediate points shall be trans- 
ferred from either the Eckington and Soldiers' Home Railway or from the 
rex, em = Railway over the Columbia Road to and over the District of 
Columbia Suburban Railway, and vice versa, for 3 cents in addition to the 
regular fare, of which 3 cents the District of Columbia Suburban Railroad 
shall receive 2 cents and the urban roads 1 cent. 

‘For the purposes of said transfers the Columbia Railroad and the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railroad from Massachusetts avenue to the Center 
Market and the Columbia Railroad and the Metropolitan Railroad from New 
York avenue to the Center Market shall be considered one line. 

“Sxc. 4. That said company shall, on or before the lst of February of each 
year, make a report to Congress, through the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of 
stock held by each, together with a detailed statement of the bonded and 
other indebtedness and the receipts and expenditures, from whatever source 
and on whatever account, for the preceding year ending December the 3lst, 
and such other facts as may be required by any general law of the District 
of Columbia, which report shall be verified by affidavit of the president and 
secretary of said company, and if said report is not made at the time speci- 
fied or within ten days thereafter, such failure shall, of itself, operate asa 
forfeiture of this charter, and it shall be the duty of the Commissioners to 
cause to be instituted proper judicial proceedings therefor; and said compan 
shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of personal taxes upon pers 
property, including cars and motive power, each year, 4 per cent of its gross 

which amount shall be payable to the collector of taxes at the time 
and in the manner that other taxes are now due and pore, and subject to 
the same penalties on arrears; and the franchise and property of said com- 
pany, both real and personal, to a sufficient amount may be seized and sold 
in satisfaction thereof,as now provided by law for the sale of other property 
for texes; and said 4 per cent of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of all other 
assessments of personal taxes upon its property used solely and exclusively 
in the operation and management of said railway. Its real estate shall be 
taxed as other real estate in the District: Provided, That its tracks shall not 
be taxed as real estate: And provided further, That the payment of the said 
4 per cent of its gross earnings shall not be required during the period of five 
years after the commencement of the operation of any part of the said rail- 


‘See. 5. That the said railway shall be constructed of good materials and 
in a substantial and durable manner, with the rails of the most oqmeves pat- 
tern, to be approved by the Commissioners of the said District, laid upon an 
even with the pavement of the street, and the gauge to correspond 
with that of other city paieare. And all plans relating to the location and 
construction of said railway shall be subject to the approval of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, or their successors, and all work shall at 
all times be subject to their supervision. The said corporation shall, from 
time to time, deposit with the collector of taxes, District of Columbia, such 
amounts as may be deemed necessary by said Commissioners to cover cost 
of inspection, supervision, pavement, and repairs. 

“So. 6. That the said corporation hereby created shall be bound to keep 
said tracks, and for the space of 2 feet beyond the outer rails thereof, and 
also the space between the tracks, at all times in as g 
and eee through which it passes, subject to the approval of the said 
on — without expense to the United States or to the District of 

um , 

“Suo. 7. That nothing in this act shall prevent the District of Columbia 
at any time, at its option, from altering the grade or otherwise improving all 
avenues and streets and highways occupied by said road, or from so alter*ng 
and im mg such streets and avenues and highways, and the sewerage 
the as may be under its authority and control; and in such event it shall 
be the duty of said company to change its said railroad so as to conform to 
such grade as may have been thus established. : 

‘““Sxo. 8. That it shall be lawful for said corporation, its successors or as- 

to make all needful and convenient trenches and excavations in any 
of said streets, or places where said corporation may have the right to con- 
struct and operate its read, and place in such trenches and excavations all 
needful and convenient devices and machinery for operating said railroad in 
the manner and by the means aforesaid, subject to the approval of the said 
Commissioners. But whenever such trenches or excavations shall interfere 
with any sewer, gas, or water pipes, or any subways or conduits, or any pub- 
lic work of the kind which has nordered by the Commissioners, then the 
expense necessary to change such underground construction shall be borne 
by the said railway company: Provided, That wherever the railroad shall be 
built alone ong road the space between the inner rail of said railroad and the 
roadway shall be graded and put in good order for public use at the expense 
of the com and subject ta the approval of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: Provided. aiso, t the construction of said railroad on 
any street where there are or may be any mains, fixtures, or apparatus per- 
taining to the Washington ‘Aqueduct shall be subject to such conditions as 
may be approved by the Secretary of War, which conditions must be obtained 
be accepted in writing by company before commencing any work on 
such street; and no steam cars, locomotives, or passenger or other cars for 
steam railroads shallever be run on the tracks of said company over any such 
main, fixture, orap tus. Thesaid railroad shall be subject to the require- 
ments of section ee en ees ary 28, 1881, en- 
titled ‘An act to incorporate the Washington polnaos Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia.’ The said company shall, before commencing 
work on said railroad on such street, deposit with the Treasurer of the 
United States to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct such sum as the Sec- 
retary of War may consider necessary to defray all the ex that may 
be incurred by the United States in connection with the ection of the 
work of construction of said railroad on such street, and in ing good any 
damages done by said company or its works, or by any of its contracting 


ood order as the streets 
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agents, to any of said mains, fixtures, or , and in as the 
Secretary of War may deem necessary, any of the work that com- 
pany may neglect or refuse to complete and that the Secretary of War may 


consider necessary for the safety of said mains, fixtures, or apparatus; 
and the said company shall also deposit as aforesaid such further sums for 
said s at such times as the Secre of Warmay consider necessary: 
Provided, That the said sum shall be dis like other moneys appro- 
priated for the Washington Aqueduct, and that whatever shall remain of 
said deposits at the end of one year after the completion of said railroad in 
such street shall be returned to said company on the order of the Secretary 
of War, with an account of its disbursement in detail: And provided also, 
That disbursements of said deposits shall, except in cases of Soe, be 
made only on the order of the Secretary of War. The exercise of t hts 
by this act granted are to terminate at the of the Seeretary of War 
in case of persistent neglect by said com . or by its successors, to make 
the deposits, or to comply with any of conditions, requirements, and 
regulations aforesaid. 

“Sec. 9. That it shall also be lawful for said corporation, its successors or 
assigns, to erect and maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along 
its lines as may seem most desirable to the of directors of the said cor- 

ration and sa t to the approval of the said Commissioners, an engine 
fouse or houses, boiler house, and all other buildings necessary for the suc- 
cessful operation of a cable-motor, electric, pneumatic, or other railroad, and 
may buy, lease, or construct such ticket offices, workshops, depots, and lands 
os may be necessary at such points on its line asmay be approved by the said 


rs. 

“Sec. 10. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may make such 
regulations as to rate of mode of use of tracks, and removal of ice and 
snow as in their judgment the interest and convenience of the public may re- 
quire. A corporation whose servants or agents y or negligently vio- 
late such an ordinance or regulation as aforesaid shall be liable to said Com- 
missioners for a penalty not exceeding $500. 

“Suc. ll. That the line of said railway company shall be commenced within 
six months and completed, with cars running regularly thereon, within two 

ears from the passage of this act. Failure to complete the said road within 
the time specified in this section shall operate as a spgent of this charter. 

‘““Sxo. 12. That said company is hereby authorized to issue its capital stock 
to an amount not to exceed $100,000, in shares of $100 each. Said company 
shall require the subscribers to the capital stock to pay in cash to the treas- 
urer appointed by the corporators the amounts severally subscribed by them 
as follows, namely: Ten per cent at the time of subscribing and the balance 
of such subscription to be paid at such time and in such amountsas the board 
of directors may requix) and no subseription shall be deemed valid unless 
10 per cent thereof shall be paid at the time of subscribing as hereinbefore 
provided; and if any stockholder shall refuse or — to pay any install- 
ment as aforesaid, or as required by the resolution of the board of directors, 
after reasonable notice of the same, the said board of directors eg oe at 
public auction, to the highest bidder, so many shares of his stock as shall pay 
said installments, and person who offers r 
shares for the assessment due shall be taken to be the highest bidder, and 
such sale shall be conducted under such general re; as may be adopted 
in the by-laws of said company; but no stock shall be sold for lessthan the 
total assessments due and payable; or corporation may sue and collect 
the same from any delinquent subscriber in any court of competent —_ 
diction: Provided, That it shall not be lawful for said company to issue ds 
and stock to an amount in excess of the actual cost of construction and equip- 
ment of said road, and the amount of said bonds shall be determined by the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 13. That within thi ys after the passage of this act the corpo- 
rators named in the first section, their associates, successors, or , Or & 
majority of them, or, if any refuse or neglect to act, then a majority of the 
remainder, shall meet at some convenient and accessible place in the District 
of Columbia for the organization of said company aud for the receiving sub- 
aorsiens to the capital stock of the com 'y: Provided, That every sub- 
scriber shall pay at the time of subscribing 10 per cent of the amount by him 
subscribed to the treasurer appointed by the corporators. or his subseription 
shall be null and void: Provided further, That nothing shall be received in 
payment of the 10 per cent at the time of subscribing except lawful money or 
certified checks from any established national bank. And when the books of 
subscription to the capital stock of said company shall be closed the corpo- 
rators named in the first section, their associates, successors, or assigns, or a 

jority of them, and in case any of them refuse or neglect to act, then a 
majority of the remainder, shall, within twenty days thereafter, call the 
first meeting of the stockholders of said com y.to meet within ten days 
thereafter for the choice of directors, of which public notice shall be given 
for five days in two daily newspapers published in the city of Washington, 
and by written personal notice to be mailed to the address of each stock- 
holder by the clerk of the ao and in all meetings of the stockholders 
each share shall entitle the holder to one vote, te be given in person or by 
proxy: Provided, That the charter or franchise herein granted shall not be 
sold or transferred to any company or person until the road shall have been 

constructed. + 

“Seo. 14. That the saifl company shall place first-class carson said railways, 
with all the modern improvements for the convenience and comfort of pas- 
sengers, and shall run cars thereon as often as the public convenience may 
require; the time-table or schedule of time to be oved by the said Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. Every failure to comply with the 
conditions of this section shall render the said corporation liable to a fine of 
=. to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of the 

omumissioners of said District. 

“Seo. 15. That the said company shall furnish and maintain 


0 passenger 
houses as required by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Every 


failure to comply with the conditions of this section shall render the said cor- 

ration liable toa fine of $50, to be recovered in any court of ae 

on at the suit of the Commissioners of the of Colum 

“ Sze. 16. That all articles of value that may be inadvertently in any of 
the cars or other vehicles of said company shall be taken to its depot 
and entered in a book of record of unclaimed i goods, which boo be open 
to the ction of the public at all reasonable hours of business. 

“Sec. 17. That the government and direction of affairs of the company 
shall be vested in a board of directors, nine in number, the of whom 
shall be residents of the District of Columbia, who shall be s olders of 


record, and who shall hold their office for one year, and until others are duly 
elected and qualified to take their places as directors; and the said directors 
pape pg wy Lee ghee uorum) shall elect one of their number to 
president of the board, who hail also be president of the company, and 
they shall also choose a vice- dent, a secretary, and treasure 
give bond with surety to said company in such 
ee ae i of his trust. In the case ofa v: 
in the board of directors by the death, re 
sane the vacancy occasioned thereby shall be filled by the 


“ Suo.18. That the directors shall have oer to make and prescribe 
sttch by-laws, rules,and regulations as they deem needful and proper 


porciase the least number of | 


touching the disposition and 


t+ of the stock, property, estate, and 
effects of the company, not contrary to the charter or to the laws of the United 
States and the ordinances of the District of Columbia. 

“Suc. 19. That there shall be at least an annual meeting of thestockholders 
for choice of directors, to be holden at such time and place, under such condi- 
tions,and upon such notice as the said _ company in their by-laws may _ 
scribe; and said directors shall annually make a report in writing of their 
doings to the stockholders. 

“SEc. 20. That the said company shall have at all times the free and unin- 
terrupted use of its roadway, and if any person or persons shall willfully 
mischievously, and unnecessarily obstruct or impede the passage of cars of 
said railway company with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or in any man- 
ner molest or interfere with | ngers or operatives while in transit, or de- 
stroy or = the cars of said railway, or depots, stations, or other propert 
bel o said railway company, the person or persons so offending : 
forfeit and pay for each such offense not less than twenty-five nor more than 
one hundred dollars, to be recovered as other fines and penalties in said Dis- 
trict, and shall remain liable, in addition to said penalt;, for any loss or dam- 
age occasioned by his or her or their act as aforesaid; but no suit shall be 
brought unless commenced within sixty days after such offense shall have 
been committed. 

“Seo. 21. That the said District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company 
shall have the ht of way across such other railways as are now in opera- 
tion within the limits of the lines granted by this act, and is hereby auther- 
ized to construct its said road across such other railways in a manner to be 
approved the Commissioners of the District: Provided, That it shall not 
interrupt the travel of such other railways in such construction. 

“Sec. 22. That no person shall be prohibited the right to travel on any part 
of said road or ejected from the cars by the company’s employees for any 
other cause than that of be . disorderly, unclean, or contagicusly 
diseased, or ae to pay the legal fare exacted, or to comply with the 
lawful general regulations of the company. 

“Sc. 23. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed 
by the Congress of the United States. 

“Sue. 24. Thatin the event that the company should not be able to come 
to an agreement with the owner or owners of any land through which the 
said road may be located to pass, proceedings for the condemnation for the 
use of the eT of so much of said land as may be required, not exceed- 
ing 100 feet in width, may be instituted in the usual way in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as said court 
may prescribe for such a. 

“Sec. 25. That the Columbia preg Ocmpens, incorporated under the act 
of Congress approved the 24th day of y, 1870, be, and it is hereby, authorized 
to extend its line and tracks and to construct, lay down, and maintain a singis 
or double track railway, with the necessary turn-outs, and to run its cars 
thereon by an electric overhead trolley system, through and along the follow-: 
ing streets and highways in the District of Columbia: Beginning at the present 
terminus of the railroad of said company at the intersection of H street 
northeast and Fifteenth street east, and thence along Benning road to the 
junction of said road with Central avenue, with authority to construct a 

restle bridge over the Eastern Branch: Provided, That the said Benning road 
shall be widened to 66 feet within the distances to be occupied by the said 
, as herein provided, at the expense of the said railroad; and in the 
event that the said com shall not be able to come to an agreement with 
the owner or owners of the d required for the widening of the roads herein 
provided for, proceedings for the condemnation of so much of said land as 
may be required may be instituted in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, under and in pursuance of the laws now in force in the said Dis- 
trict relative to the condemnation of lands for public highways. 

“Sc. 26. That said company shail have authority to acquire and hold such 
ground and buildings as may be necessary for stations and power houses and 
other purposes as may be incident to the operation of said road, and shall be, 
and is hereby, authorized and empowered to issue its bonds, secured by 
mortgage on its franchise and other property, to such an amount as may be 
necessary bert oe the cost of the extension herein provided for and the egaip- 
ment thereof and the expenses incident thereto, but not im excess of such 
cost; and unless the construction of the extension herein provided for be com- 
pleted within one year from the date of the approval of this act, then the 
rights granted hereunder, in respect of said extension on said mentioned 
streets and avenues, shall be null and void. 

“ Sec. 27. That the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia is hereby authorized and directed to extend its tracks, 
and run its cars thereon, through and along the following-named streets: Be- 
ginning at the intersection of North Capitol street and Michigan avenue, 
thence easterly along Michigan avenue and Bunker Hill road to its intersee- 
tion with Fourth street northeast, so as to connect with the line now running 
to Brookland. 

‘Suc. 23. That said railway company is directed to build and operate th 
extension herein granted within six months after the North Capitol stre« 


branch shall be in operation to Michigan avenue.” 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
MRS. MATTIE S. HOLLAND. 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 7945) for the relief of Mrs. Mattie S. Holland 
of West Carroll Parish, La., together with all accompanying papers, be, anc 
the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, under the provisions 


of an act.of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. 


Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
inquire about this. 

Mr. BOATNER. I would state, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman 
from New York, and for the information of those present, that 
this is a claim for supplies taken by General Grant when near the 
city of Vicksburg. A resolution was passed by the Fifty-second 
Congress directing the Quartermaster-General to take an account 
between the claimant and the Government, which he declined to 
execute, on the ground that there was no appropriation for it. 
This resolution —— refers the party to the Court of Claims, 
under the provisions of existing law, for the purpose of the court 
making a report of whatever may be due. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Would the court have a right to give a judg- 
ent? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not atall. Itis to be referred to the court 
merely for the purpose of ascertaining the facts and having them 
reported to Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. BOATNER. This is merely to report the findings of fact. 
I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this reference to be made under the 
Bowman Act? 

Mr. BOATNER. The resolution simply directs the court to 
find the facts and report to Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the act referred to the Bowman Act? 

Mr. BOATNER. I have forgotten whether it is the Bowman 
Act or the Tucker Act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is this difference: The Bowman Act 
simply anthorizes the finding of the facts in regard to the amount 
of the claim and the loyalty of the claimant, without the right on 
the part of the court to enter judgment; while the Tucker Act, as I 
understand, authorizes the court to render judgment in such 
cases. 

Mr. PAYNE. Unless the reference to the act be made more 
specific I must object. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will it not satisfy gentlemen if an amend- 
ment be added to this effect: ‘‘ Provided that the court shall make 
report to Congress on the facts, including the question of the 
loyalty of the claimant, but shall render no judgment against the 
United States?” I am perfectly willing such an amendment 
should be adopted. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

ow BOATNER. I offer the amendment which I have just 
stated. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended 
was adopted. 


m™m 


DEEP WATERWAYS. 


Mr. GROUT. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the joint resolution (S. R. 130) authorizing a preliminary in- 
uiry concerning deep waterways between the ocean and Great 
Laken and providing commissioners therefor. 
The joint resolution was read. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. I object. 


JOSEPH W. FISHER. 


Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph 
W. Fisher. 

The bill, with the amendment of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions striking out ‘‘$72” and inserting ‘‘ $50,” was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming {Mr. CorreEn]? 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
for that motion now. 


CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


Mr. KIEFER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill es 578) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 


MILDRED P. POULLAIN, 


Mr. LAWSON, Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H.R.983) for the relief of Mildred P. Poullain, 
widow of Dr. Thomas N. Poullain, deceased, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, to be determined under sections 1059, 1 and 
1061 of the Revised Statutes, and that said court proceed to consider and 
render judgment on said claim irrespective of the statute of. limitations or 
any question of loyalty of said Thomas M. Poullain, and the judgment of 
said court be reported to Congress. 


Mr. PAYNE. I object. 
ESTATE OF HOLMES SELLS, DECEASED. 


Mr. REILLY. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a resolution referring to the Court of Claims a bill for the re- 
lief of the estate of Holmes Sells, deceased. This claim isembraced 
= a resolution reported favorably by the Committee on War 

aims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
pile dnosbasd. pander Gi tl ottoman diate bank Goon 

’ wi 
hereby, referred to the Court of Chaime ee er D Provusonn < of all existi 


laws providing for the findings of fact by said court in cases so referred, 
to report the same to Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

Mr. REILLY. Theresolution proposes merely to refer this case 
to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts. There has been a 
unanimous report in favor of such reference by the Committee on 
War Claims. The claim is for stores and supplies taken fur the 
use of the Army, and the Committee on War Claims, in pursuance 
of the acts of Congress in such cases, have unanimously reported 
in favor of this reference. The resolution provides simply for a 
finding of facts to be a to Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What kind of supplies were these? 

Mr. REILLY. Supplies for the Army. 

a BYNUM. The committee itself can refer these claims if it 
chooses. 

Mr. REILLY. I think that recently it has been considered that 
such reference requires the action of the House. This reference 
of the case to the Court of Claims will simply give the claimant 
the right to go into court and present the facts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam in general opposed to all these claims, 
but I will not object if an amendment be added similar to that 
which was assented to by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] a few moments since in a similar case, an amendment 
providing that the courts shall have no right to enter judgment. 

Mr. REILLY. This resolution as it now stands provides merely 
for a finding of facts to be reported to Congress. Iask that the 
resolution be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let an amendment be added in this form: 

Provided, That the court shall have no right toenter judgment against the 
United States. 

Mr. REILLY. We donot ask that the court render judgment. 
But I am perfectly willing to accept the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. r. Speaker, one of the most noticeably 
unpleasant features of the closing hours of this notable Congress 
has been the attack upon the appointment of a monetary commis- 
sion to confer with the great nations of Europe on the important 
question of bimetallism in our currency, which came with persist- 
ence and bitterness from the Representatives of a small party on 
the floor of this House. I think it may be said; Mr. Soeaber, that 
the promise, or perhaps in better phrase, the prophetic utterances 
which were repeated in both branches of Congress during the dis- 
cussion of the currency question in 1893 have been made good by 
the signs of the times. 

It was said over and over again that the repeal of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman Act would tend indirectly but power- 
fully to bring about bimetallism in the whole world; and those 
statements have met with complete and successful fulfillment. 

I believe that the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man law did more than any other one legislative act to bring 
about the condition which we now have, and which seems to ren- 
der it possible, and indeed very hopeful, that bimetallism by com- 
mon agreement is to come; that we are to have a common, con- 
current settlement of this mighty question, to be participated in 
by all the great nations of the earth, and the establishment in that 
way of bimetallism in this country upon a sure basis, and one 
which never could have taken place by any means other than the 
common action of all these great nations. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I regret that in this auspicious hour, 
when the hopes of good men, irrespective of party, are raised high 
in the anticipation that this dark cloud of financial complication 
and embarrassment which has overshadowed us is to pass away, 
when we caneven see the light of a brighter day breaking through 
the clouds, it is, I say, to be regretted that the representatives of 
this party, small in numbers it is true, in this House, and, thank 
God, to be much smaller in the next House, and yet representing 
a large body of the citizens of the United States, should have been 
unpatriotic ae and so unwise as to have sent abroad to the 
people of the world the discouraging utterar.ces which have been 

e on this floor. When all were struggling in a common cause, 
Republicans and Democrats alike, the representatives of this po- 
litical faction have notified the people of foreign countries that 
the American people mean nothing by this movement. They de- 
clare, in sofar as they may speak for the American rom that that 
people have no confidence whatever and no faith nor hope nor 
trust in the outcome of this proposed conference. It is given out 
that itis a mere makeshift, a mere proposition to kill time, and 
— no sincere purpose exists to bring about the longed-for re- 


Mr. Speaker, when the great apostle of the new dispensation 
visited some of the cities of Asia, then in the civilized portion of 
the world, and preached the doctrine of his religion, it appeared 
that-he made with great force the appeals of his eloquence and 
logic against the great Diana, the idcl of certain of the Ephesians, 
and the power of superstition about her was being threatened to 
its fall, And there was in one of the cities a certain craftsman, 
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Demetrius by name, who carried on a little silversmith shop in one 

of the by-streets of that city; and he and a few artisans and curb- 

stone peddlers sold little trinkets that were used in the worship of 

Diana. They were makers of shrines, and of the small affairs that 

went to decorate those places of idolatrous eee and Deme- 
e 


trius gathered together his fellow peddlers and rs and sent 
up a voice protesting against the see of Paul and his asso- 
ciates, declaring that there was danger that it would overthrow 
the supremacy of Diana; and they said: 

Sirs, ye know that by this craft we have our wealth. 

Moreover, ye see and hear, that not alone at Ephesus, but almost. cugh- 
out all Asia, this Paul hath persuaded and turned away much people, saying 
that they be no gods, which are made with hands. 

So that not only this our craft is in danger to be set at naught; but also 
that the temple of the great goddess Diana should be despised, and her 
magnificence should be destroyed, whom all Asia and the world worshippetl. 


In other words, they firmly believed that if Diana was over- 
thrown they would be out of a job, and would be no longer per- 
mitted to stand on the street corners and peddle shrines and 
trinkets. 

Mr. Speaker, if this monetary conference shall be a success, as 
all een people in this country hope and pray and trust in the 
wisdom of Almighty God it may be, and as they believe it will be, 
in the patriotism of the American people, there will be a number 
of gentlemen out of a job. [Laughter and applause.] They will 
be no longer able to stand on the street corners selling trinkets, 
the political bric-a-brac they represent. Let their idol once fall, 
and their occupation is gone. 

I will not impugn the motives of any gentleman; but when I 
hear, amid the great acclaim of the American people to-day, hope- 
ful and joyous in this behalf, the piping voice of discord offering 
obstruction and discontent in every direction and prophesying 
dire evils to follow, I am led to believe, as I do believe, that if a 
number of these so-called leaders of this Populistic faction could 
to-morrow morning bring about bimetallism absolutely, upon the 
monetary practice of the entire world on the basis of 16 to 1, and 
thus settle this question and take it out of politics—I say I believe 
that the majority of this faction would be found not only not 
supporting the proposition that would thus result, but opposing 
it with all their might, because it would be the overthrow of their 
entire stock in trade, and the great questions of capital and labor 
and other matters vital to the interests of cee le that would con- 
front us in the immediate future would be the 
which they would be driven, or else they would be driven into 
absolute retirement. 

I congratulate this Congress, therefore, that the best thing it 
has done, the best thing the Almighty has given it power to do, 
is an effort to do something more than mere words—more than 
mere efforts of oratory and demagogy—to bring something 
absolutely helpful and hopeful to pass in this great country. 
[Great applause. | 

Mr.REILLY. Mr.Speaker, I demand the previous question, but 
will yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts five minutes. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the House that 
s remember that when six years ago—— 

. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary ques- 
tion. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER = tempore (Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts). A 
bill presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] 
to which an amendment has been offered. 

Mr. WALKER. I will occupy but a minute ortwo. I wish to 
say on this question that the long and earnest study, before I 
came to the House and since I came here, that I have given to it 
has led me more and more to magnify its importance and of the 
difficulty of adjusting the relations between gold and silver in 
this country and inthe world. It isno suchan easy question—the 
relation between these metals—as has been assumed by both sides 
of this House. It is a question of great seriousness and moment 
to this country and the world, and one involving an immense 
amount of difficulty, and I want to suggest patience as well as 
perseverance in the deliberations of this question, and moderation 
in our demands on those who are to settle it must be observed. 
Weare liable at any time to come to the same difficulty with ref- 
erence to gold as to silver that we have reached to-day in refer- 
ence to silver as to gold. 

It would be one of the greatest pieces of folly we could enact 
to wholly discard silver in our coinage and money. And yet we 
must be exceedingly cautious as to how we grant free coinage of 
silver by this country alone. And it has been my earnest desire 
from the begifning,in my action upon this question, in the great 
duties with which the House intrusted me upon this subject as a 
member of the Committees on Coinage, etc., and on Banking and 
Currency, to put this country in a position to say to other coun- 
tries that it is upon them a hundredfold more than upon us that the 
duty devolved of taking up this burden of silver as to gold and 
carrying it to a successful solution. 

I believe that when the Bland-Allison Act was passed it was a 


eld of politics into . 


mistake. Why? Because I believe it held out encouragements 
to the Governments of Europe to throw the whole silver burden 
upon this country, and when the act of July 14, 1890, was passed, 
I believed that the dawn had come, because it stopped the coinage 
of silver dollars in this country, and because at the same time it 
provided for a use of silver that would demonstrate whether this 
country alone, buying that immense amount of silver, could ma- 
terially affect its value. 

It went down, down, down, under the operation of that law, just 
as I said to my friends on the committee and on the conference 
committee that perfected the bill, and to this House, would be the 
result. And I believe that silver is very much lower to-day be- 
cause of the Bland-Allison Act and of the immense purchases 
made by this country to pile silver up in the eyes of the world 
only to depreciate its value. Since we repealed the purchase 
clause of the act of July 14, 1890, we have a ‘“‘clean slate.” Let 
us stand on the ground on which we are, and demand that the 
countries of Europe shall put their shoulders to the wheel and as- 
sist in the solution of this great question. It is only possible for 
us to assist in the solution of the coinage question. We can not 
carry it alone. 

Not national coinageof either metal, but international coinage— 
a ‘“‘ world’s coinage,” uniformity of coinage throughout the world, 
covering every country—is what the monetary conference must 
address itself to. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. REILLY. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Bryan], at the end of which time I shall ask for a 


vote. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I was necessarily absent from the 
House when it conven esterday evening and I was very sorry 
to learn when I mer eta that the discussion had just closed on 
the international monetary conference proposition. I find from 
reading the RECORD of the proceedings of vast evening that the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE] in the course of that dis- 
cussion used language which has been misconstrued by some, and 
which left an impression which I think ought to be corrected. 

We who believe in the immediate restoration of the free and 
unlimited coinage of gold and silver at 16 to1 by this country 
alone can favor an international monetary conference without in- 
consistency. As the gentleman from Colorado read an extract 
from the address issued a few days ago and signed by a number 
of silver Democrats, myself among them, I desire to insert the en- 
tire address in the REcorp in order that its full purpose may be 
understood. It is as follows: 


To the Democrats of the United States: 


We, the undersigned Democrats, present for your consideration the fol- 
lowing statement: 

We believe that the establishment of gold as the only monetary standard 
and the elimination of silver as a full legal-tender money will increase the 
purchasing power of each dollar, add to the burden of all debts, decrease the 
market value of all other forms of property, continue and intensify business 
depression, and finally reduce the majority of the people to financial bond- 


e. 
“ee believe that no party can hope for enduring success in the United States 
so long as it advocates a single gold standard, and that the advocacy of such 
a financial policy would be ially fatal toa party which, like the Demo- 
cratic party, derives its voting strength from those who may without re- 
roach be called the common people; and we point to the overwhelming de- 
‘eat of the party in 1894, to the opposition aroused by the veto of the seignior- 
age bill, and to the still more unanimous protest against the issue of gold 
bonds, as arent that the Democratic party can not be brought to the support 
of the gold-standard policy. 

We believe that the money question will be the paramount issue in 1896, and 
will so remain until itis settled by the intelligence and patriotism of the 
American voters. 

We believe that a large majority of the Democrats of the United States 
favor bimetallism, and realize that it can only be secured by the restoration 
of the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the present ratio, and 
we assert that the majority have and should exercise the right to control 
the policy of the ty and retain the party name. 

e believe that it is the duty of the ority, and within their power, to 
take charge of the party organization om make the Democratic party an 
effective instrament in the accomplishment of needed reforms. Itis not nec- 
essary that Democrats should surrender their convictions on other questions 
in order to take an active part in the settlement of the question which at this 
time surpasses al] others in ea. 

We believe that the rank and file of the Democratic party should at once 
assert themselves in the Democratic party and place that party on record in 
favor of the immediate restoration of the free and unlimited coinage of gold 
and silver at the present legal ratio of 16 tol, as such coinage existed prior to 
1873, without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation, such gold and 
silver coin to be a full legal tender for all ee a and private. 

We urge all Democrats who favor the financi licy above set forth to as- 
sociate themselves and impress their views upon the party organization; we 
urge all newspapers in harmony with the above financial policy to place it at 
= head of the editorial column and assist in the immediate restoration of 

imet: 


We believe just what we say in that address, that this country 
should restore bimetallism at once and without waiting for the aid 
or consent of any other nation, and yet we do not object to an in- 
ternational conference if some other nation asksfor it. While we 
are in favor of sending delegates to this conference, we have no 
—~ hope that such a conference will accomplish anything, nor 

o we believe that an international agreement is necessary; but 
at this time the United States is not coining silver, and it is obvi- 











ously impossible to secure any action favorable to silver before 
March 4, 1897. If, while the United States refuses to coin silver, 
we refuse to send representatives to an international conference, 
our refusal will be taken asa declaration against silver rather than 


in its favor. 

My reason for believing that an international monetary confer- 
ence is not likely to accomplish anything is that other nations do 
not stand in the same attitude that we do. It has been said by 
the gold advocates in England, and well said, that England is a 
creditor nation, and that, as she draws her income from all other 
nations, she profits by the appreciation of the dollar. Those who 
are in authority there realize that and openly admit it, and I do 
not believe that we can expect those who are profiting by the 
appreciation of the dollar to join heartily in the restoration of 
bimetallism. 

Mr. Harcourt said in the English Parliament the other day that, 
while the Government would not object to the proposition then 
made, he had no hope of the conference resulting In any good. 
He announced to the advocates of bimetallism that England is op- 
posed to any change in her financial system. I donot believe that 
this monetary conference is even likely to be convened at the in- 
stance of a foreign nation; and it it is convened 1 do not believe 
that it will result in any agreement. And yet, sir, we who be- 
lieve in free coinage, we who think that this nation can and should 
undertake free coinage alone—we, I say, are not willing to place 
ourselves in the attitude of refusing to lend a helping hand if any 
other nation desires a conference. 

The Reichstag of Germany has, it is true, declared in favor of 
reconvening themonetaryconference. But, asI understandit, that 
is the popular branch of the legislature and may not result in any 
action on the part of the Government. In the action taken by 
the Reichstag, however, we find strong proof that in Germany, 
which more than twenty years ago adopted the gold standard, it 
has been demonstrated that the gold standard is a failure for the 
masses of the people and only beneficial to the capitalistic classes. 
And it is a significant fact that just after the Reichstag resolved 
in favor of international bimetallism the Chamber of Commerce 
of Berlin passed resolutions condemning the action of the Reichs- 
tag and approving of the gold standard. They have the same 
contest over there that we have here. 

They have a contest between the money power and the common 
people, but the money power has a greater advantage there than 

ere. If in this country, where we have universal suffrage and 
@ more equal distribution of wealth than is found in Germany, 
we have labored in vain for twenty years to restore bimetallism 
after it was stricken down in the dark and without public discus- 
sion, what hope is there in Germany or in England, where great 
national debts held by the capitalistic classes make the Govern- 
ments the slaves of the money lenders? 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of doing an which looks to- 
ward the restoration of silver, but I want it understood that while 
we are willing tosend delegates to an international conference 
and are anxious to send real advocates of silver who will vote and 
work for the restoration of bimetallism, yet we are not in favor of 
waiting upon that conference for one day or one hour. Whether 
the conference is held or not we are in favor of continuing the 
agitation, and shall endeavor at the very first moment to secure 
the pa of a bill providing for “‘the immediate restoration of 
the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the present 
legal ratio of 16 to 1, as such coinage existed to 1873, with- 
out waiting fer the aid or consent of any other nation, such gold 
and silver coin to be a full legal tender for all debts, public and 
private.” 

If this conference results in good, all right; we shall accept the 
good and be thankful. If it results in nothing, as the three pre- 
vious conferences have, we need not feel disappointed nor cast 
down. I believe that independent action on our part at once 
would force other nations to restore bimetallism much sooner 
than such a result can be secured by words of persuasion. In 
other words, I believe that we shall wait in vain if we wait for 
bimetallism by an international agreement; I believe that this 
nation alone is able to maintain the parity between gold and sil- 
ver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and I further believe that the worst 
results which can possibly follow from independent action on 
the pees of the United States will be better for our people than 
TA ; results which can follow from our present financial policy. 

plause. 

Me DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman to say that he is 
= a of the free coinage of silver by this country at a ratio of 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman believe that it will result 
in bimetallism? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How? 

Mr. BRYAN. Because I believe that this country is great 
ae . — the parity between the two metals at the 
ratio o . 
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Mr. DINGLEY. By buying silver at $1.29 an ounce, when itis 
only worth 63 cents in the market. 

r. BRYAN. Ifthe gentleman understands the meaning of 
free coinage, he understands that it does not mean the buying of 
an ounce of silver. Wedo not want to buy silver. We want to 
open the mints to silver as the mints are now open to gold. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Another question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

fr. DINGLEY. Is there a bill before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a bill before the House, 
presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman yield me five minutes? 

Mr. REILLY. I yielded five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas, and I wil yield five minutes to you after the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to again get 
into this discussion. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
went out of his way, I think, to attack, though he did not men- 
tion it out and aboveboard, the Populist party. He took occasion 
to sneer at the Populists because they were few in number. 
am not an old man, and yet I remember when the Republican 
party was few in number; when it stood for a principle, and went 
through the same course of ridicule he is trying to heap upon us 
to-day. He charges us with being demagogues. Now, I say that 
it comes with very poor grace from the gentlemen in the Repub- 
lican party in regard to this money question. They have been 
playing the dem: gogue with the people in regard to the free 
coinage of silver for, lo! these many years. 

In my State two years ago they, the Republican party, stood for 
and ran on a gold standard platform; but last time the thing was 
changed to a free-silver platform. You never know where to find 
them upon that question; but they are all the time playing the 
demagogue, fooling ed a and he hails with delight this op- 
portunity that is offe again to postpone action on the silver 
question by and through this monetary commission. 

They do not want any action taken on it. Mr. Speaker, with- 
out this commission they would have to at once take a decided 
stand. The idea that this country should wait for the action of 
any other country upon the silver question to come is fallacious in 
theextreme. Jefferson and Hamilton, who were the leading spirits 
in maintaining the parity between the two metals in the years 
gone by, did not wait for the action of a monetary commission to 
see what European countries would door what action they would 
take. a were Americans and patriotic citizens of a great 
country. Even in those days, in the infancy of this country, it 
stood alone and took action independent of other countries to se- 
cure a parity between the two metals and gave us free silver. 

Let us profit by the example these patriotic citizens and leaders 
of the two great parties gave us; let us act as becomes a great na- 
tion, a great people, and a great Republic, and show our independ- 
ence of the whole world by taking action ourselves and giving the 
people of this country free coinage of silver. The course the gen- 

and his party have pursued has brought his State to pov- 
erty and bankruptcy, and thousands of the people of the State of 
Ohio to-day, if the + ae correctly inform us, are on the verge of 
starvation owing to the policy pursued by the Republican 8 

r. REILLY. I yield two minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
WANGER}. 


[Mr. WANGER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. REILLY. Tyield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Dine.ey]}. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, a single word with reference to 
the question which has been thrust upon this House in the discus- 
sion on this privaie bill. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BryYAN] has said that this country can undertake at once and 
alone the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and can thus 
restore the parity between gold and silver coin under free coinage. 
I inquired of the gentleman whether he believed that this country 
alone could undertake to receive all the silver of the world that 
might be nted at our mints for free coinage at 16 to 1 and 
thus lift the price of silver bullion from the present market value 
of 63 eee ounce to 12 cents oance. I asked whether that 
result could be accomplished in this manner, and if the effort should 
be undertaken in that way, single-handed and alone, whether it 
would not result in silver monometallism. The gentleman, as I 
understood his reply, thought that we could immediately do this. 


If we could, we should accomplish the marvelous result of taking 
a product of the world which to-day is worth bit 63 cents an 
ounce—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


cen 

Mr. DINGLEY. Wi 60 cents an ounce in the markets of 
the world, and raise it at once to $1.29 per ounce. We would 
undertake to accept all the silver that the world might t at 
our mints, our people receiving it and practically pa for it 
(for that is what it comes to at last) at $1.29 an ounce when it is 
worth only 60 cents an ounce in the markets of the world. 
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I believe—and it is the judgment of every European bimetal- 
list; indeed, of every bimetallist student in this country outside of 
So if this country should undertake alone that work—if 

rance alone should undertake it—the effect would be simply that 
the country so undertaking it would be immediately brought to a 
silver monometallic basis. My objection to the free coinage of 
silver by this country alone, at the ratio of 16 to 1, is that it 
means not bimetallism, but silver monometallism. 

There took place only ten days ago an important discussion in 
the French Chamber of Deputies (and itis France to whom we 
must largely look in this matter), in which the French minister of 
finance, M. Ribot, in response to a question asked by M. Fougeriol, 
replied that neither France nor any other country in the world 
could undertake the free coinage of silver alone upon a ratio of 
154 to 1 or 16 to 1 without immediately coming to grief. And 
while, he said, France was ready to unite with other countries 
in restoring silver to free coinage at a ratio which could be main- 
tained and was ready to unite in any conference looking to that 
end, yet it was the duty of all bimetallists (and such the French 
people are) to hold where they are until a sufficient number of the 
commercial nations of the world can unite on a ratio which there 
will be sufficient commercial power to maintain so as to preserve 
the parity between the two metals. 

I am in favor of the use of both metals in the money of this 
country and of the world. I am in favor of the free coinage of 
both metals in such a manner and at such time as it can be done 
and maintain both at a parity, and thus secure to us both silver 
and gold. ButI realize that this can not be accomplished by us 
alone. We have deferred—yes, deferred—the restoration of bi- 
metallism by undertaking for fifteen years past to relieve other 
countries from the pressure that was coming upon them in con- 
sequence of the wide divergence of silver and gold. If gentlemen 
really want bimetallism they will stand where they are until the 
leading commercial nations can be brought to unite with us in 
fixing a ratio which can be maintained so as to secure to us the 
use of both metals as money, and not so as to bring about silver 
monometallism, which would be the result of the policy which the 
gentleman from Nebraska advocates here. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REILLY] to yield me five minutes in order that I may reply to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGLEyY}. 

Mr. REILLY. Iam sorry to say thatIcan not doso. I have 
promised to yield to other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is now recognized for two-minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the declaration of the gen- 
tleman*from Kansas [Mr. Simpson] shows to the people of the 
country the’extreme density of the ignorance of men touching this 
doctrine of free silver. He talks about the action of Jefferson 
and Hamilton in the establishment of silver and gold in the coin- 
age of our country. Why, Mr. Speaker, does not the gentleman 
know that there is no comparison, no illustration, nothing ger- 
mane. Let me call the attention of the young men of this House, 
the students of American politics—any yo man who hears my 
voice now—to the fact, important and controlling fact, that when 
Hamilton established the coinage of gold and siiver in the United 
States, or when it was done at the time indicated by the gentleman 
from Kansas, the monetary systems of the Old World were based 
upon gold andsilver. They had bimetallism. They had gold and 

ilver in their coinage; and we, the infant nation, simply came for- 
ward and joined the great sisterhood of countries. e merely 
adapted our coinage to the existing systems of the old countries. 
We simply moved into the family and adopted the customs and 
practices of the family. 

But here is a proposition that departs from the customs of the 
family and is against the conditions surrounding the other na- 
tions of the world. We shall undertake the free coinage of silver 
wholly in opposition to the practices of the world. differ- 
a upon what false theories of politics this whole fabric 


Now, Mr. Speaker, one other word. The gentleman has seen 
fit to assail Ohio, and charge that the le of Ohio are starving 
and that the State is bankrupt. Why, Mr. , here is a density 
of ignorance beyond compare. Ohio bankrupt!—with her ability 
to borrow money at a rate of interest lower than the Democratic 
party can borrow it through the channels of the General Govern- 
ment. The mighty State of Ohio bankrupt!—to-day supporting the 
finest system of publicinstitutionsinallthe world! Here and there 
a section, a few townships in the more than 2,000 townships of 
the State—here and there perhaps in a half dozen townships a 
class of people rendered idle and helpless by the exigencies of 
these times is suffering for food; but the people of Ohio are not 
only supporting those people, taking care of those people, but I 

oint with pride and pleasure to the fact that we have sent to the 
of Kansas long trains of cars bearing provisions to the starv- 
people of some of those sections; and now recently, with all 
our troubles upon us, out of the abundant production and wealth 


of the State of Ohio her people have sent car load upon car load, 
day in and day out, one month after the other month, to supply 
the distress of the people of the State from which comes my distin- 
guished friend—the State of Nebraska. We are not only able 
to take care of our own people, but also the suffering people of the 
other States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment to the resolution was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. REILLY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

ELSAS, MAY & CO. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON was recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse now take 
a recess until 11 o’clock. 

Mr. BRYAN. Oh, no; let us go on with the discussion of the 
monet question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iask unanimous consent to consider the 
bill (H.R. 2715) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co., of Atlanta, Ga. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I object. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman not withdraw the ob- 
jection long enough to permit me to make a brief statement? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. No; I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri that the House take a recess until 
11 o'clock. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Smrpson) there were—ayes 110, noes 13. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. Smrpson and Mr. 
DockERY as tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending this count, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that members may have the privilege of pub- 
lishing remarks in the RECORD on the monetary conference ques- 
tion during the remainder of the week. 

Mr. HATCH. That has been objected to half a dozen times. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. HATCH. Members who are not present now have ob- 
jected heretofore, and it is not fair in their absence to bring this 
matter up again. I never make personal objection myself, but 
this has been already objected to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Matr- 
LORY] objected, but he has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I renewit in the most emphatic way. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) at 10 o’clock and 14 min- 
utes a. m. the House took a recess until 11 o’clock. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 11 a. m., was called to 
order by the Speaker. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
clerks of the House be authorized and directed to make such changes in 
the engrossed copy of the bill (H. R. 8873) entitled “An act authorizing the 
Dyers and Mississippi Railway and Improvement Company to bridge 
the Obion River in the State of Tennessee, and for other purposes,” as will 
cause said engrossed copy to conform with said bill as it passed the House of 
Representatives. 


Also, that the Senate had passed joint resolution (S. R. 143) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver two pieces of 
= cannon to the First Regiment North Carolina State 

uards. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amondment joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the Secretary of the Senate and 
Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers and 
employees of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on 
the annual rolls their ctive salaries for the month of March 
on the 9th day of said month. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
submit a resolution for present consideration. 
SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of 
the House to join such committee as has been appointed by the Senate to wait 


The gentleman from Georgia is 











CONGRESSIONAL 





upon the President of the United States to inform him that Congress, having 
finished its business, is now ready to close its sessions by adjournment. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CATCHINGS, 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. REED as the committee to wait upon 
the President. 

COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Rusk, Mr. 
MEREDITH, and Mr. Corrin of Maryland as the Committee on Ac- 
counts, to serve during the vacation of Congress under the provi- 
sions of the legislative bill. 


JOHN W. ALMARODE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer for present consideration a resolution providing payment 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

y, out of the contingent fund of the House, John W. Almarode, father of 

crnest Almarode, deceased, late an employee of the House of Representatives, 
a sum equal to six months of the salary paid to him at the time of his death, 
and also to pay to him the amount o the expenses of the last illness and 
funeral of said Ernest Almarode, said expenses not to exceed $250, to be paid 
on bills of particulars as now required by law. 

Mr.SAYERS. Will the g»ntleman please explain the purpose 
of this resolution? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Thisresolution, I willstate, has been approved 
by the Committee on Accounts, but owing to the fact that the 
death of this employee occurred in the closing hours of the last 
Congress it could not be privileged to report it, and hence it was 
reported with the recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mitteeon Appropriations, to be putin one of the een bills. 
As it is now too late, since the appropriation bills have all been 
passed, I ask unanimous consent to pass it and provide for the 

vayment out of the contingent fund of the House, as prescribed 
in the resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is a resolution providing for the usual six 
months’ pay and the burial expenses? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all. 
Mr. JONES. 
third Congress? 

Mr. SPRINGER. | 
comunittee. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. 

e in motion of Mr. SPRINGER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DEDICATION OF CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment of the 
following committee under a concurrent resolution recently 
adopted by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In compliance with a concurrent resolution of the two Houses, providin 


for the participation of Congress in the dedication of the Chickamauga an 
Chattanooga National Military Park, the Speaker names as representatives 


of other armies than that engaged in the campaign for Chattanooga, and of 
the Navy, the following: W. H. Hatrcnu of Missouri, D. B. CULBERSON of 
Texas, THoMAS B. Reep of Maine, J. D. Savers of Texas, J. F.C. TALBOTT 
of Maryland, D. E. Stckues of New York, W. L. Wiuson of West Virginia, 
8S. R. MauLory of Florida, C. A. BoUTELLE of Maine, 8. B. ALEXANDER of 
North Carolina, T. J. Hzenperson of Illinois, C. E. HooKER of Mississippi 

J.C. Tarsney of Missouri, D. B. HenpeRsoN of Iowa, H. H. BINGHAM o 

Pennsylvania, W. F. DRaprerR of Massachusetts, A. R. KIEFER of Minnesota, 
G. P. HARRISON of Alabama, W. B. ENGLIsH of California, J. W. MARSHALL 
of Virginia, H.C. Van Voorais of Ohio, OscaAR LAPHAM of Rhode Island. 


BRIDGE OVER THE OBION RIVER, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to make such changes in the 
e d copy of the bill (H. R. 8873) entitled “An act authorizing the Dy- 
pe and yan Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the 
Obion River in the State of Tennessee, and for other purposes,"’ as will cause 
said cmmpoened copy to conform with said bill as it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO FILE REPORTS. 

Mr. CAMINETTI asked unanimous consent to file reports from 
the Committee on the Public Lands on the bills H. R. 119 and H. 
R. 8785. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

JOSHUA BISHOP. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MORGAN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Joshua Bishop, Fifty-second Con- 
gress. 


Was not that resolution defeated in the Fifty- 
It was not defeated; it was referred to a 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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PAYMENT OF MARCH SALARIES. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives borne on the annual rolls their respective 
salaries for the month of March on the 9th day of said month. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, in- 
cluding the Capitol police, their respective salaries for the month of March, 
1895, on the 9th day of said month. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ELECTRIC BELLS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol, under the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, and in their discretion, be, andis hereby, authorized and 
directed to introduce a system of electric bells in the Hall of the House, con- 
necting the desks of members with apartments to be fitted upin the rear of 
the Hall, for the convenience of members in communicating with pages. the 
expenses of said system to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
the amount of the expenditure not to exceed $1,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I think that is a very proper resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. From what committee does this come? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It does not come from any commit- 
tee, but after consultation, so far as I have been able to have it, 
with members on both sides, it seemed to be apt and properly 
guarded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have it reported again, 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all right. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CONDEMNED CANNON TO NORTH CAROLINA STATE GUARDS, 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following Senate joint resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to deliver to the First Regiment North Carolina State Guards 
two pieces of condemned cannon, provided that the same can be spared with- 


out a to the service and no expense is thereby incurred by the Goy- 
ernment. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Sayers, at 11 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes a. m., the House took a recess for fifteen minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that for 
the remainder of this session to-day members’ families who 
have been unable to find seats in the galleries may be seated on 
the floor or in the corridor of the House. I understand that there 
is a large number of the wives and daughters of members in the 
corridors who have been unable to secure seats. ; 

The SPEAKER. Under therules the Chair can not submit that 
request; but—— 

tr. BRECKINRIDGE. If the Doorkeeper does not interpose, I 
presume the Chair will not. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that it be done; and if 
there be no objection the Doorkeeper will be permitted to admit 
the wives and daughters of members during the remainder of the 
session. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. [Great ee and applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not submit a request of that 
kind under the rules. The committee is ready to report. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr.Speaker, your committee appointed, in 
conjunction with a similar committee of the Senate, to wait upon 
the President and advise him of the state of the business of the 
House have discharged that duty, and are requested by the Presi- 
dent to say that he has no further communication to make to 
Congress. - 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to print in the REcoRD a statement of pension legislation, not to 
extend beyond ten days. 
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Mr. MOSES, chairman of the Committee on Pensions, on mo- 
tion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, was also granted the same leave. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (S. 1066) to authorize the Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment to audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong 
to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 2463) to grant a township of land to the State of Mis- 
sissippi for the use of the Institute and College for Girls; 

‘A ball (H. R. 8979) to provide for the salaries of the judges and 
other officers of the United States court in the Indian Territory; 

A bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Fred Kormann; 

A bill (S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow of 
Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased; 

. 2842) granting a pension to Maj. Gen. John A. Mc- 
Clernand; 


Joint resolution (S.R.91) toprovide for the printing of a digest 
of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, salary, and 
compensation of officials of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 8873) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi 
River Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion 
River, in the State of Tennessee, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings; 

A bill (H. R. 6565) — a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John R. Lynn, who served as a private soldier from 
Pe lvania in the war of the Revolution; 

A bill (H. R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to extend time in which members 
of the Fifty-third Congress may distribute documents; 

A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal; 

A bill (H.R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8479) making a for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other Sees : 

Joint resolution ba Res. 287) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the 
officers and aes of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives borne on the annual rolls their respective salaries for the 
month of March on the 9th day of said month; 

A bill (H. R. 8659) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the _— = oo Clinch a in the —— - es w 

A bi .R. 0 a pension rs. Mary E. Wyse, 
widow of Lieut. Col. oo Wears 

A bill (H. R. 8407) toamend section 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights; 

A bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of John H. Willis; 

A bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R.7645) for the reliei of Kate Eberle, an Indian 
woman; 

A bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil Moreland; 

A bill (H. R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6816) to amend the charter of the District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic through 
national and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject 
to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States; 

A bill (S. 2721) to amend the river and harbor act of August 7, 
1894, providing for improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga: 

A bill (S. 2503) for the relief of James Curran; 

A bill (S. 1841) to provide that all persons employing female hel 
in stores, shops, or manufactories in the District of Columbia shall 

ide seats for the same when not actually employed; 

A bill (S. 1252) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the times and places to hold terms of the United States courts in 
the State of Washington;” 

A bill (S$. 2362) to amend the act entitled “‘An act authorizing 
the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge the 
Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas or in the Stateof Texas,” 
approved April 21, 1894; 

bill (8S. 333) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 134) calling on the President to take such 
measures as he may deem necessary to consummate the agreement 
between the Governments of Spain and the United States for the 
rm of Antonio Maximo Mora, a naturalized citizen of the United 
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Joint resolution (S.R.19) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth 
New York Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph operators during the 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1201) to provide for the reimbursement of officers 
and seamen for property lost or destroyed in the naval service of 
the United States; 

A bill (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued pensions; 

A bill (5S. 707) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 143) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver to the First Regiment North Carolina State 
Guard two pieces of condemned cannon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and a joint poestation of the following titles: 

On March 2, 1895: 

An Ss R. 8727) making appropriations for the Department/~ 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; 

An act (H. R. 8093) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8092) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

An act (H.R.8189) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala.; 

An act (H. R.6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company tu construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River; 

An act (H. R. 8327) toauthorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis River, 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 

An act (H.R.8880) to authorize the Pittsburg, Monongahela 
and Wheeling Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the 
Monongahela River; 

An act (H. R. 8882) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin; 

An act (H.R.8714) to incorporate the Capital Railway Com- 


pany; 

An act (H. R. 8698) to authorize the Washington and Marlboro 
Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extend its line of road 
into and within the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 8638) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to incor- 
porate the Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” ap- 
proved August 1, 1892, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin; 

An act (H.R.725) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. ; 

An act (H.R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Aibin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; 

An act (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

An act (H.R. 1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney; 

An act (H.R. 1229) granting a pension to Bridget Devine; 

An act (H. R.7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Mark- 


am; 

An act (H.R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold; 

An act (H.R. 5505) ——_ a pension to Joseph R. Brooks, 
father, by adoption, of Henry M. Brooks; 

An act (H.R. 2118) to pension John B. Leach; 

An act (H. R. 3977) to pension Jane Webster; 

An act (H. R.5301) to pension David H. Sexton for services in 
Oregon Indian wars; 

An act (H. R. 6646) to pension Albert Munson; 

An act (H.R.6651) to pension Sasannah Kepford, of Noble 
County, Ind.; 

An act (H. R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, crippled son 
of a soldier of the war of 1812; 

An act (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow of 
David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818: 

An act (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius 
H. Stahel; 

An act (H. R. 4605) granting chief justice of United States courts 
in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take proof in 
land cases, etc.; 

An act (H. R. 8811) granting a pension to James Jones; 

_ An act (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Alexander M. Laugh- 


An act (H. R. 8900) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad 
Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and tele- 
phone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
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An act (H.R. 8696) to amend the act to incorporate the Ameri- 
can University; 

An act (H. R. 3246) for the appesntment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen; 

- An act (H.R.8614) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior for restoration to the pub- 
lic domain lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not 
needed for naval purposes; 

An act (H.R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of theact for the 
relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and 
the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889; 

An act (H. R. 6979) to amendsection 3 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the 
United States,” approved August 1, 1888; 

An act (H.R. 8767) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8127) toprovide increase of pension to Husea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; : 

An act (H.R.575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith; 

An act (H. R. 8099) to increase the pension of Alexander Wil- 

_ Hamson; 

An act (H. R. 6430) granting increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Pinney; ’ 

An act (H. R. 6461) to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary Button, of 
Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased; 

An act (H.R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett; 

An act (H.R. 7997) to amend the military record of Angus V. 
Wilson; 

An act (H.R. 8388) making ae to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the 
sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861;” 

An act (H.R. 8479) making appropriations for current contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian partment and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 

An act (H.R. 8234) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
end consular service for the fi year ending June 30, 1596; 

(/ An act (H.R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; 
and 

~ Anact (H.R. 8892) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GORMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the pa- 
pers in the case of Jacob M. Hamberger, Fifty-third Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HatcH). The House will be 
in order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask unanimous consent 
that the families of members be admitted to the floor. Some sane 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that that consent has already 
been given by the present occupant of the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 


VOTE OF THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, in a government by 
the people a majority can only manifest its will through organiza- 
tion and cooperation. This necessarily becomes a government 
through parties and begets two great party izations, which, 
from time to time, change places from the majority to the mi- 
nority party. Sharp an nisms result between the parties, and 
between individuals as they stand for parties and policies. In 
this, the greatest legislative body on earth, the Speaker for the 
time being is the greatest individual factor. He must, within 

r bounds, subserve the interests of his party and at the same 
ime accord to the minority the rights to which it is entitled. 

The Fifty-third Co is about to pass into history. Before 
it expires it ismy pri ae , a8 one of the minority, to 

my appreciation of the fairness and courtesy of the Speaker 
of the House. [Loud general applause.] I therefore send this 


resolution tothe Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read, and move 
its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of this House are presented to the Hon. CHARLES 
F. Crisp for the able, impartial, and dignified manner in which he has pre- 
sided over its deliberations and performed the arduous and important duties 
of the Chair. 

Loud a aed 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. Responding on the spur of 
the moment to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois and to 
his graceful action in offering the resolution just read at the Clerk’s 
desk, I feel that I am authorized by my associates upon this side 
of the House to say that we are duly sensitive to the kindness and 
courtesy of the gentleman from Illinois. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.| It isa pleasant thing, at the close of a Congress 
in which there has been as much of political legislation and as 
much of party antagonism as in any Congress of recent years, that 
the House can testify, as I am sure it will testify unanimously, to 
the ability, the dignity, and the impartiality of its presiding officer. 

No position in connection with the Federal Government, in my 
opinion, requires a combination of stronger qualities than are 
demanded of the man chosen to direct the proceedings of this 
House. Noman is subjected to stronger pressure; no man is so 
obliged to stand perpendicular in the clash of conflicting interests, 
and it is a grateful episode at the close of our work that we can 
unite most heartily in the adoption of the resolution voluntarily 
tendered by an able opponent, and made the more honorable by 
the deliberate and hearty words with which he has presented it. 

And I wish to add one more word—that the most delightful 
thing about service in this House, speaking, as I now do, from an 
experience of several sessions, is that the sharpest political antag- 
onisms do not make personal estrangements among its members, 
and that the line which divides the two sides of the House polit- 
ically does not divide us as Americans, as patriots, and as friends. 
i general applause.]| I understand that this is not the good 

ortune of legislative assemblies in other countries where parties 
are arrayed against each other. I understand that party differ- 
ences there generally beget more or less personal estrangement; 
but all of us have felt, I am sure, that, however intense men may 
be in their partisanship, and however ardent and zealous and even 
severe they may be sometimes in their utterances on the floor, 
the worth of the man himself and his own personal character is 
that which fixes him in the respect and in the affection of his fel- 
low-members. I am sure this is a happy preeminence of our 
House of Representatives. May it continue and increase in all the 
future history of this Chamber. [boud applause. } 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield a moment to 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, representing in part as I do the 
People’s Party, who in this House have but 10 members, and are 
therefore in a hopeless minority, I want to testify in behalf of 
those few gentlemen to the uniform courtesy and fairness with 
which the Speaker of the House has treated us on every occasion 
[applause], and to say that it is another proof of the manhood 
and manliness of the American citizen that, in whatever position 
of place or power he may be found, he is always disposed to treat 
with courtesy and fairness all ties alike. In behalf of the 
representatives of the People’s Party here I desire to bear this 
testimony to the kindness, the courtesy, and the fairness of the 
Speaker of this House. eee 

Mr. CANNON of fllinois. I yield now to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROsVENOR}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, it has been often said, is the agent and the rep- 
resentative of the House, but under our.form of ini tion 
he becomes also to a very large extent the agent and 4 ip 
tive of his own political party. Therefore it is that at the end of 
Congress, such as this has been, it is a very high testimonial to 
the ability and fairness manifested, and the great distinction 
earned by a Speaker of the House, that an expression like this can 
be justly due tohim. I join with great cordiality in indorsin 
ali that has been said in honor of the Speaker of this House o: 
Representatives. a plause. | 

Mr. CANNON Tlinois, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote upon 
the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was adopted with- 
out dissent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hatcu). Three hundred 
and twenty-five members have voted in the ative and none 
in the negative, and the resolution is unanimously adopted. 

The oe here came into the Hall and was greeted with loud 
and prolonged a: use, 

The SP. = agree ; ‘ 
ers I call upon Clerk to read a resolution whic 

just adopted by a unanimous vote. 
The Clerk read the resolution as above. 
The SP. . Representatives, I know you will pardon me 


Mr. Speaker, before re ing the 


the House 
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if, before pee my last official act, I give some expression 
to what I feel, not only in regard to the resolution which you have 
just so unanimously adopted, but in respect to the uniform kind- 
ness, courtesy, and consideration with which I have been treated 
by every member of this body. Those who are unacquainted with 
the methods of procedure here have but little conception of the 
— the troubles, and the difficulties of legislation in a body 
ike this. 

This is the largest Congress that ever assembled in the United 
States, consisting of 356 Members besides the Delegates. These 
gentlemen are representative men. They represent all the shades 
of thought and opinion in all parts of the grardest country under 
thesun. [Applause.] Naturally, and indeed necessarily, under 
such conditions there are at times great strife and struggle upon 
the floor for the maintenance of the particular views of individ- 
uals, and earnest effort for the consideration of particular meas- 


ures. 

The difficulties of the presiding officer arise largely from this, 
that whereas there are perhaps 14,000 or 15,000 bills introduced 
in a Congress, in the nature of things but a small number of them 
can have consideration. If all the measures introduced could be 
considered and acted upon by the House, then the duties of the 
as officer and of the members would be rendered much 

ess difficult; but where only a small portion of the measures in- 
troduced can be considered, there is necessarily a struggle to de- 
termine what those particular measures shall be, and from year 
to year this difficulty increases. 

he present occupant of the chair, when he entered upon his 
duties—and he is sure that in making this expression he but 
echoes the experience of every one of his predecessors—had no con- 
ception of the difficulties incident to the office of Speaker. That 
Ihave been enabled in any measure to discharge the duties of 
this office to your satisfaction is largely due to your kindness, to 
your consideration, and to oe constant help. We are now 
about to go to our respective homes. 

We have been in session continuously longer, perhaps, than 
any Congress in the history of the Government; we have been 
surrounded by difficulties and trials; but I am sure I can say, not 
only for the body in the aggregate but for each member of it, 
that however we may have failed, whatever our shortcomings may 
be, we have, according to our honest convictions, endeavored to 
do that which was for the best interests of the whole American 


people. [Applause.] 
Again I thank you; and when I say that I but feebly express my 
feelings. Never in my life, no matter what may be its future, 


can I expect to attain to so high an office as that which I owe to 
your kindness, to your consideration, to your partiality. 

In laying down that office the greatest gratification that could 
be afforded me is the assurance in your resolution that I have dis- 
charged the duties of the position to the satisfaction of those gen- 
tlemen to whom I owe the office and to those gentlemen on the 
other side, who have always extendec to me the utmost courtesy 
and kindness. And to each and every member of the House, as 
he is now about to return to his home, I extend my heartfelt 
thanks, and express the hope that he may be reunited with his 
family and friends in health and in happiness. [Loud and gen- 
eral applause. } 


THANKS TO HON, A. J. PEARSON. 


Mr. BRYAN offered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives hereby expresses its appre- 
ciation of the faithful and efficient manner in which the Hon. A. J. PEARSON 
seg perseee the onerous duties of chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 


APPOINTMENTS FOR MONETARY CONFERENCE, 


_ TheSPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointments which 
the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas “An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” 

rovides ‘‘ That whenever the President of the United States shall determine 

hat the United States should be represented at any international conference 
called with a view to secure internationally a fixity of relative value between 
gold and silver as money, by means of acommon ratio between those metals, 
with free ——v at such ratio, the United States shall be represented at 
such conference by nine delegates, to be selected as follows: The President 
of the United States shall select three of said delegates; the Senate shall se- 
lect three members of the Senate as delegates; and the Speaker of the pres- 
ent House of Representatives shall select t members of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress as delegates;” and 

hereas this House has adopted the following Tesdtution: 

“Resolved, That the Hon. CHARLES F. Crisp, Speaker of the House of 
Bapresensasives, is hereby requested to designate self as one of the three 
delegates to be selected by him in pursuance of the above provision of law:” 
Now, therefore, 

The Speaker of the present House of Representatives selects as delegates 
to any international conference as indicated in said act the following-named 
members of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress: 

Davin B. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

Rosert R. Hirt, of Iiinois. 

CHARLES F. Crisp, of Georgia. 


[Loud applause. ] 
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The SPEAKER (at 12 o'clock m., March 4). The Chair now 
declares the third session of the Fifty-third Congress adjourned 
without day. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, p-ivate bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from commitiees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Joseph Porter. (Re- 
port No. 1977.) 

By. Mr. ERDMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
8875) to place the name of Mary V. Hennessy, widow of Col. 
John A, Hennessy, Fifty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the 
pension roll. (Report No. 1978.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A. bill (S. 2745) 
to authorize the Postmaster-General to refund to Volley P. Hart, 

»ostmaster at Sedalia, Mo., moneys sent him by the Post-Office 
Depertinas® for disbursement, and lost by the failure of the 
First National Bank of Sedalia. (Report No. 1981.) 

By Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (Hi. BR. 6760) for the relief of B. F. Dowell. (Report No. 
1995.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
(H. R. 1068) for the relief of Hillel Marks. (Report No. 1998.) 

By Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
= (H. R. 1731) for the relief of Payne, James & Co. (Report 

o. 1979.) 

By Mr. CLANCY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 8606) for the relief of the Richmond Locomotive Ma- 
chine Works. (Report No. 1982.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan (by request): A bill (H. 
R. 8973) for developing and operating gold and silver mines in the 
United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 8974) to facilitate the supply 
of a safe and elastic bank-note currency, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8976) to provide for the retirement of the 
outstanding demand obligations of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8977) to add a new section 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the examination and 
classification of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana 
and Idaho,” approved February 26, 1895, to be known as section 9— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8978) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H.R. 8980) granting to the First 
Regiment North Carolina State Guard two condemned cannon— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H.R.8984) to secure a just, fair, and 
equitable distribution of Federal offices and emoluments among the 
various States, Territories, and District of Columbia in propor- 
tion to their respective populations—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8987) to reclassify and prescribe 
the salaries of certain employees of the Post-Office Department— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A resolution of the legislature of the State 
of New York, to urge upon Congress by legal enactment to declare 
February 12, Lincoln’s birthday, a national holiday—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A resolution of the legislature of the 
State of New York, in favor of making Lincoln’s birthday a legal 
holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A memorial of the State legislature of 
the State of Washington, in behalf of the speedy construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a memorial to Congress by the citizens of Oregon, asking 
for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of the United States residing in 
Australia, praying for the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution of the legislature of the State 
of New York, urging upon Congress the enactment of a statute 
making Lincoln’s birthday, February 12, a legal holiday—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A resolution asking for the forfeiture 
of all unearned railroad land grants—to the Cosnanittes on the 
* By Mr HERMANN: A ial of the legislature of Orego 

y Mr. : A memorial of the le re 0: nm 

asking for the forfeiture of lands to the n Central Railroad 
Company in Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A joint resolution of the legislature 
of Illinois, asking for the of House bill 8405—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a joint resolution of the legislature of the State of Illinois, 
asking for the passage of Senate bill 1777—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of New York, asking the making of Lincoln’s birthday a legal hol- 

. iday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A joint resolution of the Stateof Illi- 
nois, asking for the improvement of Waukegan Harbor, in the 
State of Ilinois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 8975) for the re- 
lief of Elizabeth Forney, widow of William H. Forney—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 8982) for 
the relief of John Burns—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R.8985) to amend the military 
record of Franklin Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8986) correcting the military record of Darius 
Fitch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


oe 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Crested Butte 
and Dubois, Colo., protesting against further msion of annual 
mining assessment work—-to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Alfred H. Love and 75 others, for 
the a of House resolution of January 19, 1895, for the rati- 


fication of a permanent treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


MAROH 2, 


7 Mr. CARUTH: Petition of William Hopkins, leather dealer; 
O. K. Stove and Range Company; W. H. Newman & Co., whole- 
sale grocers; C. R. Robinson, cotton goods; W.T. Rolph, of R. 
G. Dunn & Co.; Hilton Collins, manufacturer; Nathan F. Block, 
wholesale w. ; W.E. Grinstead & Co., wholesale grocers; 
Brinly, Meles & y ae Avery Plow Factory; — 
gate & Sons, wholesale whisky; Nall & Williams Tobacco - 
pany; Lang Bros., insurance; Colgan & McAfee, druggists; Mel- 
wood Distillery Company; Standard Oil Company, and the Jos. 
Mitchell Boiler Works, all of Louisville, Ky., in favor of payment 
of bounty to Louisiana sugar planters—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of 98 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., 
for a constitutional amendment respecting the establishment of 
religion and prohibiting the use of public money for sectarian 
purposes—to the Committee on the J HF 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of L. N. Wagner and 134 other 
citizens of Putnam County, Ohio, asking for the construction of 
a ship canal along the line of the Miami and Erie Canal to con- 
nect e Erie and the Ohio River—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: Petition of 200 citizens of Pike County, 
Ill., asking for the passage of certain financial legislation—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McKAIG: Petition of Norman B. Harding, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany petition of H. Resley, of Cumber- 
land, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James H. Hershberger and 29 other citizens of 
Cresaptown, Md., in favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of citizens of Mississippi, for 
the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition favoring the payment of the sugar bounty—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of 29 citizens of the Twenty-fifth 
district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the proposed sixteenth and 
seventeenth amendments to the Constitution—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Post-office Clerks’ Association 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the Dunphy bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.SNODGRASS: Petition of citizens of Polk County,Tenn., 
to clean out the Hiawassee River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 
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